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The dramatic story of the battle of San Jacinto has been 
told many times, but Henderson Yoakum’s narrative, 
published in 1855 in his History of Texas From Its First 
Settlement in 1685 to Its Annexation to the United States 
in 1846, was the first to synthesize a large number of 
eyewitness accounts in a scholarly work.1 Yoakum wrote 
his narrative at a time when many veterans of the battle 
were still alive. Although some of them objected to portions 
of the narrative, Yoakum’s account endured to become a 
classic of Texas history and one of the most widely read 
versions of the battle by 19th century Texans. To give 
readers of this special edition of Houston History a general 
overview of the battle, the narrative is republished below 
with annotations explaining points of controversy. 

Henderson King Yoakum was born in Tennessee in 
1810. He graduated from West Point in 1832, and came 
to Huntsville in 1845 where he established a law practice. 
After serving in the Mexican War, Yoakum returned 
to Huntsville and became Sam Houston’s lawyer and 
friend. In July 1853 Yoakum moved to Shepherd’s Valley, 
seven miles from Huntsville. Here he wrote his History 
of Texas in two volumes, completing the first volume 
in July 1854 and the second in February 1855. The 
narrative of the battle appears in the second volume.2 

Yoakum covered a broad swath of Texas history, but 
his narrative of the battle received considerable attention 
because it was published at a time when there was much 
controversy over Houston’s role in winning the battle. 
Yoakum’s work generally supported Houston’s perspective 
of events, but was not overly critical of Houston’s detractors. 
Instead, Yoakum tried to write a balanced account that 

would be acceptable to all Texans. In a footnote, he 
wrote that he relied on “perhaps twenty accounts” of 
the battle, half of them published, and attempted “a fair 
deduction of the facts from them all.” 3 His narrative is 
considered of permanent value today because many of the 
unpublished accounts he used have since disappeared.4 

Yoakum’s attempt to be objective did not win over 
Houston’s critics, but Yoakum never got a chance to 
respond to them. He died in 1856, and was buried in 
Oakwood Cemetery in Huntsville. Yoakum’s History of 
Texas would be his first and only literary work. When Sam 
Houston died in 1863, he was buried next to Yoakum. 
Their grave markers can still be seen today side-by-side. 

Yoakum’s approach to the battle focused almost entirely 
on the Texan Army. He made little effort to portray the 
Mexican side in any great detail. Yoakum viewed San 
Jacinto as “retribution” and “revenge” for Santa Anna’s 
“outrages” and “feast of blood” at the Alamo and Goliad. 
He does not justify the outcome as an Anglo-Saxon 
triumph, but he omits the role of Hispanics and blacks 
fighting on the Texan side at the battle. Despite these 
shortcomings, the narrative provides an entertaining and 
largely accurate factual account of the battle while opening 
a window on how San Jacinto came to be engrained in 
Texas lore as a symbol of the triumph of good over evil. 

The military campaign that led to the battle of San Jacinto 
lasted only forty-two days. The nucleus of Sam Houston’s 

The dramatic story of the battle of San Jacinto has been would be acceptable to all Texans. In a footnote, he 

Henderson Yoakum’s 
Narrative of the Battle 

of San Jacinto

With an Introduction and Annotation by Jeff Dunn 

About the Author: Jeff Dunn is the Chairman 
of the San Jacinto Historical Advisory 
Board and a Director of the Friends 
of the San Jacinto Battleground.
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army, initially numbering less than 400 men, gathered at Gonzales in early March 
1836 to relieve the besieged Alamo. Houston arrived on March 11 to take command. 
Two days later the fall of the Alamo was confirmed and Gonzales was evacuated and 
burned. The Texas Army marched eastward to the Colorado River and then to the 
Brazos, where Houston encamped on April 1 opposite Groce’s plantation near present 
Hempstead. The Mexican Army under General Santa Anna pursued from San 
Antonio. The only other Texan force in the field, a command of 400 men under Col. 
James W. Fannin, was surrounded and captured by General Jose Urrea at the battle of 
Coleto Creek on March 20. Fannin and his men were shot at Goliad one week later. 

Santa Anna arrived at San Felipe on April 7, less than twenty miles south of 
Houston’s army. But instead of confronting Houston, Santa Anna turned south 
and managed to cross the Brazos near present day Richmond on April 12. Two days 
later, with a force of 700 infantry, fifty cavalry, and one cannon, Santa Anna left 
the Brazos and the rest of the Mexican Army in his rear, and headed to Harrisburg 
on Buffalo Bayou in an attempt to capture the Texan cabinet. Had he succeeded, 
the revolution might have ended with a Mexican victory, but the cabinet escaped to 
Galveston hours before he arrived. Santa Anna entered Harrisburg on the night of 
April 15 and ordered the cavalry under Col. Juan Almonte to scout Galveston Bay. 
Almonte managed to seize valuable supplies at New Washington, now Morgan’s 
Point, on April 17. On receiving the news from Almonte, Santa Anna burned 
Harrisburg and marched his division to New Washington, arriving April 18. 

Houston hurriedly crossed the Brazos when he learned that a portion of 
the Mexican Army had crossed below. He marched across present northwest 
Harris County and in a matter of days approached Harrisburg, not 
knowing what he would find. From here we begin Yoakum’s narrative:


The [Texan Army] reached [Buffalo] bayou, opposite the town [of 

Harrisburg], on the 18th [of April], a little before noon. Here they remained 
that day, partly to rest—for they were greatly fatigued—and partly to procure 
information. Deaf Smith, [Henry] Karnes, and others, were sent over to 
reconnoitre. The former, about dark, brought into the camp two captives whom 

 H. Yoakum, 1. History of Texas From Its First 
Settlement in 1685 to Its Annexation to the 
United States in 1846 (New York: Redfield 
1855), in 2 volumes. 

 “Henderson King Yoakum,” 2. Handbook of 
Texas (Texas State Historical Association); 
Yoakum, History of Texas, Vol. 1, p.4, Vol. 2, p.4. 

 Yoakum,3.  History of Texas, Vol. 2, p.145, note. 

 Eugene C. Barker in 4. The Life of Stephen F. 
Austin (2d ed., Austin: Texas State Historical 
Association 1949), p.458; and John H. 
Jenkins, Basic Texas Books (Austin: Texas State 
Historical Association 1988), p.590. 

 There were three captives, including Captain 5. 
Miguel Bachiller, a courier, and a guide. 
Moses Austin Bryan was the interpreter and 
read the dispatches brought by the courier. 
Bryan annotated the first reprint of Yoakum’s 
History of Texas in Dudley Wooten (comp.), 
A Comprehensive History of Texas, 1685 to 
1897 (Dallas 1898), Vol. 1, p.276, n.1. A Texas 
historical marker located on Bellaire Blvd. at 
Second Ave. in Bellaire commemorates the 
capture of the Mexican dispatches. 

Notes

Mexicans Building Breastworks at night, April 20, 1836.

All PAintings by ChArles shAw. Courtesy San 
Jacinto Museum of History.
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he had taken on the road leading 
west from Harrisburg—the one a 
Mexican courier bearing despatches 
to Santa Anna, the other a guard.5 
From the spies it was ascertained that 
the Mexican advance had marched 
down Buffalo bayou, crossing Vince’s 
bridge; and, having burnt Harrisburg, 
had passed down in the direction of 
the bay. From the Mexican courier 
they obtained the mail directed to 
Santa Anna, from which they learned 
the important fact, before suspected, 
that the dictator himself was with 
the advance, and that they had him 
cut off from the main body of his 
troops.6 By reference to the topography 
of that locality, it was seen that he 
must necessarily return by Vince’s 
bridge, or cross Buffalo bayou, just 
below the Texan camp, at Lynch’s, 
at the mouth of the San Jacinto. In 
either way he was cut off from the 
main body of his army. The Texans 
derived the further information that 
Santa Anna was requested, by the 

government at home, to give protection 
with his troops to the surveyor and 
commissioner, appointed on the part 
of Mexico, to run the boundary-line 
between Texas and the United States, 
according to the treaty between the 
two nations, and for which purpose 
Colonel Pedro Garcia Condé was 
appointed surveyor, and Colonel 
Almonté commissioner. A letter from 
General Filisola to Santa Anna gave 
the information that the chief ’s order 
as to the disposition of certain forces 
was received, and would be obeyed. 
This was supposed, as afterward 
proved to be the fact, to refer to 
reinforcements ordered by Santa Anna.

These despatches being read, General 
Houston determined to cross the 
bayou early on the morning of the 
19th, and go in pursuit of the enemy. 
Orders were consequently given to 
Colonels [Edward] Burleson and 
[Sidney] Sherman to have three days’ 
rations prepared, and like orders for 

 While Santa Anna was at New Washington 6. 
(Morgan’s Point) with 750 men, over 1,400 
Mexican solders were assembling on the 
Brazos near present Richmond under Santa 
Anna’s second in command, General Vicente 
Filisola, and another 1,165 men were under 
Urrea’s orders in Columbia and Brazoria. 
Vicente Filisola, Evacuation of Texas (Waco: 
Texian Press, 1965), p.30.

 William P. Zuber, who was with the camp 7. 
guard, said that 150 men were left to guard 
the camp baggage and care for “50 men 
prostrate with measles.” William P. Zuber, My 
Eighty Years in Texas (Austin 1971), p.85. 

 Raguet was head of the Committee of 8. 
Vigilance and Safety at Nacogdoches. The 
letter to Raguet was dated April 19. David 
G. Burnet sarcastically noted in 1860 that 
the letter had become “renowned as the 
veni vidi vici letter of the great Caesar,” and 
produced as evidence that “Gen. Houston 
was not compelled into the battle of San 
Jacinto.” Burnet claimed Houston had a 
different motive in writing this letter. Day, The 
Texas Almanac, p.331 (emphasis in original). 
Raguet’s daughter, Anna, was romantically 
involved with Houston during the time of the 
campaign of 1836. 

Notes

Base roadmap (c), army routes drawn by Hunter George. Courtesy Texas Department of Transportation.
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repairing a boat two miles below, on 
the bayou. The troops were formed on 
the morning of the 19th, and addressed 
by the commander-in-chief and the 
secretary of war. The presence of 
Santa Anna with the enemy’s advance 
was also made known to them. The 
baggage and wagons, and two or 
three hundred sick and non-effectives 
were left in charge of Major [Robert] 
M’Nutt, on the left bank of the bayou.7 
Houston then despatched a letter to 
Henry Raguet, advising him that they 
were about to meet Santa Anna; that 
they had looked in vain for help from 
eastern Texas; that it was then the part 
of wisdom, growing out of necessity, to 
encounter the enemy; that no previous 
occasion justified it; that they were 
going to conquer; that the troops were 
in fine spirits, and, through the odds 
were against them, they would use 
their best efforts to fight the enemy to 
such advantage as to gain the victory.8

The army proceeded on its march, 
taking only the cavalry-horses, and 
those needed for the “Twin-Sisters” 
and an ammunition-wagon.9 The 

measles having broken out in the 
camp, caused the large number of 
sick that were left behind. Advancing 
to the ferry, they found the boat not 
repaired, notwithstanding which they 
proceeded to cross. Thirty pioneers, 
under Captain [William] Wood, first 
passed over. The commander-in-chief 
went with the second boat. Colonel 
Rusk remained to assist in the crossing, 
and none labored more ardently to 
effect that object. A raft of plank was 
used to facilitate the passage. The 
horses were caused to swim across 
the bayou below the ferry. Before 
sundown the whole force had passed 
over without accident, and took up the 
line of march down the right bank of 
the bayou, and on the enemy’s trail.10

After advancing twelve miles, the 
Texans halted at one o’clock on the 
morning of the 20th, at a beautiful 
spot in the prairie. 11 At this time they 
were aware that the Mexicans had not 
crossed the San Jacinto, but it was not 
known exactly where they were. In 
fact, they had passed near the ferry at 
Lynch’s on the 16th. The Texans, being 

 The “Twin Sisters” artillery were two matched 9. 
field pieces, said to be either four-pounders 
or six–pounders, sent to Texas as “hollow 
ware” by a committee of prominent men of 
Cincinnati, Ohio. See generally. E.W. Winkler, 
“The ‘Twin Sisters’ Cannon, 1836-1865,” South-
western Historical Quarterly (July 1917), p.61.

 The army crossed Buffalo Bayou a few feet 10. 
east of the mouth of Sims Bayou. A Texas 
Centennial granite marker placed in 1936 on 
Lawndale St., about two miles west of Richey 
St. in Pasadena, and 3000 feet south of the 
site, commemorates the crossing on April 
19. 

 This distance is exaggerated. The army 11. 
marched two miles before reaching Vince’s 
bridge over Vince’s Bayou and about one 
and a half miles further before resting. 

Notes

Base roadmap (c), army routes drawn by Hunter George. Courtesy Texas Department of Transportation.

6010845_UofH_Text.indd   5 10/13/10   6:12:25 AM



6 Houston History Volume 4, number 2 spring 2007

greatly exhausted by incessant labor 
and marching, threw themselves on the 
ground without refreshment, and slept.

We must here notice the narrow 
escape of President Burnet. On the 13th, 
as has been stated, he left Harrisburg, 
to provide for the safety of his family.12 
On the same day he brought them to 
New Washington, below Lynch’s, on 
the bay, with a view to facilitate their 
passage, if necessary, to Galveston. On 
the next day the president set out on 
horseback for Harrisburg; but learning 
on the way that the Mexicans were 
there, he returned on the morning of 
the 16th, in the steamer “Cayuga,” to 
New Washington. It was understood 
that the boat, which was crowded with 
families, and bound for Anahuac, was 
to return the next morning to take 
off those at New Washington. On the 
morning of the 17th, after breakfast, 
and while they were preparing for the 
steamboat, the Mexican cavalry came 
suddenly on them. They hastily got 
into a small boat, and had not rowed 
more than forty yards from the shore, 
when the enemy dismounted; but 
they fortunately made their escape.13

At dawn of day, on the 20th, the 
Texans were aroused by a tap of the 
drum – for reveille was forbidden – and 
resumed their march down the bayou. 
After proceeding about seven miles, 
they halted for breakfast. While it was 
in preparation, the scouts came in, 

and announced that they had given 
chase to those of the enemy, until 
they discovered his advance coming 
up the bay.14 The Texans, without 
taking breakfast, made a forced march 
down the bayou, in order to arrive at 
Lynch’s ferry before their opponents. 
An advance of thirty or forty of the 
Texans proceeded rapidly to the ferry, 
where they arrived by ten o’clock 
in the forenoon, and found a like 
number of the enemy there, with a 
substantial new flat-boat,15 loaded with 
provisions for the Mexican army. It 
was doubtless some of the plunder of 
Harrisburg or New Washington. The 
enemy’s guard fled at the approach 
of the Texan advance; the boat and 
provisions were taken, and sent up 
the bayou, three fourths of a mile to 
the rear of the Texan camp, which 
was established there, along the right 
bank of the bayou, in a skirt of timber. 
The supply of provisions was most 
fortunate, as the Texans had no other 
during that and the following day.16

The Texan camp was protected 
by the timber, and a rising ground 
running parallel with the bayou. The 
camp extended some five hundred 
yards, and about its centre the skirt 
of timber reached nearly to the top of 
the rise in front. On either side of this 
centre the summit of the elevation was 
composed of prairie. The infantry, 
about two hundred, under command of 

Burnet’s family lived east of the San Jacinto 12. 
River in what is now Burnet Park in Baytown, 
located at Burnet Drive and Hillcrest Lane. 

Burnet and his family reached the schooner 13. 
Flash and landed safely in Galveston. Several 
of Col. James Morgan’s servants and others 
were captured by Mexican cavalry under 
Almonte. Almonte later said he could have 
killed Burnet and everyone else in the boat, 
but did not allow his men to fire because he 
saw ladies in the boat. Accounts of George 
Patrick and Moses Austin Bryan, in Wooten, 
Comprehensive History of Texas, Vol. 1, pp. 277-
78, n.1. 

Texan and Mexican scouts under Col. 14. 
Sidney Sherman and Capt. Marcos Barragan, 
respectively, spotted each other early in 
the morning on April 20 near the home of 
James Routh, who lived between Lynch’s 
ferry and New Washington. This incident is 
mentioned in Antonio Lopez de Santa Anna, 
“Manifesto Relative to His Operations in the 
Texas Campaign and His Capture,” in Carlos 
E. Castaneda, The Mexican Side of the Texan 
Revolution (Austin 1970), p.75 (hereafter 
Manifesto), and Day, The Texas Almanac, 
p.332. 

In a footnote, Yoakum wrote: “It was said that 15. 
the boat had been constructed by some 
recreant Americans for the enemy.” Yoakum, 
History of Texas, Vol. 2, p.137, note. 

 This incident occurred near Lynch’s ferry. 16. 
Moses Austin Bryan said the flatboat only 
contained flour. Wooten, Comprehensive 
History of Texas, Vol. 1, p. 279, n1. The Texas 
Army camp on April 20 was established within 
the boundaries of the present San Jacinto 
Battleground State Historic Site along Buffalo 
Bayou. 

Houston stated in his battle report on 17. 

Notes

The Texan Camp Before the Battle, April 21.
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Lieutenant-Colonel [Henry] Millard, 
were stationed in this neck of timber, 
extending toward the top of the rise; 
and the “Twin-Sisters,” under Colonel 
[James] Neill, were placed on the 
elevation, immediately in front of 
Millard. The first regiment of riflemen, 
under Colonel Burleson, formed the 
right wing; and the second, under 
Colonel Sherman, composed the 
left. The cavalry was stationed in the 
centre, and in rear of the infantry. In 
front of the centre of the Texan camp, 
some three or four hundred yards 
distant, was a cluster of timber; also 
in front and to the left of the centre, 
about one hundred yards distant, was 
another cluster of timber. Elsewhere 
in front the field was prairie. 

The Texans, having established 
their camp, formed for battle. While 
they were doing this, the Mexican 
artillery (one twelve-pounder),17 having 
advanced to the first-named cluster of 
timber, opened upon them. After firing 
about an hour, without doing any other 
damage than wounding Colonel Neill, 
the enemy sent forward a detachment 
of infantry, armed with escopetas, into 
the nearest wood. Being discovered 
there, Colonel Sherman applied for 

leave to charge on them with the 
Texan cavalry, in all eighty-five men. 
Permission was given, and the charge 
made; but, as the Mexicans were in the 
wood, nothing was effected, and the 
cavalry returned without damage.18 

Shortly after this, a large portion of 
the enemy’s forces advanced rapidly, 
in column, from the point occupied 
by their artillery to within a hundred 
and fifty yards of the Texan cannon: 
the latter opened on them, when they 
wheeled and fell back precipitately. 
This retreat was answered by a shout 
from the Texan ranks that would 
have alarmed less timid spirits. The 
Texans did not pursue them, but the 
“Twin-Sisters” kept up a fire on them 
till they got out of danger, doing them 
some damage. The enemy withdrew 
to a position near the bank of the San 
Jacinto river (or bayou, for it was below 
their junction), about three fourths of 
a mile from the Texan encampment, 
where they commenced to fortify.19

In the evening, about an hour 
before sunset, Colonel Sherman asked 
permission of the commander-in-chief 
to take the cavalry and reconnoitre. 
The general at first objected, but on 
reflection consented, ordering him 

Notes
April 25 that the Mexicans had “one double 
fortified medium brass twelve pounder.” 
Yoakum, History of Texas, Vol. 2, p. 499. But 
Santa Anna claimed his cannon was a six-
pounder. Santa Anna, Manifesto, p.74. 

 Moses Austin Bryan’s critique of Yoakum 18. 
concluded that this initial charge never 
happened: “There was no attack [by 
Sherman] after the morning attack by the 
Mexicans until Sherman made the attempt 
to capture the Mexicans’ twelve-pounder 
long brass cannon [that evening]….” 
Wooten, Comprehensive History of Texas, 
Vol. 1, p.279, n.1. But Sam Houston affirmed 
Yoakum’s account of this initial charge, 
calling it a “failure,” and quoted from a letter 
by Joseph L. Bennett to Sam Houston, 
September 17, 1841, describing the charge 
as Yoakum did. Sam Houston, “Sketch 
Refuting Calumnies Produced and Circulated 
Against His Character as Commander-
in-Chief of the Army of Texas,” a speech 
delivered in the U.S. Senate, February 28, 
1859, published in William Crane, Life and 
Select Literary Remains of Sam Houston (1884), 
pp.578, 587 (hereafter “Houston’s 1859 Senate 
Speech”). 

 Moses Austin Bryan commented on this 19. 
incident: “I have always thought that if our 
cannon had not been opened on the enemy 
too soon, and they had been permitted to 
come within rifle shot, that we would have 
brought down one-half of Santa Anna’s 
force the first fire. But Col. Neill opened on 
them with the Twin Sisters, which caused 

Texans Fighting and Dying, April 21.
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strictly not to go within musket-shot 
of the enemy, or provoke a conflict, 
but to advance as near as he otherwise 
could to ascertain their position: and 
for this reason – that the precipitate 
retreat of the enemy after their charge 
that day had infused the finest feeling 
into the Texan army, and he was 
unwilling that any disaster in a partial 
engagement should disturb that feeling. 

The cavalry set out, and continued 
to advance, receiving a volley from 
the left of the enemy’s infantry, and 
after a sharp recontre with their 
cavalry, retired. In the meantime, 
the infantry under Colonel Millard, 
Colonel Burleson’s regiment, and 
the artillery, had advanced to aid the 
cavalry, if necessary. In this affair, the 
Texan cavalry acquitted themselves 
handsomely; and among the most 
distinguished of their number was 
Mirabeau B. Lamar, who, joining 
the army at Groce’s, fell into the 
ranks, and soon earned an enviable 
reputation as a soldier. The Texans 
had two wounded, one mortally and 
other severely; they also lost several 
horses. The loss of the enemy was 
doubtless more considerable.20

Both armies having retired to their 
quarters, the evening passed off, and 
with it the excitement of the day. The 
Texans, being hungry and fatigued, 
after eating, obtained a refreshing 
sleep. The enemy in the meantime 
completed his breastwork of trunks 

and baggage. Thursday, the 21st of 
April, was a clear, fine day. Early in the 
morning, the Texan commander-in-
chief directed Colonel [John] Forbes, 
the commissary-general, to furnish 
Deaf Smith with one or more axes, 
and to have them at a certain place. 
At the same time, he sent for Smith, 
and directed him not to go out of 
the line of sentinels that day without 
special permission, as he had particular 
business for him of a secret character.21

About nine o’clock that morning 
it was discovered that a considerable 
force, under General [Martin Perfecto 
de] Cos, was advancing from the 
direction of Vince’s bridge, toward 
the enemy’s camp. As it was seen by 
the Texans, it was believed to be a 
reinforcement to Santa Anna. The 
commander-in-chief, although his 
spies had brought information of 
the arrival of the reinforcement, not 
caring that it should be at that time 
known, suggested that it was a ruse of 
the Mexicans; that they had marched 
round from their left wing, and were 
returning, with a view to make the 
impression that they were reinforced.22

About noon, or a little before, the 
commander-in-chief was waited on 
by several of the officers, suggesting 
a council of war. He assented to the 
proposition, and it was informally 
held immediately, consisting of 
Colonels Burleson and Sherman, 
Lieutenant-Colonels Millard, 
[Alexander] Somerville, and [Joseph 
L.] Bennett, and Major [Lysander] 
Wells. The question was laid before 
them, “Whether they should attack 
the enemy in his position, or await an 
attack from him in theirs.” The two 
last-named officers were in favor of an 
attack on the enemy in his position: 
the others were in favor of awaiting an 
attack from him. The reasons given 
for the latter opinion were – that the 
Texan camp was admirably situated 
for defence; that the Mexicans were 
fortified in their encampment; that 
it was defended by veterans, well 
disciplined; and that an attack upon 
them through an open prairie, with 
undisciplined militia, armed mostly 

the enemy to halt and finally to fall back, as 
they evidently did not expect to encounter 
cannon. Here was another disputed point 
between the General and Col. Neill – Houston 
saying he had not ordered the cannon to fire, 
and Col. Neill alleging that he had – whether 
it was ever settled in the lifetime of Col. Neill, 
I know not.” Bryan to Sidney Sherman, July 
2, 1859, in Defence of Gen. Sidney Sherman 
Against the Charges Made by Gen. Sam 
Houston, In His Speech Delivered in the United 
States Senate, February 28th, 1859 (Houston, 
1885), p. 29. 

 This incident, known as the “cavalry 20. 
skirmish” of April 20, became the source of 
a life-long dispute between Houston and 
Sherman regarding Houston’s verbal orders 
to Sherman. In a footnote, Yoakum cites 
Henry Foote’s account of this affair, which 
placed Colonel Sherman “in the attitude 
of attempting a ruse, by which to bring 
on a general battle, contrary to the wishes 
and orders of the commander-in-chief ….” 
Yoakum concludes that “[t]his charge of 
insubordination and deceit is unworthy of 
Colonel Sherman.” Yoakum, History of Texas, 
Vol. 2, p.140. See Henry Stuart Foote, Texas 
and the Texans (Phila. 1841), Vol. 2, pp.298-
304. In 1859, following Houston’s assertion in 
his Senate speech that Sherman committed 
a direct violation of orders, Sherman 
responded to what he called Houston’s 
“unscrupulous … slanders” by collecting 
and publishing testimonials in his defense. 
Sherman wrote: “There has been a general 
misunderstanding in relation to my object 
in making the attack on the 20th April. The 
enemy’s only field piece was in sight from 
our camp, and had been annoying us during 
the day. Late in the evening, I proposed 
to General Houston to allow me to call 
for volunteers, and capture their gun. He 

Notes

Sherman’s Men Attack, April 20.
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with rifles, was unprecedented. 
The council was then dismissed. 

Deaf Smith and a companion whom 
he had been directed, in the morning, 
to select, were now sent for, and secretly 
dispatched, with the axes, to cut down 
Vince’s bridge, and burn it – the 
commander-in-chief saying to Smith, 
as he departed, that the grass, which he 
then beheld before him so beautiful in 
the prairies, would be crimsoned before 
his return, unless he was speedy.23 

Bray’s bayou runs into Buffalo bayou 
at Harrisburg, on the right bank. Five 
miles farther down toward the bay, 
over Vince’s bayou, is Vince’s bridge. 
It was crossed by both armies on 
their downward march, and was the 
only passway by land, especially at 
that season of the year, to the Brasos. 
After the main body of the Mexican 
reinforcement under General Cos 
had passed Bray’s bayou, and while 
the rear-guard was crossing over, 
the wagoners and some others of the 
Texan camp-guard near Harrisburg, 
hearing the noise, paraded under the 
command of Wagon-master Rhorer 
[sic – should be Conrad Rohrer], 
made a forced march to the bayou, 
and gave them a volley, which so 
alarmed them, that they turned and 
fled toward the Brasos, scattering 
and leaving their baggage in on the 
road. The wagoners hereupon crossed 
over, and gathered quite a supply.24 

It is proper to state here, that, so 
soon as the reinforcement under Cos 
was seen to come in, Karnes and Smith 
had been sent to their last place of 
encampment, to ascertain, from the 
number of camp-fires and other signs, 
the probable strength of the auxiliary 
force. They returned and reported 
privately, as they had been directed, 
about five hundred and forty men.25 

Shortly after the departure of Smith 
and Reeves to destroy the bridge, 
Lieutenant-Colonel Bennett was sent 
through the camp to ascertain the 
state of feeling among the troops. He 
reported them all enthusiastic, and in 
fine spirits. It was now nearly three 
o’clock in the afternoon. The Mexicans 

were dull and heavy, the higher class of 
them enjoying their siesta. Santa Anna 
admits that he himself was asleep.26 
Houston, having formed his plan of 
battle, submitted it to the secretary of 
war [Thomas J. Rusk], who approved 
of it. He then ordered the troops to 
parade, which they did with alacrity 
and spirit. The locality of the Texan 
camp afforded ample opportunity to 
form in order of battle without being 
seen by the enemy. Burleson’s regiment 
was placed in the centre; Sherman’s 
on the left wing; the artillery, under 
Millard, on the right of the artillery; 
and the cavalry, under Lamar (whose 
gallant conduct the day before had won 
him this command), on the extreme 
right. The enemy’s cavalry was on 
his left wing; his centre, which was 
fortified, was composed of his infantry, 
with his artillery in an opening in 
the centre of the breastwork. He 
had extended his extreme right to 
the river, so as to occupy a skirt of 
timber projecting out from it. 

The Texan cavalry was first 
despatched to the front of the enemy’s 
horse, to draw their attention; while 
the remainder of the army, which had 
advanced in column to the cluster of 
timber three or four hundred yards 
in front, was deploying into line. The 
evolution was quickly performed, 
and the whole force advanced rapidly 
and in good order. The secretary of 
war, at the request of the general-
in-chief, took command of the left 
wing.27 While the Texans were thus 
advancing, Deaf Smith rode at the top 
of his horse’s speed to the front, and 
informed Houston that Vince’s bridge 
was destroyed. The general announced 
it to the line. The “Twin-Sisters” now 
advanced to within two hundred 
yards of the Mexican breastwork, and 
opened a destructive fire with grape 
and canister. Sherman’s regiment 
commenced the action upon the Texan 
left. The whole line, advancing in 
double quick time, cried “Remember 
the Alamo!” – “Remember Goliad!” 
– and, while approaching the enemy’s 
works, received his fire, but withheld 
their own until within pistol-shot. 

consented, and proposed himself to order 
out Colonel Millard’s regulars to support me, 
and gave orders to that effect . . . The idea 
of reconnoitering simply is a maggot of his 
own brain.” Defense of Sidney Sherman, p.7. 

  Yoakum, 21. History of Texas, Vol. 2, p.140 (citing 
“Statement of Colonel John Forbes”).

 22. Id. (citing “Statement of Colonel George W. 
Hockley”). 

 This incident was later disputed. Alexander 23. 
Somerville said the idea of burning the 
bridge came from Deaf Smith, not Houston. 
Yoakum said that Smith’s companion 
was “[u]nderstood to be Mr. Reeves,” but 
Moses Austin Bryan said that Smith’s sole 
companion was Moses Lapham. Wooten, 
Comprehensive History of Texas, Vol. 1, p.281 
note. Y.P. Alsbury, who claimed to be among 
the party, said he and six others destroyed 
the bridge. Y.P. Alsbury, “Burning of Vince’s 
Bridge,” in Day, The Texas Almanac, p.435.

 For a different version of this incident see 24. 
J.H. Kuykendall, “Kuykendall’s Recollections 
of the Campaign,” Quarterly of the Texas State 
Historical Association (April 1901), pp. 304-06. 

 Santa Anna wrote he was reinforced on the 25. 
21st with 400 men, after Cos left 100 men at 
a bad crossing near Harrisburg (Sims Bayou). 
Santa Anna, Manifesto, p.476. 

 Santa Anna recalled: “My sleep was 26. 
interrupted by the noise of arms, and upon 
awakening I saw with astonishment that 
the enemy had completely surprised our 
camp.” Santa Anna, Manifesto, p.24. A different 
version is recorded by an English traveler, 
William Bollaert, who came to Texas in 1842. 
Bollaert quoted in his journal a portion of a 
letter written by Sam Houston to a friend: 
“The battle of San Jacinto was probably lost 
to the Mexicans, owing to the influence of a 
Mulatta girl (Emily) belonging to Col. Morgan 
who was closeted in the tent with g’l Santana, 
at the time the cry was made ‘the Enemy! 
They come! They come! & detained Santana 
so long, that order could be restored readily 
again.” William Bollaert Papers, Newberry 
Library, Chicago. Bollaert’s journal entry 
was not published until the 1950s. Texana 
columnist Frank X. Tolbert in 1961 linked 
Emily to the song “The Yellow Rose of Texas,” 
but there is no historical evidence to support 
that association. Col. James Morgan hired a 
mulatto woman named Emily D. West, who 
came to Texas in 1835, lost her “free papers” at 
San Jacinto, and sought a passport to leave 
Texas in early 1837. See generally James E. 
Crisp, Sleuthing the Alamo (Oxford University 
Press, 2005), pp.188-195. 

 In a letter from Mirabeau B. Lamar to Sidney 27. 
Sherman, dated September 24, 1857, Lamar 
disputes this claim: “I can answer without 

Notes
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The effect of this fire on the enemy 
was terrible. But the Texans made no 
halt – onward they went. On the left, 
they penetrated the woodland: the 
Mexicans fled. On the right, the Texan 
cavalry charged that of the enemy: the 
latter fled. In the centre, the Texan 
artillery advanced to within seventy 
yards of that of the Mexicans, but 
ceased to fire, for Burleson’s regiment 
and Millard’s infantry had stormed 
the breastwork, took the enemy’s 
artillery, and were driving them back. 

In fifteen minutes after the charge, 
the Mexicans gave way at all points, 
and the pursuit was general. Some 
of them fled to the river, some to the 
swamp in their rear, others toward 
Vince’s bridge, but the largest portion 
perhaps to a clump of trees not far 
to the rear, where they surrendered. 
Such was their consternation, and so 
sudden their defeat, that their cannon 
was left loaded, and their moveables 
untouched; those that were asleep, 
awoke only in time to be overwhelmed; 
those that were cooking their dinner, 
left it uneaten; those that were playing 
monte, left the game unfinished. The 
morass in the rear and right of the 
enemy’s camp, and into which so many 

of the fugitives fled, presented an 
awful scene.28 Men and horses, dead 
and dying, formed a bridge for the 
furious pursuers. The Texans, having 
no time to load their guns, used them 
as clubs. So with their pistols; they 
then had recourse to their bowie-
knives and finally to the weapons of 
the fallen enemy. It is said that Deaf 
Smith, after announcing to Houston 
the news of the destruction of the 
bridge, threw himself into the midst of 
the enemy, and, after breaking his own 
sword in combat, coolly took another 
from one he had slain, and continued 
the work of death. “The commander-
in-chief,” says the secretary of war in 
his report, “acted with great gallantry, 
encouraging the men to the attack, 
and heroically charged, in front of 
the infantry, within a few yards of the 
enemy.”29 It was here that he received 
a severe wound in his ankle, and had 
his horse shot two or three times. 

The pursuit of the enemy’s cavalry 
continued to the site of Vince’s 
bridge. Karnes led in this pursuit. 
He discovered in advance of him a 
Mexican officer in a splendid uniform, 
and mounted on a beautiful black 
charger. Being well mounted himself, 

hesitation, that I have every reason to 
believe the statement [in Yoakum] to be 
utterly false, and that the historian had no 
other foundation for it, than the assertion 
of General Houston himself.” Defense of 
Sidney Sherman, p.6. Houston’s report of the 
battle states that Rusk “was on the left wing 
where Colonel Sherman’s command first 
encountered and drove the enemy.” John H. 
Jenkins (ed.), Papers of the Texas Revolution, 
Vol. 6, pp. 75-76. 

 This area, known as the “boggy bayou,” can 28. 
still be seen today in the south end of the 
state park.

 Thomas J. Rusk to David G. Burnet, April 22, 29. 
1836, published in Jenkins, Papers of the Texas 
Revolution, Vol. 6, p.10. 

 For a different version of the cavalry pursuit 30. 
after the battle, see William S. Taylor’s 
account in Day, The Texas Almanac, p.537.

 All of the Texan dead were buried near each 31. 
other in what is now known as San Jacinto 
Cemetery, located in the state park and 
marked by a marble shaft placed in 1881 
at the site. Yoakum’s aggregate estimate of 
Mexican participants (1,568) is 418 more 
than the number accompanying Santa Anna 
from the Brazos (750) and reinforcements 
from Cos (400), according to Santa Anna’s 
account. 

 The Texan reinforcements numbered in the 32. 
hundreds, not thousands. 

Notes

Mexican Cavalry and Infantry.
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he had a desire to capture him, and 
went in pursuit. Perhaps such a 
race was never before seen in Texas. 
Karnes, unable to gain on the fugitive, 
supposed he would take him at the 
destroyed bridge. The officer, reaching 
the bayou, saw that the bridge was 
gone, but, making no halt, plunged 
down the steep descent into the 
water; and, as Karnes rode up on the 
right bank, to his utter astonishment 
he saw his foe climbing the almost 
perpendicular wall on the other!30

At dark the pursuit of the flying 
enemy ceased. The prisoners taken 
were conducted to the Texan camp, 
placed under guard, and supplied 
with provisions. A suitable guard was 
also left at the Mexican camp. The 
wounded of both armies were as well 
provided for as the circumstances 
would permit. After the excitement 
of the battle had somewhat subsided, 
Houston found that his wounded limb 
had swollen; his boot was cut off, and 
such attention paid to the wound as 
could be procured to alleviate the pain.

The main body of the prisoners were 
taken that night. At their head was the 
cheerful and philosophical [Col. Juan] 
Almonté. With him it appeared only 
a scene in life’s drama. Conversing 
fluently in both English and Spanish, 
he threw a charm over all with whom 
he came in contact. At a time so 
trying to his comrades, he proved 
himself a true descendant of the brave 
Morelos, and worthy of a better fate 
than that accorded to his noble sire.

The aggregate force of the Texan 
army in the battle was seven hundred 
and eighty-three; that of the enemy 
was perhaps twice the number. 
The Mexicans lost six hundred 
and thirty killed, two hundred and 
eight wounded, and seven hundred 
and thirty prisoners; besides a large 
quantity of arms and great numbers of 
mules and horses taken, together with 
their camp-equipage, and the military 
chest, containing twelve thousand 
dollars. The Texan loss was only eight 
killed and twenty-five wounded!31

[The portion of Yoakum’s narrative 
relating to the capture of Santa 
Anna on April 22 and his interview 
with Houston is omitted]

The 22d day of April was the first 
free day in Texas. Before then, her 
people had declared their independence, 
but now they had won it in a noble 
contest. The victory was physically 
and morally complete. The blow was 
given at the proper time, and in a vital 
part. In looking back at the events 
of the campaign, we can see no time 
when it could have succeeded so well. 
Providence seemed in every way to favor 
the result. It was a full retribution for 
past outrages. Santa Anna had presided 
over a feast of blood at the Alamo; he 
had ordered a second at Goliad; and 
he was made to behold another at San 
Jacinto. The Texans had their revenge. 
At that time, a thousand troops 
were on the way to reinforce their 
army; but it was so ordered that they 
should do the work themselves.32 
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Beyond The Battleground:
The Competing Legacies 
Of San Jacinto
by James e. Crisp 

If    you were to ask the average Houstonian to describe the legacy of the Battle of 
San Jacinto, the answer might well be: “Look around you!” In other words, all 

that Houston is today – all of the political and economic development of Texas and 
the American Southwest through the last 171 years – is sometimes attributed to 
the outcome of the test of arms and courage on that pivotal day of April 21, 1836.

 But put aside for a moment the claim of the battle’s “decisiveness.” It is, 
after all, a very dubious proposition that a different outcome on that single day 
would have permanently put a stop to the expansion of the United States across 
the territories of northern Mexico, given the growing disparity in power and 
population between Mexico and the United States in the mid-nineteenth century.

 Rather than imagining what might have been had Santa Anna won the contest 
that day, think instead about another kind of “legacy.” How does this event from 
the distant past shape the way we think about ourselves and our world today?
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Henry A. McArdle, Dawn at the Alamo, 1905. 
Courtesy Texas State Library & Archives Commission.

6010845_UofH_Text.indd   13 10/13/10   6:12:35 AM



14 Houston History Volume 4, number 2 spring 2007

A legacy is by definition a powerful 
link between the past and the present. 
Whatever the precise physical realities 
of critical events such as the Battle of 
San Jacinto, it is the broader narratives 
in which we embed such events that 
determine for us their historical 
significance and their meaning 
for our own lives. The events and 
narratives that are celebrated through 
monuments, commemoration, and 
historical art become a part of the 
“collective memory” of a people. They 
are the stories that we tell–again and 
again–to explain our world, to anchor 
our values, and to assert our identities. 
These stories, in other words, become 
the sacred myths of our societies.

For the Texas story, San Jacinto 
is doubly important, because as 
the anthropologist, Michel-Rolph 
Trouillot, noted in Silencing the Past: 
Power and the Production of History, 
the Mexican General Antonio Lopez 
de Santa Anna lost two battles there. 
Santa Anna, said Trouillot, “was 
doubly defeated” on April 21, 1836:

He lost the battle of the day, but he 
also lost the battle he had won at the 
Alamo. [Texan General Sam] Houston’s 
men had punctuated their victori-
ous attack on the Mexican army with 
repeated shouts of “Remember the 
Alamo! Remember the Alamo!” With 
that reference to the old mission, they 
doubly made history. As actors, they 
captured Santa Anna and neutral-
ized his forces. As narrators, they gave 
the Alamo story a new meaning. The 
military loss of March [sixth] was no 
longer the end point of the narrative but 
a necessary turn in the plot, the trial of 
the heroes, which, in turn, made final 
victory both inevitable and grandiose.1

In Texan historical mythology, the 
heroic sacrifice at the Alamo made 
the victory at San Jacinto possible by 
critically delaying Santa Anna long 
enough for Sam Houston to pull 
together the army which finally defeated 

the Mexican dictator. Trouillot is closer 
to the truth when he argues that it was 
actually the outcome of the Battle of 
San Jacinto which made possible the 
traditional Texan interpretation of 
the Alamo’s meaning. It would have 
been a very different story–in both 
senses of the word–if Santa Anna had 
prevailed and become the victorious 
narrator of the war in Texas.

Instead, as Trouillot’s fellow-
anthropologist, Holly Beachley Brear, 
has found in her native San Antonio, 
speakers–that is, story-tellers–at 
the Fiesta celebrating San Jacinto 
Day recount a “unified narrative 
with the sacrificial fall of the Alamo 
and the victory at San Jacinto as 
the inseparable alpha and omega of 
the Texas creation mythology.”2

Moreover, in her book, Inherit the 
Alamo: Myth and Ritual at an American 
Shrine, Brear describes what she takes 
to be a racist sub-text within the 
sacred narrative of blood sacrifice 
and miraculous redemption: “In this 
ideology, Fiesta [marks] the end of 
chaos and backwardness characterizing 
Texas under Mexican dominance; to 
‘the faithful,’ Fiesta San Antonio is 

About the author: A native Texan 
and a Rice graduate, James E. 
Crisp is associate professor and 
assistant head in the Department 
of History at North Carolina 
State University in Raleigh, and is 
the author of SleuthingSleuthingS the Athe Athe lAlAl mo: 
DADAD vy Cvy Cvy ro Cro C CkettCkettC ’S’S’ lASlASl t St St t St S AtAt nDnDn AnDnDn other

mymym SySy terieSterieSterie of the textext ASexASex revolutionrevolutionr .evolution.evolution

McArdle, The Battle of San Jacinto, 1898. Courtesy The State Preservation Board, Austin, Texas
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the secular Easter six weeks after the 
Good Friday of the Alamo’s fall.”3

For most Texans, the most obvious 
and memorable pairing of the Alamo 
and San Jacinto is to be found in the 
gigantic paintings of the two battles 
that hang today on either side of the 
entrance to the Senate Chamber of 
the Texas State Capitol. Dawn at the 
Alamo and The Battle of San Jacinto 
may be encountered not only within 
the walls of the Capitol but also in 
countless book-jackets, posters, and 
illustrations of historical texts. There 
is a racial message also to be found in 
these iconic works by the San Antonio-
based artist Henry A. McArdle, but it 
is a more complex message than the one 
Brear describes in Inherit the Alamo.

McArdle began these massive works 
of art in the 1870s, and by 1874 he 
had produced a preliminary sketch 
of what would later become Dawn 
at the Alamo.4 However, he soon put 
this first project aside and worked 
instead for the next twenty years on 
The Battle of San Jacinto. The reason for 
doing the paintings “in reverse order” 
becomes obvious when one realizes 
that McArdle was determined to 
achieve historical authenticity as well as 
aesthetic merit in what were to become 
the two greatest paintings of his life. 

The artist conducted numerous 
interviews and extensive correspondence 
with the veterans of the Texas 
Revolution who were eyewitnesses to 
the battles, and for obvious reasons, 
there were a lot more surviving Texans 
who had fought at San Jacinto than 
there were men who had been inside 
the Alamo. (There were a few of the 
latter available, however. McArdle 
corresponded with both Mexican 
General Santa Anna and Texan Colonel 
Juan N. Seguín–the latter having 
experienced the siege as a defender of 
the old mission before being sent out as 
a courier, and eventually commanding 
a company of rebel tejanos under 
Sam Houston at the final battle.)5

Unfortunately, by the 1870s the San 
Jacinto veterans were beginning to die 
off in increasing numbers, and McArdle 

wanted not only to 
interview them, but for as 
many of them as possible 
to see the finished work. 
He did not complete his 
San Jacinto masterpiece 
until 1898. McArdle 
returned in earnest to 
his Alamo painting only 
after his cross-town 
rival Robert Jenkins 
Onderdonk displayed 
in 1903 his dramatic 
painting Crockett’s Last 
Fight (hanging today as 
The Fall of the Alamo in 
the Grand Foyer of the 
Governor’s Mansion 
in Austin). McArdle’s 
Dawn at the Alamo 
finally appeared two 
years later in 1905.6

Of the many 
comparisons that can 
be made between 
McArdle’s two paintings, one 
of the most striking is his contrasting 
depictions of the Mexican soldiers 
and officers. Not surprisingly, some 
of these men are shown as fleeing 
the San Jacinto battlefield, but many 
of the Mexicans at San Jacinto are 
portrayed as fighting gamely in a 
doomed cause–none more so than the 
gray-haired “brave and chivalrous” 
General Manuel Castrillón, a red sash 
across the breast of his blue uniform, 
his head and raised pistol directly to 
the foreground from the Texan flag-
bearer, Sergeant James A. Sylvester.

The Mexicans depicted in McArdle’s 
hellish Dawn at the Alamo are more 
brutish than chivalrous, however. Texan 
art historian Sam DeShong Ratcliffe has 
described them as “plasticene, psychotic 
murderers,” and Emily Fourmy Cutrer 
has called McArdle’s vision of the 
combatants “Manichean”–with the 
Force of Evil embodied in the dark 
and “apelike” Mexican soldier locked 
in combat with a Davy Crockett 
whose whiteness and noble bearing are 
highlighted by the artist’s technique. 
“Crockett and the Mexican are not 
merely two men,” asserts Cutrer, “they 

are two races that represent opposing 
forces in the painter’s mind.”7

Was it simply the Mexican slaughter 
of the Alamo defenders that provoked 
this bestial iconology in McArdle’s 
1905 painting, so different from 
his portrayal in the earlier painting 
of the Mexicans at San Jacinto? 
Apparently not, because a close look 
at McArdle’s preliminary sketch from 
the 1870s for Dawn at the Alamo shows 
a far more sympathetic view of the 
Mexicans – not unlike his treatment 
of them in The Battle of San Jacinto. 

This more benign view may best 
be appreciated by returning to the 
depiction of the death of Davy 
Crockett. Unlike the scene described 
by Emily Cutrer, the Mexican soldier 
fighting with Crockett in McArdle’s 
early sketch is neither dark nor 
“apelike.” He looks like a perfectly 
normal–indeed, even handsome--
Mexican soldier. Another contrast may 
be found just above and to the right 
of Crockett in both versions of the 
work–atop one of the Alamo’s walls–
where the commander of the fortress 
is about to give up his life for Texas. 

From McArdle Notebook, detail of Castrillón and Sylvester (flag-
bearer), The Battle of San Jacinto. Courtesy Texas State Library & 
Archives Commission.
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Alamo historian Reuben Potter 
described in 1874 the death of 
William Barret Travis in McArdle’s 
more evenhanded version as follows: 
“Travis is seen in a death grapple with 
a Mexican standard bearer, a struggle 
in which both are going down along 
with the banner which its bearer had 
vainly attempted to plant.” There are 
no obvious visual clues that indicate 
which of the two men is the Mexican, 
which the American, as they fight to 
the death over the future of Texas.8

Not so in the revised version of Dawn 
at the Alamo! This time a remarkably 
tall, uniformed Travis blasts away at 
the head of the bearer of the Mexican 

flag; but Travis is unaware that he 
is about to be stabbed in the back 
by the bayonet of a sinister, leering 
Mexican infantryman–who did not 
appear at all in the original sketch. 

Unfortunately, McArdle’s 1905 
painting is typical of its time. This 
work, like the creation of the Alamo 
shrine itself from the ruins of the 
old mission, came about in the early 
twentieth century just as Texas and the 
United States were passing through 
one of the most difficult and painful 
periods in the history of American race 
relations, with Mexican-Americans 
as well as African-Americans being 
relegated to a second-class citizenship of 

legal segregation and disfranchisement. 
Artistic productions from this time–in 
novels, cartoons, and silent films 
as well as serious works of art and 
history–often carry racial baggage 
that can cause pain or embarrassment 
when read or viewed today.9

On the other hand, the principal 
artistic commemorations of the Battle 
of San Jacinto–most notably the sleek 
star-topped monument completed in 
March 1938 (largely with New Deal 
dollars from Washington)–bear few 
overt marks of the official racism of 
the past.10 The Alamo–both the site 
and the story–has been during the 
past century far more often the focus 

Houston History Volume 4, number 2 spring 2007

McArdle, detail of Crockett’s combat Dawn at the Alamo, 1905.

McArdle, 1874 preliminary sketch 
for Dawn at the Alamo as shown on 
page 167 of Sleuthing the Alamo.

McArdle, detail of Crockett’s combat, preliminary sketch, 1874.
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of both anti-Mexican sentiments and 
the retributive protests against racism 
and “Yankee imperialism” than has 
been the less iconic, less universally 
familiar San Jacinto battleground.11

Yet hard feelings related to the Texas 
Revolution remain, even in twenty-
first century Houston. According to 
Lori Rodriguez, writing in the Houston 
Chronicle on Texas Independence Day, 
2006, “civic leaders were caught off 
guard” early in the year by negative 
reaction among the city’s Hispanics (now 
42 percent of the population and the 
largest ethnic group in town) to a newly 
arrived Major League Soccer team’s 
chosen name of “Houston 1836.” Team 
owners claimed that the year referred 
to the founding of the city rather than 
to the famous battle that separated 
Texas from Mexico, but it did not help 
their case that the five-pointed star of 
the team’s new logo bore a silhouette 

of General Sam 
Houston on 

horseback–a 
clear, if 
second-hand, 

reference to his victory at San Jacinto. 
(A similar pose by Sam Houston in the 
form of an equestrian statue stands guard 
today over the city’s Hermann Park.) 12

In January 2006, University of 
Houston history professor Raúl 
Ramos published an editorial in 
the Chronicle arguing that the new 
name and logo would divide the city 
rather than unite it by reminding its 
many inhabitants of Mexican origin 
of the defeat of a Mexican army, the 
secession of Texas from Mexico, and 
a “sometimes shameful history” of 
“American conquest culminating in 
the invasion of Mexico in 1846 and 
the loss of almost half of its territory.”13 
Shortly thereafter, a visit from Harris 
County Commissioner Sylvia Garcia to 
soccer team owner Philip F. Anschutz 
convinced him that for business reasons 
if no other, a quick name change was 
in order.14 Today the team is known 
as Houston Dynamo; the star and the 
general on horseback are long gone.15

Letters to the editor and statements 
to the press by Anglo Houstonians in 
reaction to these developments made 
it clear that whether angry or merely 
hurt over the protest and the turn 
of events, they believed that those 
who were offended by the historic 
references in the soccer team’s short-
lived “Houston 1836” logo simply 
did not appreciate the state’s proud 
history. “It disappointed me,” said 
local historian C. David Pomeroy Jr., 

“because obviously some Hispanics 
don’t understand their Texas history 
and heritage. I celebrate July 4 and 
Sept. 16 (Mexico’s independence day) 
as part of our state history. It saddens 
me more that the educational system 
hasn’t gotten that story over. We haven’t 
gotten past those old prejudices.”16

What most of the Anglo-Texans 
failed to appreciate is that Ramos 
and those who agreed with him were 
not ignorant of San Jacinto’s place in 
the Texan narrative of freedom and 
independence; what Ramos was doing 
was embedding the Battle of San 
Jacinto in a counter-narrative which 
emphasized not the defeat of a dictator’s 
army by a handful of rebel farmers, 
but the aggrandizement of Mexican 
territory by the aggressive, expansionist 
“United States of the North.”

In contrast to Ramos’s narrative, 
the central elements in the traditional 
Anglo-Texan creation story begin with 
the planting and patient nurturing 
of a colony in the “wilderness” by 
Stephen F. Austin, the “Father of 
Texas” (even though Texas, as Juan 
Seguín’s ancestors could attest, had 
been established more than a century 
before Austin’s arrival). Next comes 
the imposition of arbitrary rule and 
exorbitant taxation of the industrious 
Anglo-American settlers by a distant, 
distracted, and ultimately dictatorial 
central government. When the Texans 
(including tejanos such as Juan Seguín) 
rise up in revolt, most of their citizen-
soldiers are mercilessly slaughtered 
after being defeated by large Mexican 
armies at the Alamo and at Goliad. 

In the Anglo-Texan narrative, the vic-
tory at San Jacinto, coming after it ap-
peared that the Texan cause was all but 
lost, powerfully appeals to Texan pride 
because its dimensions and consequenc-
es seem almost unbelievable: hundreds 
of Mexicans dead and hundreds more 
captured, including the feared autocrat 
of Mexico himself, yet with scarcely a 
dozen Texan casualties; effective Texan 
control over a vast and rich territory; 
the welcoming of Texas into the com-
munity of nations after recognition by 
the major powers of the world; and all 

of General Sam 
Houston on 

horseback–a 
clear, if 
second-hand, 

Houston 1836 soccer 
team logo. Courtesy of 
Houston Dynamo.

McArdle, detail of Travis’ combat, Dawn at the Alamo, 1905.
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this accomplished on their own, by a 
desperate and outnumbered ragtag army 
consisting almost entirely of volunteers.

The events of the Texas Revolu-
tion, including San Jacinto, take on 
a very different meaning when seen 
in the context of the Mexican narra-
tive of the first half of the nineteenth 
century. The steady erosion of Spanish 
and then Mexican territory in North 
America through the arrival of Anglo-
American settlers, followed close behind 
by the armies of the United States, is 
the central theme of a plot line that 
becomes predictably repetitive. The 
pattern of infiltration, revolt, claims 
of independence, and rapid absorption 
into the North American colossus is 
remarkably similar, whether the action 
is played out in West Florida, Texas, 
or California – even to the point of 
Americans in each of these territories 
claiming to be a free republic and bran-
dishing a new flag with a single star!

Rather than focus on the specifics 
of Santa Anna’s humiliating defeat at 
San Jacinto, Mexicans interpreted the 
events of 1835 and 1836 as simply more 
of the same: Americans were pouring 
across the border–legally at first, and 
then as armed invaders–in a manner 
that made the Texas experience seem 
hardly unique. One of the clues to the 
different Mexican perspective on the 
Texas Revolution is the standard inclu-
sion in that narrative of the conflict 
of an event which is almost never a 
part of the Texan creation story: the 
occupation of East Texas (specifi-
cally, Nacogdoches) in mid-1836 for 
several months by United States Army 
units dispatched from Louisiana. (The 
American government claimed that 
the post-San Jacinto occupation was 
intended to protect Texan civilians 
against Indian attacks, and that the en-
try was sanctioned by an existing treaty 
with Mexico, but the tacit military/dip-
lomatic statement was far louder than 
the official humanitarian excuse.)

This direct intervention, writes his-
torian Josafina Zoraida Vásquez of the 
Colegio de México, along with the aid 
pouring sin empacho–without embar-
rassment–into Texas from other parts of 

the United States, shows that this was 
not in essence an internal revolt by ad-
opted Mexican citizens dissatisfied with 
their national government, but rather a 
“true international war.” Mexico, claims 
Vásquez, in reality fought “two wars 
with the United States”–in 1835-36, 
and again in 1846-48. In this opinion, 
she echoes the claims of nineteenth-cen-
tury Mexican soldiers and statesmen, 
who saw the hand of the American gov-
ernment behind the Texas Revolution, 
and blamed the United States directly 
for the resulting loss of territory.17

Vásquez points to Sam Houston, in 
particular, as an agent of American 
imperialism.18 Is this accusation justi-
fied? Almost certainly, yes. Houston 
was sent to Texas by President Andrew 
Jackson in 1832, ostensibly as a roving 
ambassador to the Comanche Indians, 
but clearly as another set of eyes and 
ears for Jackson in a land that he (and 
other American presidents) had long 
coveted. After crossing back over the 
Sabine River into Louisiana, Hous-
ton posted a letter to Jackson from 
Natchitoches on February 13, 1833.

After extensive travel across Texas, 
and enough politicking to get himself 
elected to an upcoming convention 
which would draft a series of demands 
on the Mexican government, Houston 
reported to Jackson that he was sure 
that “nineteen-twentieths of the popula-
tion of the province” actually desired 
“the acquisition of Texas by the United 
States.” He was certain that the im-
pending convention would demand at 
least separate statehood within Mexico 
for Texas, and predicted that “unless 
Mexico is soon restored to order” Texas 
would take action to separate itself 
completely from the Mexican nation.

Houston would be ready for any 
contingency, but his ultimate loyalty 
was clear. “I may make Texas my abid-
ing place!” he told Jackson, and vowed 
that “in adopting this course, I will 
never forget the country of my birth.” 
He promised to keep Jackson well 
informed of “any facts, which could 
enable you, during your administra-
tion, to acquire Texas.”19 For the rest of 
his life, as long as Texas was outside of 

the American Union, Houston strove 
to bring it in, and when it was in the 
Union, he strove to keep it there.

Thus there are two narratives–one 
might say two myths–that each over-
simplify the complex truths about the 
Battle of San Jacinto. Houstonian Jan 
DeVault, the president of the Friends 
of the San Jacinto Battleground, was 
exactly right when she told the Hous-
ton Chronicle during the recent fracas 
over the naming of the soccer team 
that “History is never simple.” Said 
DeVault, a member of the Daughters 
of the Republic of Texas: “You can’t 
think [simply] of Texas versus Mexico. 
That’s too narrow. If this controversy 
helps us look at history with wider eyes 
and a bigger focus, then hooray.”20

Hooray, indeed. One of the main ac-
tivities of DeVault and other members 
of the Friends of the San Jacinto Battle-
ground has been the sponsorship over 
the past few years of the annual San Ja-
cinto Symposium, a blend of academic 
and popular presentations, open to 
the public, on the history of the Texas 
Revolution and the Texas Republic.

Interestingly, some of the recent 
speakers at the San Jacinto Sympo-
sium (now held every April at the 
University of Houston), have pre-
sented material which, while generally 
favorable to the Texan cause, have 
lent considerable credence to the cen-
tral claim of the Mexican narrative 
of the Texas Revolution: that it was 
largely a creation of American inter-
ests, if not of direct intervention by 
the government of the United States.

Just last year (2006) not long after 
the argument over the meaning of 
“1836” had played out in the pages of 
the Chronicle, symposium attendees 
were treated to a crackerjack Power-
Point presentation on the Texas Navy 
by Jonathan W. Jordan, author of 
the newly-published Lone Star Navy: 
Texas, the Fight for the Gulf of Mexico, 
and the Shaping of the American West. 
In this really superb book, Jordan 
combines great writing with remark-
able technical expertise and an under-
standing of the complex geopolitics 
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into which the Texas Navy blithely 
sailed in the days of the Republic.

Jordan makes a good case for his 
argument that “The Texas Navy, as 
much as the Battle of San Jacinto, saved 
Texas, and thereby altered the history 
of the American West.”21 Moreover, 
he shows just how central American 
help was to the success of the Navy 
and the Revolution. According to Jor-
dan, “If the United States was Texas’s 
biological parent, then shipping lanes 
from New Orleans were the umbili-
cal cord that kept the rebellion alive 
during its embryonic months.”22 

Significantly, what Jordan calls Tex-
as’s very “first naval victory”–the cap-
ture of the Correo Mejicano in September 
1835–was carried out by the American-
registered armed schooner San Felipe 
owned by the Texan firm of McKinney 
& Williams. This ship also happened 
to be carrying Stephen F. Austin from 
New Orleans to Texas, with the inten-
tion, says Jordan, “of forcing Mexico 
to accept the Americanization of 
Texas.”23 It is further telling that the 
prisoners from the Mexican ship were 
put in irons aboard their ship, and the 
“Correo Mejicano, now flying an Ameri-
can flag, . . . set sail for New Orleans 
in the company of the San Felipe.”24

Another recent speaker at the San 
Jacinto Symposium is Edward L. Miller, 
whose book New Orleans and the Texas 
Revolution has gathered much recent 
acclaim. Miller goes even further than 
Jordan in asserting American interest 
in and control over the Texas Revolu-
tion. He argues that the outcome of the 
war in Texas was largely determined 
by stage managers working from the 
shadows of the Crescent City both 
to shape the goals and to secure the 
success of the struggle. In a bold in-
terpretation which will inevitably be 
controversial, Miller claims that the 
concerns of the Anglo-American set-
tlers in Texas and their leaders were 
essentially secondary to the plans 
of powerful commercial interests in 
New Orleans and their schemes for 
American territorial expansion.25

Finally, there is the team of Bill 
and Marjorie K. Walraven, who have 
compared Texas muster rolls and land 
grants with lists of U. S. Army deserters 
to arrive at the conclusion that perhaps 
as many as two hundred soldiers from 
the United States–some actually desert-
ers, some only taking that convenient 
designation temporarily–may have par-
ticipated in the Battle of San Jacinto. 

The Walravens explained to their 
Symposium listeners the importance of 
the many references to bayonets at this 
battle; these weapons were standard 
issue for U. S. Army soldiers, but not 
likely to be carried by Texas settlers. 
They suggest that Sam Houston, well 
aware of this fact, took pains to indi-
cate that bayonets were not used by the 
Texans at San Jacinto–but anecdotal 
evidence indicates otherwise. Also not-
ing that not only the famous Twin 
Sisters cannon, but many of the men 
who were expertly firing these guns at 
San Jacinto seem to have been fresh 
arrivals from the United States, includ-
ing some from Fort Jessup, Louisiana, 
the Walravens conclude that “the pres-
ence of U. S. soldiers at the battle of 
San Jacinto shows that the role of the 
United States in the Texas Revolution 
has been greatly underestimated.”26

It should be noted that none of these 
researchers who seem to have added 
some force to the “Mexican narrative” 
of Professor Ramos (who was a speaker 
himself at the 2003 San Jacinto 
Symposium) are from the ranks of left-
wing revisionist academics or other 
varieties of pointy-headed intellectuals. 
Before their retirements, Bill Walraven 
was a columnist for the Corpus Christi 
Caller-Times and Marjorie was a high-
school history and journalism teacher. 

Edward L. Miller taught Texas 
History in San Antonio, where he is 
now a public-school administrator. He 
became interested in the New Orleans 
connection to the Texas Revolution 
as a member of the San Antonio 
Living History Association, as he 
researched the uniforms worn by the 
New Orleans Volunteer Greys (whose 
regimental flag was captured by Santa 
Anna at the Alamo and sent back to 

Mexico City as proof of American 
complicity in the Texas rebellion).

Jonathan Jordan is a practicing 
attorney who now lives in the Atlanta 
area, and whose ten-year stint as 
a lawyer in Houston gave him the 
incentive and the opportunity to 
turn his passion for the Texas Navy 
into a book that has garnered high 
praise from professional historians.

As one of those professional historians 
(with only a slightly pointy head), it 
has been my privilege to attend each 
one of the San Jacinto Symposia since 
the founding of the series in 2001, 
and it has been my honor to be the 
moderator of the event each year since 
2003. What I and the truly civic-
minded founders of this institution 
have tried to give Houston and Texas is 
a forum where history can be carefully 
separated from myth without sacrificing 
the popular passion for the past. 

We have also brought together as 
speakers descendants of Sam Houston 
and Sidney Sherman to argue about 
what really happened on April 20 
and 21 of 1836; fierce detractors 
and ardent defenders of General 
Houston’s vision and actions in the 
San Jacinto campaign; bearded Texian 
re-enactors, skilled archaeologists, 
tejano scholars, and even historians 
from Mexico City, including the fiery 
Josafina Zoraida Vásquez and the 
studiously careful but slyly provocative 
Miguel Soto of the Universidad 
Nacional Autónoma de México.

Differing opinions – differing 
narratives – are respected at the 
San Jacinto Symposia, but pointed 
questions are directed to every speaker 
and panelist by an audience that 
combines strong opinions and great 
expertise – sometimes even in the same 
questioner! If a “legacy” is a powerful 
link between the past and the present, 
then I think that this city and state 
can be very proud of the people–
especially those from the Friends 
of the San Jacinto Battlefield–who 
have created this marvelous forum, 
and crafted this valuable legacy. 
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Honoring Texas Heroes:  
The San Jacinto Monument 

and its Cornerstone
by Sally Anne S. Gutting

On April 21, 1937, construction work-
ers eased the cornerstone of the San Ja-
cinto Monument into place. The place-
ment was the climactic act in a political 
drama that had played itself out in Texas 
almost since the battle itself in 1836. The 
story of how this cornerstone and the San 
Jacinto Monument were created and fi-
nanced represents a fascinating confluence 
of three distinct views of what the memo-
rialization of Texas history should be. 

The statewide patriotic hereditary orga-
nization, the Daughters of the Republic of 
Texas (DRT), worked from its inception in 
1891 to promote state history and the mem-
ory of Texas’ war heroes. DRT’s vision for 
the San Jacinto Battlefield, the sacred space 
they lobbied the state to purchase and im-
prove since the group’s launch, focused on 
perpetuating the memory of the heroes who 
actually fought for Texas’ independence. 

Jesse H. Jones, Houston financier and 
head of the federal Reconstruction Finance 
Corporation, wanted to use the one hun-
dredth anniversary of Texas’ victory over 
Mexico to create a statewide celebration 
of grand proportions that all Texans could 
enjoy and celebrate their state’s great his-
tory, especially victory in a battle that 
Jones believed fundamentally affected 
the history of the United 
States and the world. 

The state-level Texas 
Centennial Commission and 

its overseeing state agency, the Board of Control, held a third 
and somewhat broader view of the centennial celebration. 
The Commission worked to supervise all centennial projects, 
including the Centennial Exposition in Dallas, the restoration 
of the Alamo and Goliad, the construction of local history 
monuments around the state, and the building of the 
grand San Jacinto Monument, a memorial they believed 
would serve as a permanent reminder of the Centennial, 
the Texas Revolution, and the struggles of the Texans. 

The DRT : PeRPeTuaTing The MeMoRy of The heRoes

Although men fought the Battle of San Jacinto, women 
have figured prominently in its commemoration. On Novem-
ber 6, 1891, a group of seventeen women from Galveston, 
Brazoria County, and Houston met at the Houston home of 
Mrs. Mary Jane Briscoe to found the Daughters of the Lone 
Star Republic (later changed to the Daughters of the Repub-
lic of Texas at the first state convention in April 1892). The 
women who met were the Texas elite — the wives, daughters, 
and granddaughters of the founders of the Republic. Inspired 
by the 1891 reunion of the Texas Veterans’ Association, they 
sought to memorialize their venerated ancestors and create 
a place of honor for them in public memory. As women and 
direct descendants of Texas heroes, the “Daughters,” as they 
would come to be known, recognized it as their primary duty 
to preserve the history and culture of their state. In their 
constitution they made specific claim to their duty “to secure 
and hallow historic spots erecting monuments thereon.”1 

Later in the month of November 1891, the women of 
Galveston and Houston organized themselves into two chap-
ters. Eight Houston women, headed by Mrs. John R. Fenn, 

made the care of the San Jacinto battlefield 
their top priority.  They adopted the name, the 
“San Jacinto Chapter,” and began to work (and 
continue to work) tirelessly for the preserva-

San Jacinto Monument,  
as it stands today.  
Photo: Sally Anne S. GuttingAbout the author: Sally Anne S. Gutting received a B.A. 

from the Johns Hopkins University and an M.A. from Rice 
University. She is currently a Ph. D. candidate at Rice.
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tion of the battle site. Through their 
efforts and the cooperation of the Texas 
Veterans’ Association and the state gov-
ernment in the late nineteenth and early 
twentieth centuries, the women secured 
the state’s purchases of various parcels 
of land that now comprise the San 
Jacinto Battleground State Historical 
Site. They have also worked to beautify 
the area and erect historical markers 
memorializing the achievements of 
Sam Houston’s army and marking the 
actual sites of historical importance.2 

At the time the San Jacinto Chapter 
organized in 1891, the battleground 
had fallen into disrepair. In 1836, the 
land belonged to Peggy McCormick, 
the widow of Arthur McCormick, 
who received the land through a deed 
issued by Empresario Stephen F. Aus-
tin on August 10, 1824.3 Following 
the battle, McCormick petitioned 
the new government for damages 
that she never received, and eventu-
ally, she sold most of the land before 
her tragic death in the 1850s.4

Much to McCormick’s annoyance, 
her privately-held land almost immedi-
ately became a tourist attraction. Sev-
eral early San Jacinto Day celebrations 
took place at the site, including the 
1856 meeting of a group of Texas vet-
erans that later became the Texas Vet-
erans Association (TVA). At this time, 
former Governor Francis R. Lubbock 
established a fund, eventually entrusted 
to the San Jacinto Chapter, to build a 
proper monument to commemorate the 
battle. In May 1883, the state, at the 
urging of the TVA and others, bought 
ten acres of the battleground site where 
a community cemetery had developed 
around the graves of fallen San Ja-
cinto heroes, and a marker commonly 
referred as the Brigham Monument 
had been erected by TVA members.5  

Immediately after its founding in 
1891, the San Jacinto Chapter began 
active involvement with the battlefield. 
The group hosted many trips for vet-
erans, state legislators, and Houston 
businessmen to the site. With the TVA, 
the women petitioned the state govern-
ment to purchase the entire battle site, 
and in 1897, Governor Charles Allen 

Culberson signed a bill appropriating 
$10,000 for the purchase of 250 acres 
at the location for the creation of a 
public park.6 Unfortunately, by 1900, 
when prices had been agreed upon with 
the numerous fractional owners of the 
original McCormick land, the state 
had gone $400 over budget. The San 
Jacinto Chapter stepped in and donated 
the necessary funds, finalizing the pur-
chase of slightly more than 336 acres.7 

On June 4, 1901, the San Jacinto 
Chapter hosted a tour of the battlefield 
with a small group of state officials 
involved in the land purchase. Along 
on the trip was James Washington 
Winters, Jr., of Big Foot, Texas, one of 
only five living survivors of the battle 
and the last one physically able to 
make the journey. Winters described 
the battle and pointed out twelve sites 
of particular note, including the loca-
tion of the famed Twin Sister’s cannons 
and the locations of Santa Anna’s and 
Sam Houston’s camps. The Daugh-
ters temporarily marked these twelve 
locations with twelve-foot galvanized 
pipes driven nine feet into the ground, 
and in 1912 the San Jacinto Chapter 
spent $650 to replace the twelve pipes 
and mark eight other sites with twenty 
large, permanent granite boulders that 
remain at the battleground park.8 

In 1901, when the group toured the 
battlefield, there was nothing but a 
cemetery and a large unfenced area.9 
The chapter petitioned the legislature 
for $25,000 to improve the land, in-
cluding digging an artesian well for 

drinking water. But the legislature re-
sponded by appropriating only $1000, 
an insufficient amount that was left 
unused.  Following a 1903 investiga-
tion of the site by two state senators 
and three state representatives hosted 
by the Daughters, the officials recom-
mended the appropriation of $30,000 
for improvements and the establish-
ment of a Board of Trustees, a major-
ity of whom were to be Daughters. 
The Texas Legislature approved only 
$20,000, but Governor S. W. T. Lan-
ham vetoed the bill. The Daughters 
came through again for San Jacinto, 
loaning $600 of its own money to make 
the most pressing enhancements.10

Governor Thomas M. Campbell 
signed Senate Bill Number 18, ap-
propriating the money to buy fourteen 
acres of property fronting Buffalo Bay-
ou and for basic improvements in 1907. 
The bill also provided for a three-person 
San Jacinto State Park Commission to 
oversee the site’s upkeep. In appreciation 
to the women of the San Jacinto Chap-
ter, the text of the bill specified “that 
one or more of said commissioners may, 
in the discretion of the Governor, be 
selected from the patriotic organization 
known as San Jacinto Chapter, Daugh-
ters of the Republic of Texas, or from 
any kindred organization.”11 With this 
act, the state established the San Jacinto 
State Park as Texas’ first state park, 
unifying lands owned and improved 
upon by the Daughters. Although the 
state now owned the land and had 
organized an advisory committee to 

San Jacinto Memorial, September 18, 1936. Courtesy W.S. Bellows Construction, Inc.

6010845_UofH_Text.indd   21 10/13/10   6:12:50 AM



22 Houston History Volume 4, number 2 spring 2007

maintain it, the women of the San 
Jacinto Chapter continued to involve 
themselves in the preservation of the 
site and worked to keep the memory of 
the battle in the minds of all Texans.12 

In 1936, Texas celebrated the centen-
nial of its victory over Mexico. Who 
originated the idea to host a state cen-
tennial celebration is debatable. Gov-
ernor James Stephen Hogg is believed 
to have spoken hopefully in 1903 that 
Texas would appropriately observe the 
event, and so-called “Centennial Clubs” 
emerged around the state by 1915.13 
Most Centennial literature states that 
the idea came at a meeting during the 
Tenth District Convention of the As-
sociated Advertising Clubs of America, 
held in early November 1923 in Cor-
sicana.14 New Yorker Theodore Price 
gave the keynote address, “What Texas 
Has to Advertise and How to Advertise 
It.” Price spoke at the convention as the 
editor and publisher of Commerce and 
Finance, a weekly business newspaper. 
He believed that a large celebration 
of Texas history and its industrial and 
agricultural achievements would bring 
worldwide attention to the state and 
attract millions of visitors. He mused 
in his speech, “I wish that I lived here, 
that I might have a hand in develop-
ing the idea, for the picture of an 
International Exposition to Celebrate 
the Centennial of Texas inflames my 
imagination as I hope it may yours.”15  
Delegates to the conference passed 
a resolution stating their desire for a 
grand celebration to honor both Texas’ 
early heroes and the achievements of 
the past century. Along with the Texas 
Press Association, the advertising club 
formed the Texas Centennial Survey 
Committee to explore statewide feeling 
for a Texas-sized Centennial Exhibi-
tion event as suggested by Price.16 

Work to organize an event suitable 
to celebrate one hundred years of Texas 
freedom progressed slowly. The Survey 
Committee met January 8, 1924, to dis-
cuss the exploratory research undertak-
en in the previous few months. In co-
operation with Governor Pat M. Neff, 
the committee began planning an open 
Texas Centennial Celebration Conven-

tion to be held in the Senate Chamber 
of the State Capitol on February 12, 
1924, and both Governor Neff and the 
Committee issued press releases urging 
all Texans to attend the meeting in Aus-
tin.17 More than one thousand people 
came, and the group vowed their sup-
port to a “Texas Centennial Exposition, 
bold enough to please the still hearts of 
Austin, Travis and Houston, and big 
enough to mirror the accomplishments 
of Texas to the sons and daughters of 
earth.”18 A new “Centennial Governing 
Board of One Hundred” was organized 
out of the Survey Committee, and first 
met in January 1925. It was not until 
April 1926, however, that the group’s 
first choice for permanent chairman, 
Jesse H. Jones, agreed to serve.19 

Jesse Jones: The Vision  
anD The financing 

Two years later, on March 31, 1928, 
Jones publicly presented his vision for 
a centennial at a Fort Worth Exchange 
Club dinner in his honor. He declared 
“the day of the world’s fair is past” but      

told listeners he believed “our history 
is so rich and colorful and interesting 
and romantic” that Texans could hold 
a celebration that would attract inter-
national attention.  Jones recognized 
that the state of Texas was too large for 
a single exposition and pointed out that 
Houstonians and Dallasites would not 
be enthusiastically attracted to an expo-
sition held in each other’s cities. Jones’ 
vision for the centennial did include an 
expanded State Fair of Texas at its per-
manent fairgrounds in Dallas, but more 
importantly to Jones, it included the 
celebration of all of Texas’ history in the 
statewide creation of monuments and 
state parks and also the presentation 
of pageants and reenactments celebrat-
ing Texas history. At San Jacinto, Jones 
envisioned a great celebration, reenact-
ment, and pageant in addition to the 
construction of a monument to the val-
iant Texans who fought and died there. 
Although Jones would become influen-
tial in the appropriation of federal funds 
for the Texas Centennial celebrations, 
he concluded his speech with his “ready 
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and anxious” call to pass on the leader-
ship of the committee to another.20 

Jones officially stepped down as head 
of the Centennial Governing Board of 
One Hundred on December 28, 1931, 
at a joint meeting of the One Hundred 
and the new Texas Centennial Com-
mittee. Plans for the Centennial pro-
gressed as the Texas State Legislature 
worked to pass the legislation necessary 
to hold a state-sponsored event. In 
1931, a statewide constitutional refer-
endum had to be passed to allow state 
funds to be spent on an exposition, an 
event that the constitution specifically 
prohibited the state from financing.21 

The referendum passed in November 
1931, and after a brief legislative strug-
gle both the House of Representatives 
and the State Senate passed legislation 
on February 27, 1934, for the creation 
of a permanent Texas Centennial Com-
mission composed of not less than 
thirty members, a Texas Centennial Ad-
visory Board of not less than one hun-
dred people, and the holding of a large 
central exposition. It also specified that 
official Centennial celebrations “of a 
historical character” would be held with 
local support on the appropriate histori-
cal dates in San Antonio, Goliad, Br-
enham, Nacogdoches, Huntsville, and, 
of course, Houston.22 With the passage 
of this legislation, Jesse Jones and the 
Daughters of the Republic of Texas 
were now certain to have their large 
centennial San Jacinto Day celebration. 

A year later, on April 25, 1935, both 
houses of the Texas Legislature passed 
House Bill No. 11, appropriating $3 
million for the funding for Texas’ 100th 
birthday celebration. Governor James 
Allred signed the bill into law on May 
7. A nine-member Commission of Con-
trol for Texas Centennial Celebrations, 
headed by the lieutenant governor, was 
created to supervise the appropriation. 
In addition to the $1.2 million funding 
of a central exposition in Dallas, the bill 
appropriated $1,075,000 for Centen-
nial celebrations and expositions outside 
of Dallas County.23 Specifically, the 
Alamo would receive $250,000 for res-
toration and celebration, and $250,000 

was allocated “for the 
erection and equipping 
of a permanent memo-
rial at the San Jacinto 
Battlefield commemo-
rating that historic 
battle.”24 The act also 
provided for the Com-
mission of Control 
for Texas Centennial 
celebration to make 
a formal application 
for federal funds and 
federal participation 
in the Centennial 
project and that 50 
percent of the federal funds must be 
designated for local celebrations.25 

In Washington, D.C., the federal 
Texas delegation and visiting mem-
bers of the Commission of Control for 
Texas Centennial celebrations worked 
for the passage of House Joint Reso-
lution 193 and the appropriation of 
$3 million for the Texas Centennial 
celebration. The bill gained Congress’ 
approval on August 12, 
1935, and it provided for a 
United States Texas Centen-
nial Commission to control 
the federal appropriation.26 

Texas now had the money 
to create a Texas-sized cen-
tennial, but the question of 
how to spend it remained 
unanswered. At the hearings 
to distribute the $3 million 
appropriation, the president 
of the planned Texas Cen-
tennial Exposition at Dallas 
asked the federal commission 
for $2 million. The following 
day, William Neal Blanton, 
general manager of the Hous-
ton Chamber of Commerce, 
asked the commission for a 
mere $350,000 to build a 
memorial building for San 
Jacinto.27  Jesse Jones, a man 
dedicated to the memorial-
ization of Texas history and 
not the commercialization 
of the Centennial, made a 
speech to the U.S. Texas 
Centennial Commission on 

August 17, 1935, before the Commis-
sion finalized its allocation decision. 
In what Blanton labeled “the strongest 
presentation of the case of San Jacinto 
I have ever heard,” Jones called for $2 
million of the appropriation to be used 
at San Jacinto, the Alamo, Goliad, and 
other historic sites.28  Jones brought the 
Commission’s attention to the debt the 
people of Texas and the larger nation 
owed to the Texans who were mas-

San Jacinto Monument Cornerstone, today. Photo: Sally Anne S. Gutting

Jesse H. Jones laying the cornerstone of San Jacinto Monument, 
April 21, 1937. Courtesy Center for American History, The 
University of Texas at Austin, CN Number 08813, Jones (Jesse 
Holman) Papers, ca. 1880-1965.
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sacred at the Alamo and Goliad and 
who won at San Jacinto. He stated:

And how shall we commemorate 
them? By suitable markings and 
monuments and memorials at these 
sacred places? Or shall it be by a 
little bigger show? A little more 
carnival? Something that will die 
with the passing of the exposition? 
Another building to be torn down? 
Another department added? More 
money spent to have a big time? 
None of which will have any serious 
or direct connection with the sacred 
events we are to memorialize.29

Jones continued about the purpose 
of the centennial and the problems of 
a commercialized exposition that did 
almost nothing to permanently rec-
ognize the efforts of the courageous 
soldiers fighting for Texas indepen-
dence. He reminded the Commission 
that the exposition could make money 
at the gates. Jones concluded, “To me, 
it will be little less than sacrilege to 
spend this money for strictly exposi-
tion or commercial purposes, desir-
able as they are—throwing a crumb 
or a white chip to the blood-tainted 
shrines that made Texas great: San 
Jacinto, the Alamo, and Goliad.”30 

The same day Jones made his plea, 
the United States Texas Centennial 
Commission announced the alloca-
tion. The Dallas Exposition would 
receive $1.2 million, with San Ja-
cinto and the Alamo each receiving 
$400,000. Goliad would receive only 
$50,000.31 Although Houstonians 
such as Houston Chamber of Com-
merce president Gus S. Wortham and 
Hiram O. Clarke, Jr., chairman of the 
Houston Centennial subcommittee, 
expressed excitement over the amount, 
Jesse Jones was disappointed in what 
he considered to be the wasting of $1.2 
million federal dollars on the commer-
cial Centennial Exposition in Dallas.32  

Nevertheless, the state Commis-
sion of Control for Texas Centennial 
Celebrations progressed with its lofty 
plans for San Jacinto. The Commis-
sion planned to apply for a Public 
Works Administration grant of at least 

$350,000 in order to allow one mil-
lion dollars for the construction of the 
monument, but at Jones’ urging, the 
Commission amended its application 
September 7, 1935, to ask for a PWA 
allotment of 45 percent of the combined 
state and federal appropriations, a total 
of $650,000.33 On February 11, 1936, 
the state Board of Control accepted the 
PWA’s offer of a grant “in the amount 
of 45 percent of the cost of the Project 
upon completion, as determined by the 
Federal Emergency Administration of 
Public Works, but not to exceed, in any 
event, the sum of $250,000.”34 In addi-
tion to state, federal, and PWA funding, 
the Houston Ship Channel Commis-
sion donated $40,000 to the effort.35 
The Centennial Committee now con-
firmed it had the money for a San Ja-
cinto Monument that Jesse Jones would 
consider suitable to commemorate the 
victory that brought about Texas inde-
pendence and that he believed to be the 
impetus for the creation of the United 
States as it ultimately came to exist. 

BuilDing The MonuMenT

At the time of the announcement of 
the allocation of $3 million in federal 
funds on August 17, 1935, prelimi-
nary drawings for a memorial complex 
with a central rotunda and two wings 
— one to serve as an auditorium and 
the other as a battlefield museum, 
along with an outdoor amphitheater 
— had been drawn by Houston ar-
chitect Alfred C. Finn. Jesse Jones 
recommended Finn for the San Jacinto 
project, and Finn was officially named 
as the head San Jacinto architect on 
August 26, 1935. Finn, a close as-
sociate of Jones, was named without 
a traditional design competition.36 

Although Finn was the official archi-
tect, he took his inspiration for the pres-
ent monument from Jesse Jones. Jones’ 
biographer, Bascom N. Timmons, wrote 
that Jones drew the plans himself with 
the Washington Monument topped 
by a star placed on top of the Lincoln 
Memorial as inspiration.37 Finn him-
self and later his son, Alfred C. Finn, 
Jr., stated that Jones gave him a crude 
sketch of this design as well.38 The gen-

eral design of the monument to the San 
Jacinto heroes was simple and planned 
before the funding had been agreed 
upon, perhaps as early as August 1934.39  

 However, at the end of 1936, Jones 
suggested that Finn work on sketches 
to “[feel] out a design for the top of the 
Monument other than the star.”40 Over 
the next few months, Jones and Finn 
debated the design for the top of the 
tower – a statue of a soldier or a star. 
Although at one point, Jones favored 
the soldier design, by May the debate 
had shifted to the design of the star. 
Jones favored a star whose points rested 
on the top of the monument leaving 
open space underneath, while Finn pre-
ferred the star resting solidly on the top 
without the open space. Jones’ design, 
of course, won out.41 Although Finn 
is officially credited with the design of 
the monument, according to his son, 
full credit should rest with Jones.42

San Jacinto Monument in Progress, May 31, 
1937. Courtesy Center for American History, 
The University of Texas at Austin, CN Number 
11855, Jones (Jesse Holman) Papers, ca. 1880-
1965.
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Finn completed the general architec-
tural plans for the construction of the 
monument shortly before the centen-
nial celebration of San Jacinto Day, 
April 21, 1936. The 100th anniversary 
of victory at San Jacinto was one of the 
largest centennial celebrations in Texas 
that year. Despite rain, several thou-
sand spectators attended the elaborate 
program at the battlefield. According 
to newspaper reports, by 7 a.m. on 
the day of the celebration, cars and 
people jammed the park’s entrance 
roads and all of the interior roads. 

The day-long celebration began with 
a flag-raising ceremony of both the 
Texas state flag and the United States 
flag by Houston-area high school 
R.O.T.C. cadets, followed by a large 
Catholic military mass honoring the 
heroes of San Jacinto. Four archbish-
ops, twenty-five bishops, and several 
hundred priests and parochial school 
students participated in the mass that 
lasted past noon. The patriotic program 
sponsored by the Sons and Daugh-
ters of the Republic of Texas began at 
2:30 p.m. and featured an address by 
Governor James Allred followed by the 
annual reading of Sam Houston’s of-
ficial report of the battle. The celebra-
tion was deemed a huge success.43 

In the months following San Jacinto 
Day in 1936, Finn and the Board of 
Control continued to make progress 
on the battle monument. The Board of 
Control approved Finn’s plans on April 
25 and subsequently authorized him 

to advertise for bids from construction 
companies for the actual building of 
the monument.44 At a special meet-
ing on June 4, the Board of Control 
approved Finn’s recommendation 
that the W. S. Bellows Construction 
Company of Houston be awarded the 
contract to construct the monument. 
Its bid of $758,300 was the lowest 
of the seven competing companies, 
and construction began in earnest on 
the project shortly after June 4.45 

inscRiBing The coRneRsTone

The San Jacinto Chapter of the 
Daughters of the Republic of Texas had 
worked tirelessly for the battlefield in 
the past, and because of their efforts, 
they assumed a sense of ownership sur-
rounding the battleground, a feeling 
that remains strong today. Because of 
their close ties to San Jacinto, the wom-
en felt that they should have a say in 
what happened to the battlefield park. 

Jesse Jones, always the man with 
control and power (financial and 
otherwise), corresponded with Finn 
throughout the monument’s construc-
tion and received each version of the 
cornerstone inscriptions – inscriptions 
that would honor those in government 
who worked for the monument and se-
cured its funding and construction. In 
the first inscription plan, dated March 
18, 1937, the left-hand side of the cor-
nerstone was to blaze in three-inch-high 
incised Roman letters “San Jacinto.” 
Underneath was a Texas star sur-

rounded by a branch of live oak leaves 
to the left and a branch of olive leaves 
to the right. On the left of the star read 
“Erected” and to the right “A.D. 1936.” 
Below, one-and-one-fourth inch-high 
letters read, “This corner stone leveled 
by the honorable Jesse Holman Jones 
for the State of Texas.”46 On the right-
hand half of the cornerstone would be 
a listing of prominent state and federal 
officials in incised Roman letters, the 
names one-and-one-forth inch and the 
positions three fourths of an inch:

Franklin Delano Roosevelt 
President of the United States  
of America

John Nance Garner 
Vice President of the  
United States of America

James V. Allred 
Governor of the State of Texas

Coke R. Stevenson 
Speaker of the House of  
Representatives of the State of Texas

Claude D. Teer  Chairman

John F. Wallace, Henry C. Meyer 
Members of the State Board  
of Control 

John V. Singleton 
Chief of Centennial Division

Erected By the State of Texas

With funds appropriated by the  
federal government and the 

State of Texas to Commemorate  
One Hundred Years of Texas  
Independence.47

Upon the urging of Jones, Finn 
changed the list, later in the month, 
to include Walter F. Woodul, Lieu-
tenant Governor of Texas. He also 
expanded the dedication to read, 
“Erected by the federal government 
and the state of Texas — dedicated to 
the heroes of the battle of San Jacinto 
whose deeds won for Texas Liberty 
and independence April 21, 1836.”48 

The cornerstone was to be laid on 
San Jacinto Day 1937, a celebration the 
Daughters had traditionally controlled. 
At the San Jacinto Chapter’s monthly 
meeting on April 1, 1937, the women 
detailed their plans for the cornerstone 
laying. They had high expectations for 
the 101st anniversary, but because of the 
construction of the monument and the 
significance of the cornerstone place-

Alfred C. Finn, Jr. and workmen 
on top of the Star of the San 
Jacinto Monument, April 
15, 1938. Courtesy Center 
for American History, The 
University of Texas at Austin, 
CN Number 11984, Jones 
(Jesse Holman) Papers, ca. 
1880-1965.
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ment, they would not have exclusive 
control over the festivities. The Daugh-
ters would have their traditional after-
noon program with the reading of Sam 
Houston’s report, award the Daughters 
of the Republic of Texas and Sons of 
the Republic of Texas essay contest 
prizes, and provide a speaker of their 
choice, but the higher profile events 
— speeches by Governor James Allred 
and Jesse Jones and the placing of the 
monument’s cornerstone — would oc-
cur during the morning program.49 
Nevertheless, the Daughters continued 
to assert a degree of authority by ask-
ing for a place on the morning program 
and also recommending that Jesse 
Jones include information, provided by 
them, in his speech “pertaining to the 
part played by the San Jacinto Chapter, 
Daughters of the Republic of Texas in 
influencing the State to appropriate a 
fund to purchase the battlegrounds.”50 

The women also wanted permission 
to review the inscription on the corner-
stone prior to any final decision. Mrs. 
Carrie Franklin Kemp, acting president 
of the statewide organization and mem-
ber of the San Jacinto Chapter, received 
permission from the chapter to send a 
telegram to Claude Teer, chairman of 
the state Board of Control simply read-
ing, “The Daughters of the Republic of 

Texas ask that they be given the privi-
lege of reviewing the inscription to be 
placed on the San Jacinto Monument 
before final decision is made.”51 The 
Board approved Kemp’s request and 
forwarded Finn’s plans to the chapter.52 

Kemp and Madge W. Hearne, presi-
dent of the San Jacinto Chapter and 
granddaughter of Sam Houston, re-
viewed the plans just over two weeks 
before San Jacinto Day and the official 
cornerstone laying.53 Upon reading the 
plans for the cornerstone, the women 
notified the president of the Sons of the 
Republic of Texas, Kenneth Krahl, and 
the three leaders telegraphed Claude 
Teer on April 7. They protested that the 
cornerstone would honor living men 
by proclaiming their names in promi-
nent letters on the cornerstone and not 
do the same for the memory of those 
who won independence for Texas.54 

The group also telegraphed Governor 
Allred with their disapproval. Upon 
receiving the telegram, his first no-
tice that the cornerstone would name 
him, Governor Allred sent a letter to 
the Board of Control asking that his 
name be removed, writing, “Since the 
people of Texas and of the nation are 
responsible for this monument, it oc-
curs to me that it would be much more 
appropriate to simply state that the 

monument was erected by the people 
of Texas and of the nation, without 
crediting a few of us who happen to 
be officials with it.”55 Shortly before 
noon on April 7, Lieutenant Governor 
Walter Woodul and speaker of the 
Texas House of Representatives Coke 
Stevenson also submitted requests to 
the Board of Control that their names 
be removed from the inscription.56 

Despite receiving the telegrams of 
protest from the Sons and Daughters 
in Houston and the letters from All-
red, Woodul, and Stevenson, Board of 
Control Chairman Teer and member 
John Wallace announced that the plans 
for the cornerstone would continue 
as planned. Wallace and Teer both 
stressed that the cornerstone was only 
a small part of the monument and 
that the names of the heroes were to 
be engraved in large letters at a more 
prominent spot, the entrance to the 
building. Furthermore, the two re-
minded the public that engraving the 
names of those connected to the project 
in the cornerstone of a federal or state 
building was a common procedure.57 

Hearne, Kemp, and Krahl called an 
emergency joint meeting of their groups 
at the San Jacinto Chapter’s meeting 
house, the Log House in Houston’s 
Hermann Park, for the evening of 
Wednesday, April 7. Sons’ President 
Kenneth Krahl chaired the meeting 
that was announced publicly in both 
the Houston Chronicle and the Houston 
Post. Joined by members of the local 
United Spanish War Veterans camp, 
the group expressed their disgust 
with the Board of Control and Alfred 
Finn’s decision to place the names of 
living persons on a memorial. It was 
pointed out that the San Jacinto State 
Park Commission with the Sons and 
Daughters had suggested the follow-
ing inscriptions for the cornerstone in 
the week preceding the controversy:

Built in the Centennial year, A. D. 
1936 by the United States of America, 
the State of Texas, in memory of the 
heroes of the battle of San Jacinto 
fought April 21st, A. D. 1836.

Jesse H. Jones and Andrew Jackson Houston, Sam’s youngest son, with a model of the monument. Note 
the equestrian figures on the roof of the museum. They were not built. Courtesy San Jacinto Museum of 
History

Jesse H. Jones and Andrew Jackson Houston, Sam’s youngest son, with a model of the monument. Note 
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On the other side, the pro-
posed inscription read:

This monument is a realization of 
the effort to pay tribute hoped for 
through the century. Daughters of the 
Republic of Texas, Sons of the Repub-
lic of Texas, and patriotic friends.58 

At the meeting, Krahl said that he 
did not see any reason for the Sons and 
Daughters to be listed on the corner-
stone of the monument, and the group 
concurred. The men and women at 
the meeting agreed to support the in-
scription favored by the Spanish War 
veterans, “’Erected by the United States 
of America, the State of Texas: Centen-
nial tribute to the patriotism, sacrifice 
and valor of the men who here fought 
the battle of San Jacinto under General 
Sam Houston, April 21, 1836.’”59 The 
groups adopted a resolution that stated 
their desire that no living persons’ 
names be placed on the monument. 
Carrie Franklin Kemp acknowledged 
that the state and federal officials listed 
on the cornerstone plans worked to se-
cure funds for the memorial, but urged, 
“Let this memorial take a broader, 
deeper message to future generations.”60 

In opposition to Kemp, Mrs. Eugene 
Harris, a member of the San Jacinto 
Chapter of the DRT and an officer of 
the Houston Daughters of the Ameri-
can Revolution, recalled for the group 
her conversations with Claude Teer and 
Alfred Finn. Stating that Teer viewed 
their present attitude as unfair and 
improper, Harris repeated Teer’s offer 
that a committee composed of three or 
five individuals go to Austin and meet 
with him to discuss the cornerstone. 
She also spoke of a conversation with 
Finn in which he stated that placing 
the selected names on the cornerstone 
was a usual procedure that could be 
viewed the same as an artist’s signa-
ture on a piece of work.  Furthermore, 
according to Finn, the cornerstone 
would be a relatively insignificant part 
of the monument, located in a back 
corner of the site, not on the front 
area that most visitors would see.61 

Judge John M. Moore, president of 
the state Sons of the Republic of Texas, 

disagreed with Harris, stating that the 
San Jacinto Monument was special: 
“If it were a part of a federal, city or 
state building, it would be different. 
But when it comes to a monument of 
this kind, I don’t think any living man 
should have his name on it. If anyone’s 
name should go on it, why not start at 
the top and put in the name of every 
taxpayer in the United States.”62  For-
mer Governor Ross Sterling agreed with 
Moore, saying, “there is no place on 
that monument for a cornerstone. The 
monument, itself, is a cornerstone.”63  

To the men and women meeting at 
the Log House, the San Jacinto Monu-
ment would not be just any federal or 
state project. It would not even be just 
another Centennial monument. This 
was the monument that embodied the 
respect Texas held for the sacrifices of 
its heroes. Nothing should obscure that 
fact.  Armed with the new information 
that Allred, Woodul, and Stevenson 
had requested removal of their names 
from the cornerstone, the group selected 
Madge Hearne, Kenneth Krahl, John 
M. Moore, San Jacinto State Park Com-
missioner William T. Kendall, Spanish-
American War veteran Guy McLaugh-
lin, and Houston Mayor Richard H. 
Fonville to travel to Austin with Ster-
ling and Kemp to meet with the Board 
of Control on Thursday, April 8.64

Two hours into the committee’s 
discussion with Teer and other board 
members, a messenger from the Capi-
tol interrupted the conference. The 
controversy over the cornerstone and 
the names of the living governmental 
officials had been resolved with the pas-
sage of legislation forbidding the names 
of the living on centennial monuments 
or buildings.65 In the morning session 
of April 8, Senator Thomas Jefferson 
Holbrook of Galveston proposed Senate 
Concurrent Resolution Number 54, a 
bill that called not only for the ending 
of the practice of inscribing the names 
of the living on memorials and build-
ings dedicated to celebrating the Cen-
tennial, but also called for the removal 
of names from buildings and memori-
als already constructed and dedicated. 
The resolution passed by a vote of 22 

to 5, with one senator abstaining and 
three not present. The House of Rep-
resentatives amended S.C.R. No. 54, 
removing the clause calling for the 
removal of names already inscribed 
in existing centennial monuments 
and buildings. The Senate concurred 
with the House, and the Speaker of 
the House and president of the Senate 
signed the resolution that same day.66 

The Board of Control responded 
to the resolution with frustration and 
uncertainty as to whether a new inscrip-
tion could be decided upon and made 
ready for the planned ceremony. San 
Jacinto Day was less than two weeks 
away, and Teer reasserted that includ-
ing the names of federal and state of-
ficials involved with the project on the 
inscription was a standard procedure. 
He also expressed his opinion that the 
whole controversy seemed silly con-
sidering how small the cornerstone 
would be. Nevertheless, the Board was 
required to obey the legislation.67 

Madge Hearne said to the Houston 
Post regarding the controversy, “All this 
trouble could have been avoided if Mr. 
A.C. Finn, architect of the monument, 
had treated us with the consideration to 
which we thought we were entitled…. 
He treated us like children.”68 The 
members were not children, and they 
held a power that the Board of Control 
and Alfred Finn did not fully realize. In 
light of the last-minute legislation, Teer 
invited the group to propose a substi-
tute inscription to Louis Wiltz Kemp, 
chairman of the historical advisory 
board of the Centennial Commission. 
Kemp would then make a decision and 
recommend a proper inscription to 
the Board of Control for approval.69 

Kemp met with Carrie Franklin 
Kemp, John Moore, Hearne, Krahl, 
Kendall, and J. Perry Moore, chair-
man of the San Jacinto State Park 
Commission, on Monday, April 12, to 
draft the new inscription for the monu-
ment. After a four-hour meeting, the 
group proposed that the inscription 
read, “Erected by the United States of 
America and the State of Texas, A.D. 
1936. Dedicated to the Heroes of the 
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Battle of San Jacinto and all others 
whose deeds won for Texas Liberty and 
Independence, April 21, A.D. 1836.”70 
The Board approved the inscription, 
and Finn’s design placed it on the right 
side of the cornerstone in one-and-
one-half inch incised Roman letters.71 
The left hand side would simply read 
“SAN JACINTO” in four-inch incised 
Roman letters above an incised star of 
Texas surrounded with a branch of live 
oak leaves to the left and a branch of 
olive leaves to the right.72 The Daugh-
ters won their battle, and only names 
of Texas heroes would be mentioned.

laying The coRneRsTone

Meanwhile, the Masons of Texas 
protested the selection of Jesse Jones 
as the ceremonial cornerstone layer in 
late March 1937. In a letter written by 
Past Grand Master, Frank C. Jones, 
they argued that George Washington, 
a Mason, laid the cornerstone of the 
United States Capitol and a Mason 
had laid the cornerstone of the Texas 
State Capitol. They also argued that 
Sam Houston had presided as Chair-
man at the organizational meeting of 
the Texas Masons and that many of 
the Texas heroes were in fact Masons. 
Most convincingly the Masons argued 
that Jones had been invited to lay 
the cornerstone by Board of Control 
member John Singleton without the 
Board’s approval. The ceremony had 
been promised to the Masons, the only 
organization with a cornerstone laying 
ceremony. Although he was quick to 
point out the generosity of Jones and 
acknowledge that he was a friend of 
the Masons, Frank C. Jones went so 
far as to say that “it is proposed to slap 
these Masons in the face by asking a 
non-Mason, Jesse Jones, to lay this cor-
ner stone.” But as the controversy over 
the cornerstone inscriptions emerged, 
the cry of the Masons faded and Jones 
prepared to dedicate the cornerstone.73  

On the morning of April 21, 1937, 
Jesse Jones dedicated the large corner-
stone. In his speech to several thousand 
spectators, Jones stressed the impor-
tance of victory at San Jacinto to the 
United States and world. He also ap-

plauded that the state was finally build-
ing a monument to honor the deeds of 
the Texans who fought for Indepen-
dence.74 Following Jones’ speech and the 
sealing of historical documents into the 
cornerstone, members of the Daughters 
of the Republic of Texas, each hold-
ing individual state flags, filed by the 
cornerstone followed by members of the 
Sons of the Republic of Texas. The pa-
triotic groups sponsored their own pro-
gram that afternoon, at which they too 
honored the deeds of Texans during the 
Texas Revolution and at San Jacinto.

The Bellows Construction Company 
and Alfred Finn completed the San Ja-
cinto Monument in the first quarter of 
1939, in time for its official dedication 
on April 21, 1939. Upon completion, 
the San Jacinto monument, towering 
570 feet above ground, was the tall-
est stone monument in the world.75 
The tall octagonal shaft topped by a 
star serves as a reminder of the unique 
history of Texas and the sacrifices 
of the veterans of San Jacinto to all 
Texans and those who visit the site. 

Although the Daughters of the 
Republic of Texas did not officially 
donate money for the construction 
of the memorial, their contribution 
was vital, as Houston civic leader 
Thomas H. Ball stated in 1937: 

As a man desiring to pay honor 
where honor is due, I am inclined 
to believe that, without the good 
women who have maintained orga-
nizations from colonial times until 
the present, the busy men would 
not have preserved the shrines of 
liberty such as Mount Vernon, 
the Alamo and San Jacinto.76 

 The Daughters donated much more 
for the construction of the monument 
than the $1.2 million dollars given 
by the state and federal governments 
through the years of leadership and 
inspiration needed to acquire and pre-
serve the battleground. Without their 
work, the great monument would have 
cost more than only $1.2 million.

The Battle of San Jacinto lasted only 
eighteen minutes. Yet the fight to con-
trol how it was to be permanently me-

morialized raged on for almost one hun-
dred years. The events that led to con-
struction of the San Jacinto Monument 
and the laying of the cornerstone illus-
trate that persistence usually prevails. 
At critical junctures, the DRT realized 
its romantic vision of the battleground 
through its organizational persistence. 
The group also prevailed in its view that 
no politicians or other living persons 
should be honored on the cornerstone. 
Of equal importance was the vision of 
Jesse Jones, who thought the monument 
should be built on a heroic scale. His 
dream competed with those who would 
have been just as happy to spend the 
money on centennial celebrations and 
parties. These events would undoubt-
edly have remained in the memories of 
all attendees but would have been lost 
on future generations.  In the end, the 
grand and imposing San Jacinto Monu-
ment is a memorial not only to General 
Houston and his troops, but also to 
the vision, persistence, and political 
insight of the groups and individuals 
who fought for its construction. 

The reflection pond under construction. 
Courtesy San Jacinto Museum of History.
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"Contending Factions Within the Texas Revolution"
The 2007 San Jacinto Symposium promises to be a contentious affair with speakers facing off on factions within
the Texas Revolution.  Dr. James E. Crisp, associate professor of history, North Carolina State University, returns
for the fifth consecutive year as moderator. We are pleased to present these outstanding speakers:

The Texan/Indian relationship
DR. GARY CLAYTON ANDERSON, professor of history at the University of Oklahoma, whose current book, 
The Conquest of Texas: Ethnic Cleansing in the Promised Land, 1820-1875, was nominated for 
the Pulitzer Prize in History. 

The role land speculation and slavery played in the Texas Revolution
DR. FRED L. MCGHEE, a maritime archaeologist and historical anthropologist whose area of expertise covers 
the maritime dimension of the African Diaspora.

Women who were unwitting participants in the Texas Revolution
DR. PAULA M. MARKS, professor of American studies, St. Edward’s University in Austin. 

The Texas Rangers and the early Indian wars
STEPHEN L. MOORE has written four books on Texas history including Eighteen Minutes: The Battle of San Jacinto
and the Texas Independence Campaign.

Now where was Vince’s Bridge?
C. DAVID POMEROY, JR. will discuss the current academic contention over the location of a bridge both Texan and
Mexican armies crossed prior to engaging in battle. 

The San Jacinto Symposium is organized by a volunteer committee of the Friends of the San Jacinto Battleground, 
a non-profit 501©(3) entity organized in 2002 to acquire and preserve land adjacent to the battleground. Today, the Friends

group also solicits members and money to support on-going archaeological projects, environmental safety at the park, 
historical markers, battle re-enactors, scholarship on the Texas Revolution, Battleship TEXAS restoration and more.

You are invited to become a Friend of San Jacinto. Memberships begin at $30 per person, 
and donations are tax deductible as allowed by law. 

The Friends of the San Jacinto Battleground is approved by the 
State Board for Educator Certification as Certified Professional Education (CPE) Provider #501087.  

Six CPE hours will be issued at the end of the Symposium to teachers.

Battle of San Jacinto Committee: Chair David Brittain, Brenda Auld, Dan Bass, Trevia Wooster Beverly, 
James Davis, Jan DeVault, Barbara Eaves, Cliff Gillock, Joe and Eva Goulding, Jo Frances Greenlaw, Will Haddock, 

Jerry Hoover, Will Howard, Fred Kolflat, Carolyn Lightfoot, Walter Nass, David Pomeroy, David Singleton, 
Robert Singleton, Lisa Startzman, Lisa Struthers, Loretta Williams.  

Saturday, April 14, 2007, 9:00 a.m. – 5:00 p.m.

Hilton Hotel and Conference Center, 

University of Houston

$45 includes lunch and parking
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REGISTRATION FORM
Please return by April 7, 2007

Name 1___________________________________________________________________________________________
(as it should appear on badge)

Name 2  __________________________________________________________________________________________
(as it should appear on badge)

Address __________________________________________________________________________________________

City ________________________________________________________ State _________________Zip ____________

Daytime phone ______________________________________________ Email ________________________________ 

__ Please check here if you are a teacher seeking CPE hours.

SYMPOSIUM TICKETS Number ___@ $45 = $________
Price includes lunch and free parking in the Hilton Garage.
Reservations will be held at the door. Pre-registration payment 
MUST be received by April 7, 2007, to qualify for the $45 fee. 
Late registration is $50, based on availability.

PATRONS’ TICKETS Number ___@ $100 =$________
Price includes Symposium registration and meals, and an 
invitation to the Patrons’ Reception, 6 p.m., Friday, April 13, 2007.
You will be recognized in the program.

DONATION $_________
I cannot attend this year, but I would like to contribute.

FRIENDS’ INDIVIDUAL MEMBERSHIPS Number ___@ $30 =  $_________

TOTAL $_________
__ Check enclosed.

__ Charge to my:   __VISA    __ MasterCard

Account #______________________________Exp. Date ________________

Signature: _____________________________ Date: ____________________

Please print name as it appears on card: _____________________________

Please make checks payable to Friends of the San Jacinto Battleground, P.O.Box 940536, Houston, TX 77094-7536.
You may also fax the completed form with credit card information to us at (281) 558-5876.

For additional information, call (281) 496-1488, email sjba@usa.net, 
or visit our website at www.friendsofsanjacinto.org

B A T T L E  O F  S A N  J A C I N T O  S Y M P O S I U M  2 0 0 7
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by Barbara Eaves 
On April 21, 1937, “with a heartfelt 

speech of tribute and a trowel full 
of mortar,” Jesse H. Jones laid the 
cornerstone for a soaring monument 
to commemorate a small battle with 
huge consequences.1 The memorial 
to that battle is as breathtaking 
as the battle itself. Not only is the 
obelisk beautiful, it set structural 
precedents that are still used today in 
constructing tall buildings in the area.2 

The octagonal shaft is faced with 
Texas Cordova shell stone quarried 
near Austin. It rises 570 feet above the 
battleground.3 The museum proper, 
which forms the building’s base, is 124 
feet square. It is decorated by eight 
engraved panels that relate the history 
of Texas. The six flags of Texas decorate 
the building’s bronze doors. Above 
the panels, at the base of the shaft, is 
a frieze depicting events in the Anglo-
American colonization of Texas. The 
shaft tapers from forty-eight feet square 
at its foundation to thirty feet square at 
the observation tower. The building is 
crowned by a thirty-four-foot star that 
symbolizes the “lone star” of Texas.4 

At its dedication, on San Jacinto Day 
in 1939, it was the largest masonry 
construction project ever built.5 In 

1960, the battlefield, including the 
monument, was designated a National 
Historic Landmark by the U.S. 
Department of Interior.6 The 1984 
Guinness Book of World Records 
listed the San Jacinto Monument as 
the “Tallest Monumental Column” 
in the world. In 1992, the American 
Society of Civil Engineers declared 
the San Jacinto Monument a National 
Historic Civil Engineering Landmark.7 
This memorial to Texas heroes cost 
“more than $1.5 million,” reported 
Jones to President Harry S. Truman 
in 1946. “Of this amount about 
$250,000 was contributed by the 
State of Texas; $400,000 came from 
the $3,000,000 appropriated by 
Congress for the celebration of the 
Texas Centennial; a modest amount 
was furnished at Houston; the balance 
by PWA and WPA. All with the 
approval of President Roosevelt, who 
went with me to the battleground prior 
to selecting the exact location for the 
monument.”8 As Jim Steely wrote in 
Texas Highways in 1993: “On his way 
to open the Centennial Exposition in 
Dallas (in 1936), Roosevelt detrained 
in Houston, sailed down Buffalo Bayou 
to the San Jacinto project, and delivered 
a hearty speech from the backseat of 
a Rolls-Royce limousine. ‘I have in 
my office… a model of the beautiful 
memorial you are to erect here…Jesse 
Jones gave it to me,’ he grinned.”9 
Jones added to President Truman: 
“President Roosevelt never saw the 
monument, but had planned to.”10 

The players
Jones, lumberman, financier, 

philanthropist, publisher of the Houston 
Chronicle and, at the time, chairman 
of the Reconstruction Finance 

Corporation in Washington and the 
Centennial Celebration in Texas, 
was a powerful force in marshalling 
the financial and political capital it 
took to bring this structure out of 
the ground.11 Alfred C. Finn was 
Jones’ choice as architect; the engineer 
was Robert J. Cummins, and W.S. 
Bellows Construction Company was 
the contractor. C.A. “Deke” Bullen 
was Bellows’ superintendent on the 
job.12 Jones has been credited as the 
monument’s designer. He wrote to 
President Truman: “I called to mind 
all of the monuments I had ever seen. 
Of these, the Washington Monument 

Houston History Volume 4, number 2 s

ABOUT THE AUTHOR: Barbara 
Eaves, a writer and marketing 
professional in banking for 40 
(gasp) years, and a vocational 
historian for nearly that 
long, recently collaborated 
with Ben Love and Joe Pratt 
in writing Love’s memoirs, Ben 
Love, My Life in Texas Commerce, 
Texas A&M Press, 2005.

 Bellows built the base and tower. WPA built out the 
museum and constructed the reflection pool. Courtesy 
San Jacinto Museum of History. 
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and the Lincoln Memorial are two 
that are always inspiring. Hence, 
I drew a design of a shaft growing 
out of a base on the order of, but 
smaller than, the Lincoln Memorial 
with a large star on top symbolizing 
the Lone Star State. The architects 
perfected the plans accordingly.”13

The $400,000 grant Jones obtained 
from the Federal government came 
with the implied understanding 
that the Texas structure would not 
exceed the height of the Washington 
Monument—555 feet. Jones agreed, but 
he didn’t say how it was to be measured. 
“The plans we sent to Washington 
show the height of the San Jacinto 
Monument as 549 feet—measuring 
from the first floor,” said Charles C. 
Kubin, vice president and architectural 
engineer, W. S. Bellows Construction 
Corporation. “However, the first floor 
was fifteen feet above grade. From the 
ground up, the monument is 564 feet 
high, about nine feet higher than the 
Washington Monument.”14 In a 1938 
letter to Jones, Finn explained: “San 
Jacinto, which has now reached its full 
height, is actually 552 feet from the 
first floor to the top of the beacon.”15 

That argument was still 
going on in 1945, when 
columnist George Dixon 
wrote in the Seattle Post-

Intelligencer: “…at San Jacinto, I saw one 
of the great scientific marvels of the age 
– a monument which does not measure 
as high as it actually is.” According to 
Dixon, the monument was 563 feet 
high. But “one of the great government 
brains came up with the solution to 
the discrepancy: ‘That monument will 
sink twenty feet in the next twenty 
years.’ Therefore it is not actually as 
high as it is. And, by golly, those are 
now the official measurements—even 
though there are still no symptoms 
of the monument sinking.”16 

George Dixon, in his column in the Seattle Post-
Intelligencer, explained why the San Jacinto 
Monument couldn’t possibly be taller than the 
Washington Monument. Courtesy San Jacinto 
Museum of History.

Finally, in 1991, Paul Gervais Bell, 
then-president of the San Jacinto 
Board of Trustees, and J. C. Martin, 
then-director of the museum, hired 
Cotton Surveying Company to 
actually measure the monument. Their 

findings? The base, from its footing 
to the top of the roadway pavement, 
was 1.41 feet. The distance from the 
roadway to the top of the star was 
562.29 feet. From the top of the star 
to the top of the beacon was 3.61 feet. 
So, the total height of the San Jacinto 
Monument was 567.31 feet – still taller 
than the Washington Monument.17 
And so it goes. Round it off. Today’s 
“official” measurement is 570 feet.
The unique ideas

In 1992, the American Society 
of Civil Engineers stated: “As no 
comparable project had ever been 
built, state-of-the-art techniques 
were developed and pioneered 
directly at the site.”18 Specifically:

•	 The	spread	footing	foundation	of	
the base became a prototype for 
foundations of tall buildings built 
on strong clay soil even today; 19

•	 The	unique	construction	
scaffolding saved time by 
permitting work to be done inside 
and outside at the same time;

•	 Using	the	stone	facing	as	formwork	
for the structural concrete greatly 
improved construction efficiency.

About the foundation
The foundation was not the simplest 

issue.20 Engineers designed a 124-
foot-square mat, five feet thick at 
the outside and fifteen feet thick in 

Ground was broken on April 21, 1936, with oxen straining to pull a 100-year-old plow 
guided by Andrew Jackson Houston, Sam Houston’s youngest son. Jesse Jones stands to his 
right. Courtesy San Jacinto Museum of History.

Jesse Jones with a model of the monument. Courtesy San Jacinto 
Museum of History. 
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the center.21 The fifteen-foot-thick 
portion of the foundation supported 
the shaft, which made the mat 
look like a truncated pyramid.22 At 
completion, the base was capable of 
sustaining 146,208,000 pounds.23

 This huge size was necessary because 
of the nature of the strong, wet, red 
clay soil—not bedrock, by any means. 
This soil calls for a foundation large 
enough (vertically or horizontally) 
to safely support the structure and 
resist the wind pressure of a hurricane. 
The moisture in the soil also must 
be considered because, over time, a 
heavy load will squeeze moisture out 
of clay and the load will sink.24 

University of Texas professors, 
Raymond F. Dawson and S. P. 
Finch, offered their services from the 
beginning to take occasional settlement 
readings to check on the behavior of 
the foundation. In a letter to Jones, 
Finn said he cooperated in establishing 
permanent bench marks as reference 
points from which readings could be 
made. “It is well for an institution like 

Texas University to have charge of such 
an undertaking,” Finn said, “for the 
reason that these readings will probably 
continue over a period of more than 
25 years and their findings may be of 
value to future engineers interested in 
soil mechanics, to say nothing of having 
the satisfaction of knowing whether or 
not the monument is settling uniformly, 
and further if seasonal winds which 
prevail from one direction over 
a long period of time have any 
material effect on the settlement.”25 

According to a 2006 study led 
by Texas A&M civil engineering 
professor Jean-Louis Briaud, Dawson 
kept the original data and read the 
settlement points twenty-six times 
between 1937 and 1966. Then in 
1980, Walter P. Moore & Associates 
and McClelland Engineers were 
retained by Texas Parks & Wildlife 
Department to assess the current 
condition of the monument. This study 
found that the San Jacinto Monument 
had settled a total of 8.3 feet (2.526 m) 
over the past seventy years, including 

subsidence in the area. If you ignore 
movement due to subsidence, then 
the monument has settled 1.08 feet 
(0.329 m).26 “These records are a major 
source of information…for the design 
of major … structures in the Gulf 
Coast area,” the study concludes.27

In addition to Finn, architect, and Cummins, 
engineer, the Bellows’ construction sign lists thirty 
sub contractors, including Jones Lumber Company. 
The imprint of Jones’ lumber can still be seen on 
the inside walls of the monument, according to San 
Jacinto Museum librarian, Lisa Struthers. Courtesy 
W. S. Bellows Construction, Inc

In 1939, H. L. Richardson, engineer for the Port of Houston, made careful measurements of the San Jacinto Monument to compare with the Washington 
Monument. The answer? From ground level, the Washington Monument is 555’ 5 1/8”; from ground level, the San Jacinto Monument is 570’ 4 ¼”. 
Courtesy Houston Metropolitan Research Center, Houston Public Library, Box 61, 1939, MSS 1436 Robert J. Cummins Collection.

In 1939, H. L. Richardson, engineer for the Port of Houston, made careful measurements of the San Jacinto Monument to compare with the Washington In 1939, H. L. Richardson, engineer for the Port of Houston, made careful measurements of the San Jacinto Monument to compare with the Washington 
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Pouring the slab: labor, back-
ups, dress rehearsals, and the 
fifty-seven-hour pour

As soon as excavation reached the 
planned depth, a thin concrete seal 
slab was poured to prevent the clay 
from drying out. This slab also served 
as a floor for placing the reinforcing 
steel.28 The reinforcing steel bars, two 
inches square by 110 feet long, were 
rolled in Alabama, shipped by barge, 
and unloaded on the Houston Ship 
Channel about a mile from the job 
site. Their extreme length made them 
easy to bend, so Bellows rigged up a 
structural cradle to pick up the bars at 
two points, sixty-five feet apart. Then 
workers lashed them to eighty-five foot 
poles for moving. Two forty-five-foot 
boom cranes placed the bars on the 
mat. Those that did bend were run 
through a standard rail straightener 
with a truck.29 The architect and 
engineer specified that the footing 
had to be constructed using a 
continuous pour because “cold 
joints” could cause the mat to pull 
apart. The continuous pour was so 
critical that, if interrupted, the entire 
foundation would have to be broken 
out and begun again.30 At the time, 
this was the largest single pouring 
of concrete ever reported.31 Not 
surprisingly, everything that could 
be thought of had a back-up – and, 
in some cases, a second back-up.32 

The pour began at 8:27 a.m., reported 
the Houston Chronicle on Monday, 
October 27, 1936. “The modern battle 
of San Jacinto will be ‘fought’ for 
eighty hours. Sam Houston’s men in 
a quarter-hour battle a century ago 
were able to…set free this mighty 
imperial state.” The reporter added 
that workmen would “fight” in eight-
hour shifts; three shifts a day. 

The job called for two cement 
mixers with a potential capacity of one 
hundred cubic yards per hour. Two 
spares were on hand. One batching 
plant stocked with sand and gravel was 
required; two plants were set up, each 
with its own crane—plus two spare 
cranes. The concrete was deposited by 

two-wheeled buckets that were set 
on rollers and moved out from either 
side of the excavation on a track. Two 
hoisting engines to propel the buckets 
were on hand in case of a break-down. 
Electric motors pumped water from a 
lake 3,000 feet away. Gasoline pumps 
were hooked onto the line in case 
electricity failed. Several tanks were 
filled with four-hour supplies of water 
that could be gravitated to the mixers. 
Extra pipe and fittings were nearby. 
It took fourteen trucks to supply the 
mixers and haul the cement. Four more 
were on call as well as a mechanic with 
spare parts and tires. Floodlights were 
installed for night work. Carbide lights 
were nearby in case of electrical failure. 
A large circus tent was pitched over 

the excavation in case of rain; drainage 
ditches were dug in case of a flood. 

Then there was the labor. This was a 
Public Works Administration (PWA) 
project, which meant all labor came 
from relief roles within a twenty-mile 
radius of the site. “Of the 150 men 
working on this very critical pour, not 
more than thirty-five had ever been 
on a construction job—including this 
job, because pouring the foundation 
was one of our first tasks,” said 
Bullen.33 “Since most of the men had 
been selected by looks alone, we held 
several dress rehearsals,” he added.34 

The precautions paid off when the 
5,700 cubic yard of concrete pour 
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The fifty-seven-hour 
foundation pour had to 
be done non-stop. Here, 
the tent covers the site of 
the pour (in case of rain). 
In the foreground, trucks 
deliver sand and gravel. 
This was loaded (according 
to a carefully calculated 
formula) into the hopper, 
mixed, then poured into 
the drum with cement and 
water and mixed to become 
concrete. A spigot then 
transferred the concrete into 
the buckets that traveled 
by rail and dumped it into 
the pit. 
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was completed in a speedy fifty-
seven hours (versus the eighty 
hours reported by the Chronicle) 
without a major incident.35 

“Needless to say, the architect, 
engineer, contractor and 150 
workmen were much relieved 
when that job was finished.”36

About the scaffold
“There are several stories about 

why Bellows was low bidder 
on this job,” said George F. 
Bellows, president, W. S. Bellows 
Construction Corporation, 
who, along with Kubin, made 
a presentation to the Houston 
Associated General Contractors 
on October 17, 1991. (The two 
begged the indulgence of the 

audience because they were twelve and 
five years old, respectively, when their 
fathers began work on the monument.)

The conventional way to build 
this structure would be to use outside 
scaffolding from the ground to build the 
concrete shaft and set the stone,” said 
Bellows. “We knew the guy who built 
the Washington monument, and one of 
our estimates was based on renting his 
scaffolding. He wanted an outrageous 
price. But a very ingenious Bellows 
engineer, James Melton, had a better idea. 
He suggested using an interior structural 
tower with climbing construction platforms 
that let us do everything in one trip.37

Kubin explained that the scaffold had 
five work platforms. The top outside 
platform was used to store the stone 
and provide overhead protection. One 
inside platform was used to place the 
reinforcing steel; the other—the main 
one—was used to set the wooden forms, 
pour the concrete, then strip out the 
wooden forms. The two other outside 
platforms were used to set the stone, 
remove the wall ties, clean the stone 
and fill the joints. Its weight—the five 
hanging scaffolds, a load of two courses 
of stone stocked ahead, and seventy-five 
workmen—was approximately sixty-
five tons.38 The platform was raised and 
lowered by eight five-ton hand  
winches. 39 “As you can imagine, 
Mr. Melton’s scheme was much 
cheaper and efficient,” said Bellows.40 
The W. S. Bellows Construction 

Company won the contract for the 
job with a low bid of $888,300. 41 

The first sixty feet of the tower is 
clad in large blocks of stone that were 
to be sculptured—each weighed about 
8,000 pounds. The remainder was set 
in courses two feet high, with stones 
weighing about 500 pounds each. 
These were loaded onto the top working 
platform, then lowered through trap-
doors (with mobile hand-operated 
stone derricks) to the wall below, where 
they were set by the masons. In brief, 
the operation consisted of placing 
the steel, setting a course of stone, 
building two feet of forms, cranking 
up the working platform two feet, then 
pouring the concrete. This operation 
was repeated three, sometimes four, 
times a day.42 This made possible a 
schedule of building twenty-four feet 
of tower per week, with three days 
of wall construction and two days 
“consumed in building the formwork 
for the strut beams coming at twenty-
five foot intervals and setting the 
steel therein preparatory to pouring 
concrete.”43 With the help of excellent 
weather, this schedule was maintained 
for fifteen consecutive weeks.44 

Kubin’s dad, carpenter Karel Kubin, 
said that his workday started when 
he reached the scaffold. “He had to 
walk up in the morning and down in 
the evening on his own time,” said 
the younger Kubin. “But, he told me, 
‘work during the Depression was hard 
to come by, and if you didn’t want 
to walk up and down each day, fifty 
or one-hundred men were waiting at 
the gate for your job.’” Wages were 
between $2.00 and $2.50 a day.45

Building the star
“My dad said the original plans called 

for a two-dimensional star, but no one 
liked it,” said Kubin. “Consideration 
was given, at an early stage, to replacing 
that star with a soldier, but that didn’t 
solve the 360-degree view problem, 
either.” Finally, Finn experimented with 
a three-dimensional star. “My dad built 
several one-inch scale plywood models 
and set them on a post on top of a water 
tower, 564 inches above ground, for 

Four of the five levels of Bellows’ unique scaffold 
are shown in this picture of the twin steel towers 
inside the monument. The solid floor just above the 
museum is the storage level. One more inside level 
and two outside levels are also shown. 

Here, placing natural stone for the outside form.
Note, the man at right wears a telephone for 
communicating with the hoist operator.

The rebar and wooden form are at the left in this 
picture, and the stone has been set on the right. All 
that’s missing is the concrete.

The rebar and wooden form are at the left in this 

was completed in a speedy fifty-
seven hours (versus the eighty 
hours reported by the 
without a major incident.
“Needless to say, the architect, 
engineer, contractor and 150 
workmen were much relieved 
when that job was finished.”
About the scaffold

why Bellows was low bidder 
on this job,” said George F. 
Bellows, president, W. S. Bellows 
Construction Corporation, 
who, along with Kubin, made 
a presentation to the Houston 
Associated General Contractors 
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Here, placing natural stone for the outside form.
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Mr. Finn to view,” said Kubin. “After 
everyone agreed on the shape and size, 
Kubin and two other carpenters built 
a full-sized wooden model. From this 
model, Mr. Melton drew a set of plans 
that were used to detail the structural 
steel and develop a stone layout for 
construction.” Kubin added that his 
dad received permission to take one of 
the small models home – “which he 
mounted on top of our garage. That 
stirred up quite a bit of conversation 
with the neighbors!”46 Due to the star’s 
odd shape, not one piece of stone was 
either plum or level. The stone was 
brought to the top in twelve-inch-by-
twelve-inch blocks, three inches thick, 
and cut to fit there. As was done in the 
tower, concrete was poured against the 
stone. It took twenty working days to 
set the stone and pour the concrete. 
As there were only two carloads of 
stone in the star, one can readily see 
how much cutting and fitting was 
necessary.47 “The fact that the thirty-
four-foot star overhung its nineteen 
foot wide base made construction 537 
feet in the air difficult,” said Bullen.48 

Conclusion
“By March 1938, Finn and Bellows 

had solved all of the monument’s odd 
construction challenges and completed 
the exterior structure. Rice University 
instructor and noted sculptor, William 
McVey, carved the shallow relief scenes 
of Texas history in the frieze.”49 Texas 
historian, L. W. Kemp, supplied the 
names of San Jacinto participants for 
bronze tablets inside the monument 
and drafted a 600-word summary of 
Texas history that is carved on the 
base pavilion.50 Landscapers groomed 
the old battlefield; a WPA team 
completed the formal terrace, stairsteps 

and amphitheater. Roadways were 
a joint project of the WPA and the 
state highway department. The WPA 
also built the 200-by-1,800-foot-long 
reflection pool laid over the route 
the Texas Army took to the battle. 
And, in late 1938, the San Jacinto 
Museum of History was formed to 
create a museum in the base of the 
monument.51 On April 21, 1939, the 
570-foot monument was dedicated 
to the heroes who fought there and 
elsewhere to gain Texas’ independence.

In 1942, Jones reported to 
President Roosevelt that more than 

Here, the one inch scale model of the three-
dimensional, nine-point star is hoisted up the 
water tower 570 inches for the architect to check. 
Courtesy W.S. Bellows Construction, Inc.

Setting stone on the star. Courtesy W.S. Bellows Construction, Inc.

 Carpenter Karol Kubin is shown in this photo of the full-sized wooden model of the star. 
Courtesy San Jacinto Museum of History. 
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one million people had visited the monument in four 
years; traffic had averaged more than 1,000 people per 
day in 1941.52 And today, the structure is honored by 
historians of the battle, by others who stand awestruck 
by its sheer beauty, and by engineers who understand 
that “this towering symbol of Texas’ freedom laid the 
groundwork for many future high-rise structures along 
the Gulf Coast, particularly those built on expansive 
soils and subject to heavy wind loads caused by severe 
tropical storms.”53 “Through the use of safety precautions 
and safety education, together with a lot of good luck, 
no one was seriously injured in the construction of the 
monument – an unusual record in so high and dangerous 
a structure,” said Bullen. “Undoubtedly enough lives had 
been lost on the same site one hundred years before.”54 

 “George Bellows and I were curious about what the 
Monument might cost if work were started today,” said 
Kubin in 1991. “Using the Engineering News Record ’s 
building cost index, the original construction cost 
would be a minimum of $15 million in 1991 (versus 
the $888,300 Bellows bid in 1936).” He calculated 
costs again in 2006. The results? $32 million – more 
than twice as much.55 Or, as Bob Tutt wrote in the 
Houston Chronicle on October 3, 1992: “costs would be 
so high that maybe even Jones couldn’t swing it.” 

Here, Architect Alfred Finn inspects the star. Courtesy San Jacinto Museum of History.

Rice University instructor and sculptor, William McVey, carved the scenes of Texas 
history on the frieze. Courtesy San Jacinto Museum of History.

6010845_UofH_Text.indd   37 10/13/10   6:13:02 AM



38 Houston History Volume 4, number 2 spring 2007

It stands above the flat Texas soil east 
of Houston and it is one of the most 
recognizable symbols of the history of 
Texas, but few people who see it today 
realize that this now iconic structure 
had a mixture of appearances before it 
rose above the surrounding landscape 
for its dedication on April 21, 1939. By 
date, the oldest conceptual drawing de-
veloped by architect Albert Finn’s firm 
was produced on August 25, 1934.1 This 
monument drawing displays an exterior 
layout similar to the final version, with 
the building’s finial shown as a simple 
flat five-pointed star. In a note to Albert 
Finn, Jesse Jones comments, “The star 
in the last design seems too large, and I 
am inclined to the opinion that figures 
of some sort would be better than the 
star.”2 Over the next year, staff architect 
Victor E. Johnson3 sketched many of 
the ideas generated under Albert Finn 
and Jesse Jones’ leadership. The concepts 
they explored range from a basic pillar 

and pedestal style, to 
an elaborate build-
ing which featured a 
circular, column lined 
Court of Honor with no central pillar or 
shaft.4 Between July and September of 
1935, at least a half dozen building draw-
ings were developed for consideration.

In October 1935, Hiram O. Clarke, 
Jr., 5 Chairman of the Special Hous-
ton San Jacinto Memorial Committee, 
sent a recommendation to Lieutenant 
Governor Walter F. Woodul, Chairman 
of the Commission of Control - Texas 
Centennial in Austin, recommending 
the design of the building we know 
today. This letter of recommendation 
includes a paragraph which notes that 
the building “of classic lines with the 
court of honor . . . involved expenditures 
greater than the appropriations available 
and were not quite in harmony with 
all of the views necessary to be given 
consideration in the erection of such an 
outstanding and lasting memorial.” 6

For the 100th anniversary of the 
Battle of San Jacinto, April 21, 1936, a 
model of the recommended memorial 
was produced to accompany the formal 
announcement of the design. Since 
1936 the Marini family, and now Melba 
Marini Champion, has maintained 
the “mother mold” of that model. 

Her father, Charles Marini, founded 
Houston Art Stone & Ornamental 
Plaster Company in 1918. C. L. Moore, 
his model maker, crafted the architect’s 
model of the San Jacinto Monument. 
The mother mold is the original model, 
and from it other models are created. 
Mrs. Champion recalls that three 
replicas were produced from the Marini-
Moore master, and that those replicas 

Her father, Charles Marini, founded 

Details, 
Details, 

Details
by James E. Fisher

About the author: James 
Fisher is a senior producer 
for KUHT-TV, Houston 
PBS. He has produced and 
written five documentaries 
covering the Houston 
region and is a member 
of the Harris County 
Historical Commission. 
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Melba Champion and Mariní-Moore Model. 
Photo: James Fisher
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were given to U. S. President Franklin 
Roosevelt, Texas Governor James Allred, 
and Houston Mayor Oscar Holcombe.7

The publicity photographs of the 
model taken by James Merchant’s Com-
pany in 1936 reveal that some details 
of the overall design were still being 
deliberated.8 Two of the monument’s 
finial designs shown in Victor Johnson’s 
sketches had been eliminated; those be-
ing the original five-pointed star, and the 
standing masculine, business figure. The 
primary Merchant photos of the model 
present the nine-pointed star which now 
tops the monument; however, an addi-
tional photograph brings to light a pio-
neer figure clutching a rifle standing atop 
the monument. At this figure’s feet are 
two eagles positioned on either side of 
the rifle’s stock. In 1965 the San Jacinto 
Monument and Museum acquired the 
shaft of that version of the model which 
bears the pioneer figure shown in the 
photo.9 Charles Kubin of Bellows Con-
struction, the grandson of the carpenter 
who built the monument star, noted 
in a talk on October 17, 1991, to the 
Houston Chapter, Associated General 
Contractors, “I was 5 at the time that 
the Monument was built and I have no 
recall of that time and the job. However, 
dad told me an interesting story about 
the star. He said that the plans called for 
a star but everyone was unhappy with 
the appearance of the star. Consideration 
was given, at an early stage, to a two 
dimensional star and even replacing the 
star with a statue of Gen. Sam Hous-
ton, but these ideas did not solve the 360 
degree view problem, so a dimensional 
star with 9 points was conceived.”10 From 

that statement one might surmise that 
Merchant’s photographic pioneer figure 
represents General Houston watching 
over his battleground. Also presented 
in the publicity photographs are artistic 
features which did not become part of 
the monument. The model exhibits four 
stylized groups of pioneers positioned 
on the roof above each entrance.11

The Marini-Moore model includes 
an amphitheater on the east side of the 
monument base. The Merchant photos 
confirm that portion of the model show-
ing it covered, as if landscaped, with 
the curved outline of the amphitheater 
still visible. The original $840,000 es-

timate of cost for the 
project did not include 
this element, but it was 
a desired addition as 
evidenced in Consult-
ing Engineer Robert 
Cummins’ letter to A. 
C. Finn in February of 
1936, specifying that 
adding the terrace and 
amphitheater, “as shown 
on the latest plan”, 
would add an estimated 

$150,000 to the project.12 Ultimately 
a 5,000 seat Amphitheater became 
part of the completed structure.13 

Cumming’s February letter also 
reflects a $6,000 allowance for an un-
specified “Top Ornament”14. As the 
9-pointed star became the choice for 
that top ornament, the covering of 
the star became the next assessment. 
Correspondence from the Aluminum 
Company of America in May, 1936, to 
A. C. Finn’s office requests that only 
aluminum alloy #214 be used to cover 
the finial, otherwise the alloy “will 
probably turn black.”15 In a response 
it was asked “Would it be possible to 
get a mat finished surface – say like 
a sandblast – something without any 
sheen in a color that would match the 
Cordova Shell Texas Limestone?”16 The 
exterior of the 200 ton “Lone Star” that 
is the San Jacinto monument’s finial is 
covered in same Cordova stone used 
in the building of the monument.

In summary, General Houston does 
not forever gaze out upon the land-
scape, and the building includes no 
colonnades or groups of pioneers, but it 
boasts an exterior that is simple, mean-
ingful and timeless. So in this writer’s 
opinion, Albert Finn and Jesse Jones 
fought their own battle, and like the 
Army of San Jacinto persevered in a 
distinctive and spectacular manner. 

timate of cost for the 
project did not include 
this element, but it was 
a desired addition as 
evidenced in Consult
ing Engineer Robert 
Cummins’ letter to A. 
C. Finn in February of 
1936, specifying that 
adding the terrace and 
amphitheater, “as shown 
on the latest plan”, 
would add an estimated 

James Merchant photo. Courtesy 
Story Sloane Gallery.

Mariní-Moore Model. Photo: James Fisher

Hiram Clarke, Jr. Courtesy Houston Metropolitan Research Center, HPL.
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On February 15, 1938, the San Jacinto 
State Park Commission requested that 
George A. Hill, Jr., serve as chairman of 
a museum board to plan and organize 
a museum of history to be housed 
in the San Jacinto Monument.1 He 
was eminently qualified. Hill, the 
grandson of San Jacinto Veteran James 
Monroe Hill, was a member of the 
Texas State Historical Association, the 
Texas Folklore Society, and The Texas 
Philosophical Society. He also had 
served for four years as president of 
the Houston Museum of Fine Arts.2

In early April, Hill corresponded 
with respected scholars of Texas history 
and museum directors, asking their 
opinion of his plan. Hill’s report on 
the plan was then submitted to the 
State Board of Control and the San 
Jacinto State Park Commission, which 
unanimously approved it.3 The State 
Board of Control approved a resolution 
creating the San Jacinto Museum of 
History on September 22, 1938. The 
legislature appointed five trustees: 
George A. Hill, Jr., Louis W. Kemp, 
W. B. Bates, Alfred C. Finn (architect 
of the San Jacinto Monument) and 
Madge Hearne (granddaughter of 
Sam Houston and President of the 
Daughters of the Republic of Texas).4 
The trustees, all from the Houston area, 
were appointed to serve for five years. 

The trustees were given 
the authority : 

a) to formulate a plan for a museum 
of history to be located, exhib-
ited and administered in the San 
Jacinto Memorial Monument 
Building; such authority to include 
proper management or supervi-
sion of the room, or rooms, so 
occupied within the building;

b) to select materials, equipment 
and furnishings for the operation 
of the Museum and the Memo-
rial Monument Building;

c) to prescribe standards and rules 
and regulations for the con-
duct and administration;

d) to make provision for the acces-
sion of historical materials for pres-
ervation and exhibition therein, 
and to do and perform such other 
acts as shall be necessary, conve-
nient or desirable in the further-
ance of the foregoing objectives; 
all, however, being subject to the 
approval and control of the San 
Jacinto State Park Commission, 
and of the State Board of Control 
of the State of Texas to the extent 
that such supervision and control 
may be vested in either or both of 
such State agencies under the pro-
visions of existing, or future laws.5

The San Jacinto Museum of History 
Association, with the same officers, 
was chartered to raise funds for the 
San Jacinto Museum of History and to 
solicit donations of historic material.6  
The charter of the association 
proclaimed the mandate “to revisualize 

the history of Texas and the region; 
instill and encourage historical inquiry; 
collect and preserve the materials 
of history and spread historical 
information; illustrate the chronological 
story of the region as determined 
from authoritative history by means of 
exhibits worthy of a museum of first 
rank; extend and diffuse knowledge 
of our history, and promote and 
perpetuate peace, friendship, and 
sympathetic understanding between 
the people of Texas and the people 
of Mexico, Spain, France, and the 
Latin-American Republics.”7

A result of the broad mission 
statement was the invitation of the 
heads of state of Mexico, Spain, the 
Latin American Republics, Great 
Britain, and France to the opening of 
the museum “representing as it does our 
common history, in separate periods.” 
Directors of history museums and 

by Lisa A. Struthers and Elizabeth Appleby

Lisa A. Struthers, Library Director of the Albert and Ethel Herzstein 
Library, has worked for the San Jacinto Museum of History 
since 1998. She has a B.A. in History from the College of William 
and Mary, and an MLS from the University of Pittsburgh.

Elizabeth Appleby graduated from Trinity University with a 
degree in History and Art History and went on to receive 
advanced degrees from the University of Pennsylvania and 
the Winterthur Program in Early American Culture. She is 
currently the Curator at the San Jacinto Museum of History.

George A. Hill, Jr., from the San Jacinto Museum & 
Monument: The First Ten Years of the San Jacinto 
Museum of History Association under its late 
president of the board George A. Hill, Jr., 1950.
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historical associations throughout the 
world were also invited.8 This broad 
vision influenced the collecting focus 
of the museum, the publications of the 
association, and the exhibits presented.

Hill conferred with Ike Moore, 
then State Supervisor of the Historical 
Records Survey of the WPA, on how 
the historical material acquired by 
the museum should be arranged, 
inventoried, and stored.9 Ike Moore 
was later hired to be the first Director 
of the museum, beginning in January 
16, 1939, and Malcolm McLean was 
hired as assistant archivist.10 The 
initial focus of the museum association 
was to prepare for the opening of 
the museum on April 20, 1939. 

Museum cases were purchased from 
the Remington Rand Company, in a 
style approved by Alfred C. Finn, the 
architect. “The Bronze Wall Cases 
will be equipped with a composition 
surbase specified by the architect. Both 
the finish of the wood and bronze, 
together with the style of wood cutting 
for the base, will also be supplied in 
line with the architect’s requirement.”11 
The legs of the flat cases, and the bases 
of the wall cases were designed to 
compliment the fluting on the exterior 
of the monument shaft, and the interior 
bronze doors. The cases were required 
to be received by April 1, to allow time 
for the installation of the exhibits.12 
An initial fund of $30,000 for exhibit 
installation was put together by business 
firms and individuals, with an appeal 
going out to the citizens of Houston 
in February, 1939.13 These funds were 
also needed to pay for staff and for 
the expenses related to the opening 
ceremony for the museum.14 A total of 
fifty-one cases were purchased before 
the 1939 opening, with additional 
cases purchased over the next several 
years.15 Some of these cases are still 
in use today, as are the benches and 
monolithic chairs that were designed 
to match the cases. The standard 
brass lamps have been replaced by a 
more unobtrusive lighting system.

The original plans for the monument 
included murals on the gallery walls. 

By the time the building was ready to 
be opened, murals had not yet been 
designed.16 In the early 1950s there 
was some discussion with muralist 
Warren Hunter about adding the 
paintings, but the decision was made 
to delay the murals until a later time.17 

The first items to become part of 
the collections of the San Jacinto 
Museum were collected by the San 
Jacinto Centennial Association at the 
time of the Centennial and displayed 
in the west wing of the Houston Public 
Library in 1936. One of the goals of 
this Museum of Houston and Texas 
History was “providing a nucleus for 
the permanent San Jacinto Museum 
of History.”18 George D. Sears was 
the chair of the accessions committee 
for the Centennial Association; he 
later gave much of his collection of 
early Texas imprints to the museum.19 
Another exhibit of historical materials 
was presented at the Houston Public 
Library in early 1939, with the purpose 
of showing the public the kinds of 
things that were to be collected for 
the San Jacinto Museum of History. 

In creating the museum, the 
association believed that it would 
benefit hundreds of people in south 
and southeast Texas by providing an 
institution that would care for and 
display their relics nearby, and that 

many people would take advantage of 
the new museum by donating their 
historical materials.20 One of the major 
donors was George A. Hill, Jr. who 
had been collecting historical materials 
for several years, with the growing 
intention of forming a museum. The 
opening exhibit, however, contained 
a significant number of items loaned 
from other institutions and from 
individuals. “We are hopeful that Mr. 
Thomas Streeter of New York will 
lend to us, for exhibition, the material 
loaned by him to the New York Public 
Library for their Centennial exhibit in 
1936.”21  Other lenders for the initial 
exhibit were Everette Lee DeGolyer, 
the Daughters of the Republic of Texas, 
and the University of Texas Library.  

The original plan for the museum 
exhibits was to portray seven 
chronological periods: the Spanish and 
French discovery (1492-1683), Spanish 
and French colonization (1683-1810), 
Mexico’s struggle for independence 
(1810-1821), the period of Texas’ 
colonization following Mexican 
independence (1821-1834), Texas’ 
struggle for independence (1834-1836), 
the Republic of Texas (1836-1845), and 
Texas from statehood until the Civil 
War (1845-1861).22 The Spanish Room 
to the south was planned to cover the 
first four periods, with the last three display their relics nearby, and that first four periods, with the last three 

Crowds visit San Jacinto Monument. Originally published by the Houston Post.
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displayed in the American Room to the 
north. The room at the back or east side 
was planned to be used to display books 
and manuscripts; the first exhibit placed 
there was Thomas Streeter’s collection.23  

Materials were initially received 
on behalf of the museum in the 
third floor of the Houston Public 
Library.24  Some loan items were not 
received until the third week of April. 
Ike Moore and Malcolm McLean 
spent the night before the opening 
completing the installation of the 
cases, leaving the monument just 
before 8 a.m. Margaret McLean, hired 
as the receptionist, and the elevator 
operator were the only employees 
present when the doors opened.25 

Pictures of the opening day, April 
20, show that the galleries were full 
of visitors.  Volunteers from the Fire 
Department acted as guards during 
the opening, directing traffic through 
the galleries.26 During the summer of 
1939, an average of five hundred people 
visited the museum a day, with up to 
four thousand visitors on some days.27

In the initial year, 395,062 people 
visited the San Jacinto Museum. 
Admission to the museum was free, 
and an elevator ticket cost 25 cents 
for adults and 10 cents for children. 
Visitation remained high until wartime 
rationing of tires and gasoline dropped 
the attendance to 173,368 in fiscal 
year 1943-44. Uniformed servicemen, 

however, were given 
rides out to the 
monument. Patriotic 
fervor in the 
1940s led to high 
attendance figures 
after gas rationing 
ended. After ten 
years, almost three 
million people had 
visited the San 
Jacinto Museum.28

The war years 
were difficult for the 
museum in more 
than attendance. 
Staffing was an 
increasing problem 
due to the distance 
workers had to travel 
to the museum at 
a time when fuel was 
limited, the higher 
wages available for defense work, and 
the calling up of staff to join the Armed 
Forces. Malcolm McLean, archivist 
of the museum, resigned December 
15, 1941, to do translation work for 
the War Department. Ike Moore left 
in 1943, despite an appeal by George 
A. Hill, Jr., to the Selective Service. 
“Though the chances of military attack 
on the Houston area is probably remote 
in the foreseeable future, Mr. Moore’s 
presence would be indispensable for 
the safe removal of the Museum’s 
treasures to a protected place. In the 

event of bombing attack the Museum 
will move its materials on exhibit from 
the vulnerable museum halls to the 
interior basement of the Monument 
proper. Such removal would be done 
in haste and would require a detailed 
knowledge of the collections. (The 
Houston Public Library and the 
Museum of Fine Arts also plan to move 
their rare materials to this same place 
in the event of an attack.)”29 While 
Moore was in the Navy, the museum 
stored his household goods “under 
the stairway on the basement floor.”30 
Moore lost his life aboard the U.S.S. 
Sangaman in May of 1944. In February 
of 1942, Joe B. Frantz was hired as 
Archivist; he became Temporary Acting 
Director as of May 31, 1943, until he 
too went into the Navy three weeks 
later. Andrew Forest Muir started 
work as Acting Director on August 
8, 1943, and Dorothy W. Estes (later 
Knepper) took over the job in June of 
1944. Elevator operators, secretaries, 
custodians, and building engineers 
were also lost to the war effort.

Outreach was an important goal 
of the museum. From its inception, 
the museum put together small 
traveling exhibits for display in 
schools, stores, banks, and theaters. 

Four Fingered Aztec flute used in religious dances. ca. 15th century.

From left to right: Leather moccasin given to Sam Houston by the Cherokee, 
a purse given to Sam Houston by Native American girl, and the glasses he 
wore while serving as a U.S. Senator.

Uniform worn in Texas Campaign 
by Juan Morales, commander of the 
Mexican Fourth Column at the Alamo.
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Gerry Doyle, part-time publication 
director, prepared a slide show that he 
presented at schools and civic groups 
in the Houston-Beaumont area.31

An early goal was to encourage 
school group visitation.32 As an aid to 
students studying Spanish, the museum 
published Documentos Tejanos, a book 
providing copies and transcriptions of 
Spanish-language documents dating 
from 1829 to 1841, along with Spanish 
language vocabulary and historical 
background for each document. The 
initial print run was given free to 
Houston schools.33 A curriculum guide 
was developed in 1992 to aid teachers 
in planning field trips to the museum.

As part of its efforts to encourage 
historical inquiry, the San Jacinto 
Museum of History Association joined 
with R. H. Barlow of Mexico City in 
publishing volume three of the journal 
Tlalocan: A Journal of Source Materials 
on the Native Cultures of Mexico, which 
was “dedicated to throwing light on 
the Indians of former New Spain.”34 
Documents in Nahuatl from the 
museum’s collection were reproduced 
in this periodical. Based on the work 
of Ike Moore and the Historical 
Records Survey Program, the museum 
published Texas Newspapers: A Union 
List of Newspaper Files Available in Offices 
of Publishers, Libraries, and a Number 
of Private Collections in 1941. Other 
interesting publications included 
Construction of the San Jacinto Memorial 
(1938); The Battle of San Jacinto, and 
the San Jacinto Campaign (1947); The 
Ships of the Texas Navy: a List (1948); 
A Check List of Manuscripts (1949), 
listing the collection donated by Mr. 

and Mrs. Jesse H. Jones; Camels in 
Texas (1956); a reprint of Robert Penn 
Warren’s How Texas Won Her Freedom: 
the Story of Sam Houston & the Battle 
of San Jacinto (1959). The Honor Roll 
of the Battle was published in 1965, 
listing the names of the veterans 
listed on the bronze plaques in the 
museum. One of the initial members 
of the Board of Trustees, Louis W. 
Kemp, conducted the research for 
the plaques. More recent publications 
include Joy Unconfined (1986), a work 
showing the portraits of Robert Joy, 
and Sam Chamberlain’s Mexican War, 
published for the museum by the 
Texas State Historical Association.

Initial plans for the museum 
included lectures on historical and 
patriotic subjects for schools and adult 
groups, and organizing essay contests 
to stimulate original research, and 
aid for researchers.35 A large portion 
of the distinctive character of the 
San Jacinto Museum of History is 
derived from the unusual range of its 
collections. Many history museums 
are committed to presenting either an 
event or a period in history or a local, 
national or international view. The 
museum mission manages to combine 
aspects of all these types, which has 
the potential to cause confusion in our 
guests, but it is the expansive nature 
of our collection that has the ability 
to inspire and teach. It is rare to find 
a fifteenth century Mayan artifact 
and a fine silver tea service used by 
a Texas patriot, military uniforms, 
archaeological specimens, religious 
icons, farm tools, pharmacological 
artifacts, ornate jewelry, Christmas 

ornaments and toys all under the roof 
of a small, state history museum.

A museum is conventionally regarded 
as an assembly of objects recording 
the achievements of the past, but as T. 
S. Eliot has pointed out, it also exists 
as “the present moment of the past”, 
throwing a light both backwards and 
forwards from history into history from 
our own time.36 Thus, performing a 
qualitative exam of the collections in 
2007, we will undoubtedly pose many 
of the same questions that historians 
and guests have asked for decades, 
but the answers to these questions 
may prove to be vastly different due 
to the changing times and audience. 
If asked to select a handful of artifacts 
for display or discussion from such 
diverse resources as ours, one faces 
a daunting challenge. What criteria 
should be used to make the selection? 
What weight should each criterion 
carry? What impression should be 
conveyed? Such basic questions trigger 
more practical concerns. Should the 
choices be based principally on historic 
importance or uniqueness—both 
ambiguous criteria that reflect personal 
perceptions of quality? Or should the 
importance of the object to its original 
owner or subsequent owners be a 
factor? Should the objects collectively 
present the entire chronological and 
historical sweep of the collection? 

The artifact collection at the San 
Jacinto Museum of History—with 
over 18,000 items in storage and 
a mere two percent on display to 
the public at any given time—has 
significant artifacts representing the 
many cultures that have occupied 
the region for nearly seven centuries. 
Thus, a simple chronological sequence 
can provide a framework which can 
be followed backwards or forwards 
in time from early Native American 
empires in Central America and 
the Southwest to the early decades 
of the twentieth century in Texas, 
tracing the history of the region from 
early European settlement, through 
revolution and nationhood and then 
the conflict and capitalism of the 
later half of the nineteenth century. 

Some of the many Pre-Columbian artifacts in the museum collection.
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The earliest artifacts include 
ceremonial, practical and ornamental 
pre-Columbian pottery. The collection 
includes over 200 items representing 
(among others) the Mayan, Aztec, 
Olmec, and Zapotec civilizations. The 
collection includes a wide variety of 
vessels that were made to honor and 
commemorate once-living rulers and 
to venerate their culture’s gods and 
ancestors; these objects, laden with 
power and symbolism, were frequently 
buried in tombs. A careful examination 
of our ceramics gives an excellent idea of 
the elegance and extraordinary delicacy 
that must have characterized these 
ancient civilizations and the variety and 
depth of the museum collection. The 
collection also includes many iconic 
items from the middle to late nineteenth 
century that are illustrative of the rich 
heritage of Texas, including Colt pistols, 
spurs, bits, boots, saddles, chaps, rifles, 
and over eighty examples of barbed wire. 
Analysis of these artifacts can reveal how 
various elements of equipment changed 
over time and how different regional 
styles of equipment evolved in Texas.

The San Jacinto Museum of History 
has special areas of richness in the 
collection reflecting the interests of 
the museum founders and key events 
in Texas history. The holdings on the 
exploration and colonization of the 

New World in the southwest, the Texas 
Revolution, the Republic of Texas, and 
the Civil War, to name a few, are areas 
of depth and breadth in the artifact 
collections. These treasures, which 
include many of the artifacts commonly 
associated with the collections of the 
museum, include items such as the 
military uniform of Juan Morales, the 
commander of Mexican forces 
in the battles of the Alamo 
and Coleto during the Texas 
Revolution. When he led the 
Mexican Fourth Column at the 
Alamo, he wore this uniform 
consisting of a coat, facing, belt, 
and shoulder strap. The coat is 
in excellent condition despite 
its age. This artifact is one of 
the most popular with museum 
visitors, and it is important for 
the history that it evokes and 
the artistry that it illustrates. 

Another item that is closely 
associated with both the history 
of Texas and the history of the 
museum is the collection of 
140 watercolors executed by 
soldier and artist Samuel Emery 
Chamberlain depicting his 
adventures during the Mexican 
War. These watercolors illustrate 
Chamberlain’s memoir titled 
My Confession: the Recollections 

of a Rogue. One of the most notable of 
the illustrations was the one used at 
the close of the manuscript. A rainbow 
is depicted extending across the Rio 
Grande River from a recognizable 
Washington, D.C., to Mexico City with 
the word “Peace” written in bold block 
letters at the apex of the arc. The image 
exemplifies one of the fundamental 
goals of the museum: to create a greater 
understanding between the two cultures.

Within the artifact collection are 
pockets of unexpected treasures that 
are illustrative of the diverse history of 
the region and the expansive nature 
of our mission. Nineteenth century 
furniture-making tools, Christmas 
ornaments and decorations, cooking 
implements, children’s toys, printing 
blocks, pharmaceutical tools and 
chemicals, are just some of the items 
that may remind visitors of visits to 
their grandmother’s attic when they 
were young and serve to tell a more 
comprehensive story of the history of the 
people who made Texas what it is today. 

The collections housed in the Albert 
Ethel Herzstein Library were acquired 
over a period of time, from a number 
of donors, and cover a wide variety 

military uniform of Juan Morales, the 
of donors, and cover a wide variety of donors, and cover a wide variety 

The Battle of San Jacinto in History of South America and Mexico by John M. Niles. 
Hartford: H. Huntington, June 1837.

Novena a la Esclararecída Virgen, Madre de Religiosas Santa 
Clara. Mexico: Herederos de la Viuda de Francisco Rodriguez 
Lupercio, 1703.

6010845_UofH_Text.indd   44 10/13/10   6:13:34 AM



Houston History Volume 4, number 2 spring 2007 45

of formats. The Albert and Ethel 
Herzstein Charitable Foundation 
supports a cataloging project that shares 
information about the collections 
through OCLC’s WorldCat and 
through the museum’s website. 

The Herzstein Library houses 
over 20,000 volumes of books and 
periodicals. Some, like the latest Texas 
history works, are available currently 
in bookstores, while others are rare 
works not readily available. Novena a 
la Esclarecida Virgen, Madre de Religiosas 
Santa Clara was printed in Mexico in 
1703 and is one of a large collection 
of early religious works printed there. 
This small book came to the museum 
from George A. Hill, Jr., as a part of 
his Spanish language collections. Other 
books, like a copy of Henderson K. 
Yoakum’s 1855 History of Texas, From Its 
First Settlement in 1685 to its Annexation to 
the United States in 1846, are rare due to 
their association with a previous owner. 
A copy in the Herzstein Library was 
owned by Moses Austin Bryan, nephew 

of Stephen F. Austin and a veteran of the 
Battle of San Jacinto. Bryan annotated 
his copy to correct and add to the section 
on the battle. Niles Weekly Register, first 
published in 1811, informed the citizens 
of Baltimore and other areas of the 
results of the battle in May of 1836.

Certainly the most unique items at 
the museum are part of the archives. 
Some of the large collections, such as 
the Adele Briscoe Looscan Collection, 
are the papers of one family, in this 
case including members of the Briscoe 
and Harris families. An 1838 letter 
from Mary Jane Harris Briscoe tells 
of the growth of the city of Houston 
and a storm off of Galveston Island 
that destroyed several ships of the 
Texas Navy. Other manuscript 
collections were brought together later 
by a collector. One such collection 
is the Houston Endowment Texana 
Collection, donated by Mr. and Mrs. 
Jesse H. Jones in 1948. An interesting 
letter from this collection is one 
from Major General Edmund P. 

Gaines to the U.S. Secretary of War, 
dated April 28, 1836, advising of 
the Texan victory at San Jacinto, 
the capitulation of Santa Anna, and 
the disposition of the Cherokees 
and other Indians in Texas from the 
United States side of the national 
boundary to return to their villages.

The library houses approximately 350 
maps, and 250 prints and lithographs. 
The photograph collections range 
from individual family daguerreotypes 
to the Cecil Thompson collection 
of over 1,200 photographs of the 
Houston and Galveston area.  Whether 
writing a book, working on a thesis, 
or investigating your genealogy, the 
Albert and Ethel Herzstein Library at 
the San Jacinto Museum of History is 
a good starting point for your Texas 
research. The library’s collections 
are non-circulating, but may be used 
in the library. It is open for research 
by appointment on Fridays and two 
Saturdays a month. To schedule an 
appointment, contact the librarian, 
Lisa Struthers, at 281-479-2421 or 
library@sanjacinto-museum.org.

The founding trustees set four 
goals in 1938 when they drafted the 
charter of the museum: to plan, equip, 
organize, and acquire artifacts that 
could then be used to exhibit and 
interpret the broad nature of their 
mission. The success of this endeavor 
can be measured in the quarter of a 
million visitors to the site, the interest 
of local, national, and international 
scholars in our collections, and the 
continuation of presenting to the 
public “to revisualize the history 
of Texas and the region.” 

owned by Moses Austin Bryan, nephew from Major General Edmund P. 

Americae Sive Novi Orbis, Nova Descriptio by Abraham Ortelius. Antwerp, 1570. 

Peace by Samuel Emery Chamberlain (1829-1908), soldier, adventurer, and artist who fought in the U.S.-Mexican War with the first U.S. Dragoons.
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CONGRATULATIONS TO  
SAN JACINTO BATTLEGROUND!
We are proud to celebrate and support 100 years of 

preserving Texas history and protecting and restoring 

the surrounding environment for future generations.

www.shell.com/us

Shell’s commitment to community and social responsibility has been in 

place for more than 50 years with over $485 million in contributions 

to support community health and welfare, arts and cultural activities 

and various educational initiatives, including minority education and 

diversity and inclusiveness programs in Houston and in the U.S.
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Important historical events always 
happen somewhere else. That’s what 
most people think. When asked about 
Texas history, even most Texans im-
mediately reply, “The Alamo.” Yet, 
tucked away among the petrochemi-
cal plants along the Houston Ship 
Channel is the San Jacinto Battlefield, 
where one of the most important 
battles in world history took place. 

The battle at San Jacinto was re-
sponsible for the change in sovereignty 
of approximately one million square 
miles of land. Mexico lost land to the 
Republic of Texas and more land over 
a boundary dispute that led to the 
Mexican War of 1845. As a subsequent 
result of those events, nearly a third of 
the land mass of the present day lower 
forty-eight states of the United States 
came into the Union from Mexico and 
completed the United States’ westward 
expansion to the Pacific Ocean. Be-
cause of the size of the ultimate transfer 
of land, that little eighteen minute 
fight is considered one of the most 
significant battles in world history. 

Independence is a universal goal.  Tex-
as Independence is but one chapter in 
that history which began in the Ameri-

can colonies in 1776. 
The French followed 
with their revolution 
in 1789. The Spanish 
colonies began their 
revolt in 1810 when 
Mexico declared its 
independence. Central 
and South American 
colonies revolted in the 
1820s. That struggle 
for independence and 
personal freedom con-
tinues to this day.

Although Mexico declared its inde-
pendence from Spain in 1810, it took 
her twelve years to achieve that inde-
pendence. And it took several decades 
to get the process right. Antonio Lopez 
de Santa Anna fought for independence 
and supported the first president of 
the Republic of Mexico. When that 
president sought to establish an absolute 
monarchy, Santa Anna helped depose 
him. Several years later Santa Anna was 
elected president. Like his predecessor, 
he then turned away from democracy 
and effectively declared himself dic-
tator. The democratic Constitution 
of 1824 was thrown out and several 

provinces revolted. Santa 
Anna led the Mexican 
Federal Army to suppress 
the revolt in the state of 
Zacatecas. The sacrifices 
of the rebels at the Battle 
of Guadalupe have been 

lost in the pages of history because 
Santa Anna annihilated the resistance. 

Then Santa Anna turned his attention 
to the rebellion in Texas. With over-
whelming and brutal force, the Mexican 
Army crushed resistance at the Alamo 
and at Goliad. However, the over-confi-
dent general was caught by surprise on 
the afternoon of April 21, 1836, when 
the untrained rebels for the Texian 
cause, shouting “Remember the Alamo, 
Remember Goliad,” stormed the breast-
works at San Jacinto. The battle lasted 
approximately eighteen minutes, and 
the Texians won. Were it not for that 
victory, the sacrifices made at the Alamo 
and Goliad would not be remembered. 
History is always written by the victor. 

The lessons of history are lost unless 
they are taught, studied and understood. 
The challenge today is to offer a venue 
for learning that is attractive to the 
public, and in particular, to children.  
The re-enactment of the Battle of San 

Lights, Camera, Action:
Re-enacting One of the Most Important  

Battles in World History
by C. David Pomeroy, Jr.

lost in the pages of history because 

Battles in World History

About The Author: C. David Pomeroy, Jr. is a 
retired oil and gas attorney whose passion is 
Texas history, with a specialty in East Harris 
County history. He is an author, researcher, 
lecturer and living historian. He lives 
with his wife, Cait, in Pasadena, Texas.
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Jacinto each April provides both a visual 
and a tactile opportunity for learning. 
The official Commemorative Ceremony 
is held each year on the anniversary of 
the battle, April 21st. In previous years, 
San Jacinto Day was an official State 
holiday. Businesses and schools closed, 
and families and students attended 
the ceremony, listened to great orators, 
and heard the Official Battle Report 
written by General Sam Houston. In 
recent years San Jacinto Day has been 
crowded off of the calendar in favor of 
other holidays, and the crowds visit-
ing the ceremony have dwindled. 

To give the public an opportunity to 
learn more about San Jacinto, in 1991 
the Texas Parks & Wildlife Depart-

ment sponsored a re-enactment 
put on by the San Antonio Living 
History Association (SALHA) and 
the Crossroads of Texas Living History 
Association. Ninety-one participants 
entertained and educated approximately 
1,000 visitors. To coordinate future 
events, the San Jacinto Volunteers was 
organized and now presents the battle 
re-enactment on the Saturday after April 
21st of each year. SALHA and Cross-
roads continue to provide re-enactors. 
Jerry Tubbs began as a volunteer in 1998 

and took over coordination in 2000. 
Under his leadership, the program has 
improved each year. San Jacinto Day 
fell on a Saturday in 2001, and both the 
official Commemorative Program and 
the Battle re-enactment were held as 
one event. The success was overwhelm-
ing and the partnership of the San 
Jacinto Volunteers, the Texas Parks & 
Wildlife Department, the San Jacinto 
Museum of History, and the San Jacinto 
Battleground Historical Advisory Board 
proved to be the magical ingredient. 
On Saturday, April 22, 2006, approxi-
mately 25,000 spectators witnessed the 
re-enactment, visited the camps, con-

Making corn dolls.  

Ph
ot

o:
 D

av
id

 P
om

er
oy

Ph
ot

o:
 D

av
id

 P
om

er
oy

Texian volunteers assembled.
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Protecting home and family.
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the Texas Parks & Wildlife Depart
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A rare family meal together.
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Canon crew resting before battle.

Jerry Tubbs began as a volunteer in 1998 
Battleground Historical Advisory Board 
proved to be the magical ingredient. 
On Saturday, April 22, 2006, approxi
mately 25,000 spectators witnessed the 
re-enactment, visited the camps, con
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Texian General Sam Houston and aide.
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Preparing meals from scratch.
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versed with volunteers, 
and enjoyed the all-day festival nearby. 

Three “camps” are set up the night 
before the re-enactment. The Runaway 
Scrape/Civilian Camp focuses on the 
plight of non-combatants who were 
fleeing their homes for safety in the 
United States. In the camp you will find 
women, children, servants and a few 
men (assigned to guide and protect the 
evacuees) demonstrate soap making, 
candle making, cooking and other do-
mestic skills of the 1836 period. Visitors 
help make corn husk dolls, spin cotton, 
card or weave. They grind corn, haul 
water or gather firewood. Children of 
today are fascinated with the chores 
children of the past were required to 
do. Men are intrigued with how the 
spinning wheel works. And women 
are amazed at the amount of work the 
women of our past had to do everyday. 

Nearby is the Texas Army Camp. 
The Texas Army was an army in 
name only. The volunteers lacked 
discipline, training, uniforms, weap-

ons, tents, and other equipment. 
Captain Benjamin C. Franklin and 
eight volunteers joined the Texas 
Army on the morning of April 20, 
1836. Franklin later wrote: 

Around some twenty or thirty 
camp-fires stood as many groups 
of men, English, Irish, Scotch, 
French, Germans, Italians, Poles, 
Yankees, Mexicans, all unwashed, 
unshaven for months, their long 
hair, beard and mustaches, ragged 
and matted, their clothes in tatters, 
and plastered with mud. In a word, 
a more savage band could scarcely 
have been assembled, and yet 
many – most indeed, were gentle-
man, owners of large estates, dis-
tinguished some for oratory, some 
for science, and some for medical 
talent, many would have, and 
had, graced the drawing-room.

The modern day “volunteers” are also 
from all walks of life, with as many 
different outfits as there are persons. 
They appear a bit cleaner than our an-
cestors—despite strong urging by their 
leaders, few re-enactors agree to roll in 
the mud before they show up! However, 
some do come with torn clothes, stains 
and unshaven faces. Volunteers must be 
approved in advance in order to partici-
pate in the re-enactment. No “walk-on” 
volunteers are accepted. Authen-
ticity and experience is 
a requirement. Safety is 
one of the highest pri-
orities and each volun-
teer is required to attend 
safety meetings before 
the event begins. The 
re-enactors choose which 
side they want to fight 

on, but sometimes 
they are recruited for a specific camp in 
order to balance the numbers. Over the 
years many volunteers have fought on 
both sides. However, the final result is 
always the same: The Texas Army wins! 

Each volunteer brings his or her own 
outfit which, with other equipment and 
gear, can be worth upwards to a thou-
sand dollars. Many travel from New 
Mexico, Louisiana and far-off parts of 
Texas to participate. Like the variety of 
volunteers in 1836, the re-enactors are 
doctors, lawyers, welders, carpenters, 
small business owners, teachers, house-
wives, secretaries, managers and retired 
persons. Despite their background dif-
ference, each has three objectives in 
mind: first, know their history; second, 
share that history with the public; and 
third, have fun. Early Texas volunteer 
Noah Smithwick summed up the at-
titudes of the 1836 volunteers: “The citi-
zens had taken up arms in self-defense; 
another class had come through sympa-

on, but sometimes 

Learning to grind corn.
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Students discussing history.
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pate in the re-enactment. No “walk-on” 
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re-enactors choose which 

Houston addressing the troops.
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thy with their struggling countrymen; 
others, still, for love of adventure...”

In the Texian Army Camp spectators 
visit with the soldiers and inquire about 
their clothing, weapons and reasons for 
fighting for Texas. Gunsmithing, black 
powder cartridge making, blacksmith-
ing, musket ball molding, leatherwork 
and whittling are demonstrated. Young 
spectators are pressed into service as 
a militia where they are trained in 
the manual of arms and marching. 
Some are even selected to man the 
famous Twin Sisters cannons. Periodi-
cally, the re-enactors are mustered and 
fire salutes, either with black-powder 
muskets, pistols or cannon. This is 
always a delight for the spectators.

Across the battlefield is the Mexican 
Army Camp. This camp has a more 
traditional military look, with its neat 
row of white canvas tents and uniformed 
soldiers drilling. Young spectators are 
also drafted into the Mexican Army 
but must learn their orders in Spanish. 
General Santa Anna traveled with a red 

and white marquee tent, fully 
furnished with silver and chi-
na. Visitors are encouraged to 
look inside. Flying outside his 
tent are several of the Mexi-
can flags replicating those at 
the original battle. If you are 
lucky, a surgeon will be on 
duty and will demonstrate the 
tools and medicines of the 
day. Normally his presenta-
tion is interrupted by groans 
and yells of pretend pain at 
the primitive implements used in 1836. 
Nearby the wives, girlfriends, family, 
and other camp followers are cooking 
and mending clothes. The public is 
encouraged to sit and visit for a while. 

At 3:30 in the afternoon, in 1836 
and on re-enactment day, General Sam 
Houston calls his troops to attention 
and the program begins. Spectators 
line the battlefield five or six deep, try-
ing for the best view of the upcoming 
battle. A narration explains the history 
leading up to this event. In 1836, the 
events were spread out over three days 

and involved more 
than 2,000 combatants on a battlefield 
a mile long. The re-enactment is con-
densed to thirty minutes with 125 living 
historians on a field 200 yards long. 

The brief battle of April 20 is re-
enacted with sniper attacks and cav-
alry duels. That night in 1836, both 
armies waited restlessly for the other 
to make a move. Early the next morn-
ing, Mexican General Cos arrived with 
re-enforcements for General Santa 
Anna. Realizing that the Texas Army 
was now outnumbered and it was late 
in the day, Santa Anna assumed that 
the Texas Army would not attack and 
gave his troops permission to eat and 
rest. He thought so little of the Texas 
Army, because they were undisciplined, 
untrained, and constantly retreating, 
that he did not even post sentries. 

General Sam Houston took advantage 
of the unguarded sleeping Mexican 
Camp and ordered his troops to ap-
proach stealthily to within 300 yards of 
the Mexican breastworks. Nearly 900 
soldiers went undetected to the small 
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the primitive implements used in 1836. and involved more 

Houston looking for opportunity.
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in the day, Santa Anna assumed that 
the Texas Army would not attack and 
gave his troops permission to eat and 
rest. He thought so little of the Texas 
Army, because they were undisciplined, 
untrained, and constantly retreating, 
that he did not even post sentries. 

of the unguarded sleeping Mexican 
Camp and ordered his troops to ap
proach stealthily to within 300 yards of 
the Mexican breastworks. Nearly 900 
soldiers went undetected to the small 
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ridge overlooking the Mexican Camp. 
On command, the soldiers leapt into 
action, yelling “Remember the Alamo!” 
and “Remember Goliad!” The sur-
prise created confusion in the Mexican 
camp and before the troops could be 
put into formation and ordered to fire, 
the Texians breached the breastworks. 

The re-enactment utilizes pyrotech-
nics to simulate cannon fire with great 
affect. Soldiers on both sides fire at 
will with black powder muskets. The 
battlefield is shrouded in smoke and the 
struggle at the breastworks is almost 
ghostly in appearance. Spectators yell 
and gasp as the battle moves quickly 
into, over, and through the Mexican 
Camp. In 1836, Santa Anna escaped on 
horseback only to be captured the next 
morning and returned to the Texian 
Camp. For the re-enactment the famous 
surrender scene is portrayed that same 
day and Texas is given its Independence. 

At the end of each battle re-enact-
ment, a moment is taken to honor all 
of those who died on this field. The 
Texians fought for their freedom and 
the Mexicans fought to put down the 

revolts in the provinces and preserve 
their nation. Yet, all gave their lives, 
and for that, they are recognized. 

The course of history was changed 
that day, 171 years ago. The settlers 
returned home and the Republic of 
Texas was created. After being exiled 
for his loss of land to Texas in 1836, 
Santa Anna returned to Mexico and was 
again elected president. When Texas 
was accepted into the United States, a 
boundary dispute developed between 
Mexico and the United States. In the 
Mexican War of 1845 Santa Anna lost 
and was forced to give 
up even more Mexi-
can land. Some of the 
same Texas soldiers 
who defeated Santa 
Anna at San Jacinto in 
1836 helped to defeat 
him again in 1845.   

The spirit for free-
dom endures today. 
From the Declaration 
of Independence in 
1776, the United States 
was formed. From the 

Declaration of Independence in 1810, 
the Republic of Mexico was formed. 
From the Declaration of Independence 
in 1836, the Republic of Texas was 
formed. As Texans, we have the unique 
opportunity to celebrate all three of 
these Independence Days as part of our 
heritage. At San Jacinto, the battlefield 
represents the struggle, the monu-
ment honors the price that is paid for 
our freedom, and the Battleship Texas 
reminds us that freedom must be con-
tinually protected and defended.  

ridge overlooking the Mexican Camp. revolts in the provinces and preserve 
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Making musket cartridges.

General Santa Anna traveled in comfort.

Texians skirmished on the 20th. Texians breeched Mexican breastworks in 18 minutes. 

In memory of those who won our independence.
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General Santa Anna traveled in comfort.
General Santa Anna traveled in comfort.

The Mexicans were caught by surprise.
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Nationally famous for its seafood and chicken dinners, 
the San Jacinto Inn served not only as a restaurant 

for its patrons, but also as a dining experience. Jack and 
Bertha Sanders established the restaurant in 1916 near 
the Lynchburg Ferry on the Houston Ship Channel. 
Originally a small lunch counter, the menu included 
fresh seafood caught by the Sanders served with freshly 
baked biscuits and homemade preserves. In 1917, the 
growing restaurant moved to its location in an old dance 
hall opposite the present location of the Battleship 
Texas near the San Jacinto Battleground State Park.1

Soon the popularity of the San Jacinto Inn grew, and din-
ing there became a tradition for many Houstonians and 
their families. The dining room featured an all-you-can-
eat menu, consisting of primarily seafood and chicken. In 
winter the menu included celery, shrimp cocktail, oysters 
on the half shell, fried oysters, fried tenderloin of fish, fried 
chicken, French fried potatoes, hot biscuits served with 
strawberry or black cherry preserves, and dessert. The sum-
mer menu mirrored its winter counterpart in many ways, 
but featured iced crab and stuffed crab rather than the oyster 

dishes. In the 1930s and 1940s, patrons not only enjoyed 
the hefty meal, but also a dance orchestra. During World 
War II, this live entertainment gave way to a need for more 
tables to accommodate the restaurant’s growing clientele. 
In later years, the restaurant seated nearly seven hundred 
guests and it boasted serving 85,000 pounds of fish, 55,000 
chickens, 200,000 pounds of shrimp, 1,700,000 oysters, 
50,000 crabs, and 500,000 hot biscuits in an average year.2

The restaurant’s reputation for serving large quantities of 
food was not limited to its dining room. During the construc-
tion of the San Jacinto Monument, the San Jacinto Inn served 
laborers coffee and sandwiches every four hours during the fif-
ty-seven hour pour of the monument’s foundation. Monument 
construction workers consumed nearly 3,800 sandwiches and a 
total of 5,700 cups of coffee provided by the San Jacinto Inn.3 

 Many Houstonians warmly recall eating at the restaurant, 
often citing the all-you-can-eat menu. Houstonian, Jesse H. 
Jones, II, son of John T. Jones Jr. of the Battleground Corp., 
joked that his father acquired the restaurant so he could 
enjoy its wonderful food while doing business. Jones spoke 

Memories of the San Jacinto Inn
by Katy Oliveira

About the Author:  
Katy Oliveira received her 
Bachelor’s degree in History 
from Baylor University and 
is currently completing her 
Master’s degree in American 
History at the University of 
Houston. She is also the Assistant 
Editor for Houston History.

Postcard of San Jacinto Inn. Courtesy Barbara Eaves
San Jacinto Inn dining room. Courtesy San Jacinto Museum of History
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fondly of driving down as a family all 
through grade school and even during 
college to enjoy the Inn’s wonderful oys-
ters in winter and crab in summer. He 
recalled having to contend with “San 
Jacinto Inn Syndrome,” or the great 
thirst and inability to remove one’s rings 
experienced after eating the enormous 
amount of seafood served at the Inn. 
According to Jones, the only cure for 
the great thirst experienced in the mid-
dle of the night after a meal at the Inn 
was a really cold Coca-cola, but it had 
to be real Coca-cola, diet soda did not 
do the trick. Often, Houstonians rave 
about the Inn’s delicious homemade bis-
cuits and bowls of preserves when shar-
ing their memories of the restaurant. 
Many patrons speculated about a special 
biscuit recipe, but Jones believes that 
the biscuit recipe actually came from 
the back of a Gold Medal Flour bag.4

Thomas D. Anderson, a long time 
Houston attorney whose father, Frank 
E. Anderson and uncle Monroe D. 
Anderson were founders of Anderson 
Clayton and Company, recollected:

The San Jacinto Inn was the best 
seafood restaurant I ever attended. 
The meal started with shrimp 
cocktail, then boiled crabs that you 
had to crack open, and then fried 
chicken, biscuits and gravy. When 
I was a young attorney, Frank An-
drews, founder of Andrews-Kurth 

law firm, chartered a yacht and 
took us to the San Jacinto Inn for a 
special occasion. They had a grotto 
on the first level for private parties. 
Unfortunately, the land was sink-
ing and at high tide the parking 
lot often was under water. I guess 
that spelled the end of it, but it was 
a wonderful restaurant in its day.5

Natural calamity seemed to plague 
the San Jacinto Inn. The restaurant’s 
original building was destroyed by fire 
in 1926. A replacement building was 
quickly constructed and survived sev-
eral hurricanes until 1977, when sink-
ing land beneath the structure required 
its demolition. A new building was 
constructed one hundred yards away; 
the new structure was such an accurate 
reproduction that many patrons were 
unaware that the structure was a re-
placement and often suggested that the 
building had simply been refurbished.6 

Like the buildings it was housed 
in, the ownership of the San Jacinto 
Inn also changed hands several times. 
Upon her divorce from her husband 
Jack, original owner Bertha Sanders 
acquired sole control of the restaurant 
sometime during the 1930s. She ran 
the restaurant until her death. The 
Inn remained in the family until Ber-
tha Sanders’ niece, Gladys Poe, sold 
it to the Battleground Corp. in 1967. 
The Battleground Corp. managed the 

San Jacinto Inn in the same style as 
its previous owners until it closed its 
doors on Sunday, February 15, 1987.7

The decision to cease operation of 
the restaurant came just two weeks be-
fore its doors finally closed. Longtime 
manager, J. Frank Bobo attributed the 
decision to declining revenue. Accord-
ing to Bobo, in its last two years of 
operation the restaurant did about a 
third of its traditional business. Bobo 
cited the poor economy, the restaurant’s 
long distance from the city, chang-
ing eating habits, and the growing 
number of restaurant’s on Houston’s 
west side as the most likely factors in 
the decline in business. Bobo said, 
“People are more diet conscious, eat-
ing lighter foods than in the old days.” 
The following year John T. Jones Jr., 
one of the firm’s owners, sold the San 
Jacinto Inn property to The Texas 
Parks and Wildlife Commission. The 
Texas Parks and Wildlife Commission 
acquired the property to provide ad-
ditional access and working space for 
the restoration of the Battleship Texas.8 

The late 1980s was difficult for many 
of Houston’s old-line restaurants. Fam-
ily-style meals served in enormous all-
you-can-eat portions, like those served 
at the San Jacinto Inn, began to fall out 
of style in the 1970s and 1980s as eat-
ing out became a convenience rather 
than a luxury. In the same year that the 
San Jacinto Inn closed its doors, similar 
restaurants like Herberts and Phil’s also 
succumbed to changing eating habits 
and a declining economy. While other 
establishments, such as Angelo’s Fish-
erman’s Wharf, Kaphan’s, and Vargo’s 
survived by adapting their menus and 
dining formats. Surviving restaurants 
opted for a la carte entrees and special-
ized menus with prices ranging under 
$10, rather than all-you-can-eat fare. 
Today the Monument Inn, which is 
located just down the road from the 
San Jacinto Inn site, features a “San 
Jacinto Inn All-You-Can-Eat Special.” 
It seems that over time the very novelty 
which brought the San Jacinto Inn great 
success contributed to its end, but the 
famed restaurant lives on in the mem-
ory of its patrons and successors.9 

San Jacinto Inn in the same style as 
its previous owners until it closed its 
doors on Sunday, February 15, 1987.

the restaurant came just two weeks be-
fore its doors finally closed. Longtime 
manager, J. Frank Bobo attributed the 
decision to declining revenue. Accord-
ing to Bobo, in its last two years of 
operation the restaurant did about a 
third of its traditional business. Bobo 
cited the poor economy, the restaurant’s 
long distance from the city, chang-
ing eating habits, and the growing 
number of restaurant’s on Houston’s 
west side as the most likely factors in 
the decline in business. Bobo said, 
“People are more diet conscious, eat-
ing lighter foods than in the old days.” 
The following year John T. Jones Jr., Postcard of Battleship Texas with the San Jacinto Inn in the background, ca. 1950.  

Courtesy William H. Kellar
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Every Texas schoolchild in fourth and 
seventh grade Texas history classes 

knows what happened at San Jacinto 
Battleground State Historic Site. But for 
anyone—even these students—visiting 
the site today, understanding what hap-
pened here, and how, is difficult because 
over the 171 years since the battle much 
has happened to the land on which 
Texas won its independence. Roads have 
been constructed, and taken out. Dur-
ing the 1936 centennial celebrations, 
construction began on the monument 
and reflecting pool near where the Mexi-
can Army camped one hundred years 
before. Residences north of the reflec-
tion pool and a wastewater treatment 
plant east of the monument have come 
and gone. In 1948, the Battleship Texas
was parked where the Texas Army once 
camped, and a picnic ground lies where 
the Mexican Army fled during the fight-
ing. All of these intrusions make it dif-
ficult for the modern observer to get a 
sense of the momentous events of that 
day and how the landscape affected the 
outcome. To help visitors better under-
stand San Jacinto, the Texas Parks and 
Wildlife Department (TPWD) began 
the process of creating a master plan for 
the battleground. This document details 
what changes need to be made to the 
site to enhance interpretation and enable 
modern visitors to understand how the 
terrain affected the result of the battle. 

The problems with the site are easy 
to understand, but less easy to fix. The 
monument and the battleship draw visi-
tors to the site, but neither is where the 
fighting took place. Some of the plan-
ning questions focus on the landscape. 
What did it look like in 1836? How 
can we change it today? How should 
people move about the site—walking, 
riding, or driving? How do we orient 
the visitor to explain the battle’s events? 

To master plan a site such as San Ja-
cinto requires bringing many experts 
together. The process includes research, 
brainstorming what to do, public in-
put, and determining how to get things 
done. The planners began with this 
question: What do we need to do to 
improve the site and the way TPWD 
interprets the battle? The answers to 
that question are many, including build-
ing a visitors center. While there is a 
museum in the monument, it does not 
serve as a first stop, or an orientation 
center, for the visitor. The museum is 
operated by the non-profit San Jacinto 
Museum of History Association, but 
the responsibility to interpret the battle 
rests with Texas Parks and Wildlife. 

The process for re-envisioning the 
battleground began in 1995-1996 when 
four workshops and a public hearing 
were held to receive comments on what 
was needed at the battleground. The 
professional team assembled included 
staff from TPWD and consultants 
specializing in writing historic sites 
master plans. This team set out to chart 
a new course for San Jacinto. After 
several drafts and public comments, 
TPWD released the master plan in 
1998. The main goals are as follows: 

preserve the park's significant cultural, •	

historical, and natural resources;

enhance interpretation;•	

achieve for the San Jacinto •	

Battleground a level of public 

awareness comparable to that of the 

Alamo as a premier historic site;

maximize the park's and the •	

museum's financial stability;

provide recreational opportunities •	

compatible with the park's 

commemorative purpose; and

provide a healthy and safe •	

environment for visitors and staff. 

Because of the single, eighteen-minute, 
event that took place here, San Jacinto is 
a site of major state, national and inter-
national importance. How we achieve 
our stated goals must be considered care-
fully. Any changes to the site must take 
into account the potential to adversely 
modify the historic scene. Research to 
support proposed changes must dem-
onstrate that no intact archeological 
evidence of the battle will be damaged. 
Previous well-meaning changes to the 
landscape have obscured terrain elements 
that allowed the Texas Army to advance 
upon the Mexican front almost unseen. 
The reflecting pool and entrance road 
across from the battleship covered over a 
topographically low area that the Texans 
used to approach the Mexicans. Help-
ing the modern visitor understand how 
the terrain played a role in the battle 
folds into a vision of returning the land-
scape to its 1836 appearance. In relation 
to this ideal the Master Plan states: 

the pre-eminent focus of the Park •	

and its future development should 

be a delineation and interpretation 

of the 1836 battle; and 

the battleground should, to the extent •	

feasible, be returned to its 1836 

condition of prairie, marshes and trees. 

The Master Plan acknowledges: 
"While it is, of course, impossible to 
turn back the clock and return the 
Battleground to its exact 1836 condi-
tion, it is possible to specify a num-
ber of achievable steps that will, over 
time, bring the site much closer to its 
original condition than it is today."1

One change that the plan recommends 
is to remove the reflecting pool. This 
feature now covers the site of that low 

Master Planning the San Jacinto  
Battleground State Historic Site

by Michael Strutt

About the author: Director 
of Cultural Resources for 
Texas Parks and Wildlife, 
Michael Strutt is responsible 
for historic preservation and 
archeological issues on all TPWD 
lands. Strutt has his masters 
degree in anthropology and 
historic archeology from the 
College of William and Mary, 
and has completed all but his 
dissertation for a Ph.D. in historic 
preservation from the Center for 
Historic Preservation at Middle 
Tennessee State University. 
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lying swale which allowed the Texans to 
pass un-noticed up to the Mexican front, 
hiding their advance until they were 
nearly on the rise where the monument 
now sits. An early twentieth century 
Army Corps of Engineers map clearly 
shows the swale. In creating the reflect-
ing pool and road, a large area around 
the swale was smoothed out, erasing 
a vital piece of the landscape that the 
modern visitor needs to understand how 
topography played a role in the outcome 
of the battle. The Texas landscape gave 
birth to Texas independence, but this 
will be difficult to understand until 
the historic scene has been restored. 

Roads that wind through the site 
today are slated to be removed, giv-
ing visitors a different way to visit the 
battlefield. Pathways through the site 
will allow for greater interpretive op-
portunities on the field. The markers 
currently on the battleground simply 
state that one group or another passed 
nearby. The master plan layout gives 
greater access to the land, thereby open-
ing opportunities for interpreting various 
aspects of the battle and participants.

One goal of the master plan is 
to create eleven development zones 
within the battleground. These zones 
will help redefine areas of the site that 
are related to the events of the battle 
and will restore parts of the historic 
landscape. Other zones will serve as 
recreation or operations areas within the 
site. The prairie, forests, and wetlands 
that existed in 1836 will be restored 
because students cannot otherwise 
envision “grass as tall as a horse’s belly” 
as reported by soldiers in Sam Houston’s 
Texas Army on the field in 1836. A 
commemorative zone is planned for 
the area near the battleship. This zone 
will contain all the commemorative 
memorials that have been placed at 
the battleground over the years. A new 
visitors’ center is recommended as the 
orientation locus for the battleground 
and battleship. Other zones include an 
area that buffers the site from modern 
development, an entryway to the site, 
and the operations/maintenance area. 

In August 2004, TPWD 
commissioned a cultural landscape 

report focusing on the landscape as 
it existed at the time of the battle.2

The report is intended to support the 
development goals of the master plan. 
Research for the report focused on 
documents and site features that help 
in understanding the “character of the 
early nineteenth century landscape.”3

This report is critical to being able to 
undertake the recommended changes 
outlined in the master plan. The cultural 
landscape report’s maps illustrate the 
look and feel of the scene at the time of 
the battle, while also detailing changes 
in the landscape through time. 

To support changes to the site 
suggested in the master plan, research is 
underway by historians and archeologists 
on various parts of the site. While 
many books exist about the battle 
and there are markers positioned on 
the field by veterans of that eventful 
day, questions remain. The markers 
were placed there many years ago, but 
many years after the events of April 21, 
1836. Things changed between 1836 
and 1901 when aged veterans visited 
the site and showed the Daughters of 
the Republic of Texas where to put 
markers. Archeological studies currently 
underway are focusing on locating the 
center of the most intense fighting, and 
following the route of Mexican retreat. 

This work will take time to locate all 
the pieces of the historic puzzle. 

In the meantime, TPWD and our 
partners are moving forward with 
strategies to implement pieces of the 
master plan that can be accomplished 
as soon as funding becomes available. 
Many of the planned projects at the 
site hinge on obtaining funding from 
the State Legislature, but private funds 
raised by the Friends of the San Jacinto 
Battleground are paying for some of 
the archeological and historical studies 
as well as restoration projects. The 
information gathered now will pave the 
way for enhanced interpretation of the 
site, and in making sound management 
decisions about placing new facilities and 
re-establishing the historic landscape. 
The final implementation of the 
master plan is still a long way off. In 
the end, the battleground may look 
slightly different than envisioned by the 
master planners—much will depend 
on funding levels and the archeological 
research currently underway. However, 
the intention is to create a more 
comprehensible landscape, one that is 
user-friendly and understandable in 
broad terms for the modern visitor trying 
to glimpse the battle in their mind’s eye 
through the smoke of the musket fire. 

San Jacinto Battleground State Historic Site, January 2005. Courtesy TBG Partners, Schematic 
Design Package
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At the Texas Parks & Wildlife Department (TPWD), it is our goal to restore 
the land, air and water of the 1,200-acre San Jacinto Battleground landscape 
to a condition much like it was at the time of the 1836 battle. Of course, a 
restored site would make it easier for visitors to visualize the battle, but perhaps 
just as important, it also would preserve an example of a vanishing coastal 
ecosystem for wildlife for visitors of this and future generations. San Jacinto is 
one of the few places within an hour’s drive of Houston where such a diversity 
of native habitats and wildlife can be seen. In fact, the native prairie, tidal 
marsh and bottomland forests of the San Jacinto Battleground State Historic 
Site are some of the last remaining examples of such habitats in this area. Two 
hundred years ago, such habitats dominated the coastal plain, but the alteration 
of natural forces (such as naturally occurring fires), the introduction of exotic 
species (such as Chinese tallow trees), and the manipulation of the land (such 
as farming, grazing and building) has drastically altered the landscape.

Restoring the Ecosystem of the 
San Jacinto Battleground: 
Land, Air, & Water

by Russ Kuykendall

About the author: Russ Kuykendall 
has worked for the Texas Parks & 

Wildlife Department at the San Jacinto 
Battleground State Historic Site for more 

than eleven years in various positions, rising to 
the top post in March 2005. Kuykendall earned MPA 

and BBA degrees from Angelo State University.
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Land: native tall-grass prairie
In 1836, most of the battlefield 

was open prairie. Bands of trees lined 
the bluffs overlooking the marsh 
and the creeks and gullies that emp-
tied into it, and a few small islands 
of trees dotted the landscape, but 
otherwise, the battle was fought in 
grass “as tall as a horse’s belly.” 

Native tall-grass prairie, dominated 
as it historically was by little bluestem, 
big bluestem, Indian grass and switch 
grass, has become quite rare. Less than 
1 percent of the original coastal prairie 
remains. One 100-acre section had 
been denuded of grasses so completely 
that we are restoring it by planting 
seeds collected from a nearby prairie 
remnant. Many species of wildlife that 
depend on these grasslands have been 
extirpated from the area, including the 
Attwater prairie chicken, black-tailed 
jackrabbit, Texas horned lizard, Ameri-
can bison, and numerous songbirds. 

Today, most of the prairie is being 
restored through seasonal mowing and 
rest. Between mowings, the prairie can 
look quite shaggy as the native grasses 
are still in the process of replacing 
ragweed, dewberry and other weedy 
plants that prospered under past over-
grazing and under-mowing. Currently, 
we mow individual prairie areas each 
spring and/or each winter. This gives 
native grasses all summer and fall to 
mature, flower and produce seed. We 
hope to incorporate a regular schedule 
of controlled burning into our mow-
ing cycle to discourage the growth of 
Chinese tallow and other woody plants 
and help return nutrients to the soil. 

The site is located amidst a heavily 
industrialized area and has stringent 
air quality standards, but permits can 
be obtained from regulatory agencies 
and nearby cities to proceed with this 
more “natural” approach to restoration 
once our staff is trained in the tech-
niques of wild land fire suppression. 

Land: bottomland forest 
As the coastal rivers meander back 

and forth in their shallow valleys, they 
leave behind terraces and floodplains 
dominated by marshes, swamps and 

hardwood forests. These riparian for-
ests dissect the coastal prairies, adding 
tremendously to the diversity of the 
ecosystem; providing homes and criti-
cal foraging habitat to many species of 
resident and migratory wildlife. These 
forests, like the marshes and prairies, 
have been reduced to a small fraction of 
their original area by logging and clear-
ing. At the east end of the site, there 
is a small remnant forest with some 
mature trees up to three feet in diam-
eter. The forest that is visible across 
the marsh from the trail is younger, 
having sprung up on soils deposited 
by dredging throughout most of the 
twentieth century. This diverse for-
est has been planted from seeds which 
floated from upstream forests during 
floods. Its trees have formed a dense 

canopy that provides most of the bio-
logical benefits of a more mature forest.

Water: tidal marsh 
Between the forested shoreline and 

the tall-grass prairie lies a tidal marsh, 
a transition area from uplands to 
wetlands. Patches of bunched grass—
marshhay cordgrass—that is different 
from both the grass of the open marsh 
and the grass of the prairie is abun-
dant in this area. Marshhay cordgrass 
dominates a unique habitat called high 
marsh. High marsh is sometimes in-
undated by saltwater—but not on a 
daily basis, as low marsh is. Most of 
the San Jacinto marsh may have been 
high marsh before subsidence lowered 
the land in the mid-twentieth century.

The tall grass that dominates the tidal 
marsh today is smooth cordgrass, which 
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is specifically 
adapted to 
the daily 
cycle of the 
tides. At one 
time, many 
thousands 
of acres 
of cord-

grass marshes lined the coves, 
flats, channels and floodplains 
of the Galveston Bay system. 

These tidal marshes are extremely 
important for wildlife and play a role 
in the life cycle of most commercially 
important seafood species, in-
cluding shrimp, crabs, spotted 
weakfish, red drum and floun-
der. Many species of shorebirds, 
wading birds, and resident and 
migratory waterfowl also de-
pend on these marshes. Other 
wildlife you might see in the 
San Jacinto marsh includes river 
otter, diamondback terrapin, 
and nutria (an exotic rodent 
resembling a beaver). Keep an 
eye out for the cottonmouth! 
This poisonous water moc-
casin is a common predator 
at San Jacinto. Tidal marshes 
also absorb pollutants and moder-
ate flood waters. Today, anything that 
impacts tidal wetlands is regulated 
by the Federal Clean Water Act. 

The marsh at San Jacinto was com-
pletely converted to open water in the 
mid-to-late-1900s by subsidence caused 
by pumping tremendous volumes of 
water out of the ground for industry. 
It was restored to a tidal marsh in the 
1990s by pumping clean sand and 
sediment into the marsh from the 
adjacent San Jacinto River (Houston 
Ship Channel). A shoreline erosion 
control project undertaken prior to 
the marsh restoration ensured the in-
tegrity of the shoreline along the San 
Jacinto River—which served as the 
northern border of the marsh cell be-
ing restored. Crouch Environmental 
Services secured funding from Texaco, 
Inc., and, in cooperation with Texas 
Department of Transportation, TPWD 
placed rap material along the shoreline.

TPWD led the wetlands restoration 
project, with help from the U.S. Army 
Corps of Engineers, Texas Natural 
Resources Conservation Commission 
(now Texas Commission on Environ-
mental Quality), U.S. Fish & Wildlife 
Service, Cemex Docks, Bertron Electric 
Generating Station (now NRG), the 
Texas General Land Office, Natural 
Resource Damage Assessment Trustees, 
the Port of Houston Authority, King-
fisher Marine, J.D. Ivey and Sons, and 
Entrix Environmental Consultants. Ob-
viously, the project to restore all of the 
tidal wetlands at San Jacinto is ongoing.

Land: the marsh trail
TPWD submitted a trail project 

in its 1999 grant cycle for a 700-foot 
asphalt trail, and by April 2002 it was 
complete and open to the public. This 
trail begins at the north side of the drive 
that circles the monument, then crosses 
the native prairie and connects to an 
additional five hundred feet of board-
walk trail that travels across a portion 
of the restored tidal marsh. An elevated 
viewing platform was constructed later, 
along with an additional four hundred 
feet of boardwalk that now connects 
the marsh with the hardwood forest. 
Another elevated viewing platform 
will be built here later. This American 
Disability Act (ADA)-accessible trail 
will then meander along the shoreline 
of the San Jacinto River and eventu-
ally form an approximately three-mile 
loop once the project is completed. 

The trail construction was made pos-
sible by a Coastal Management Program 
grant through the Texas General Land 
Office, along with grants from the U.S. 
Fish and Wildlife Service, Galveston 
Bay Estuary Program (NOAA), and the 
National Fish and Wildlife Foundation. 
Partners include the Texas Department 
of Transportation, Telephone Pioneers 
of Texas, Environmental Institute of 
Houston, University of Houston Clear 
Lake, Duke Energy, Ducks Unlimited, 
NRG (formerly Texas Genco) Texas 
Natural Resource Damage Assessment 
(NRDA) Trustees, the Galveston Dis-
trict Office of the U.S. Army Corps of 

Engineers, and Harris County 
Adult Probation Office.  

On December 6, 2004, the 
White House presented the 
San Jacinto Marsh project with 
a Coastal America Award, 
in association with the Texas 
Corporate Wetlands Restora-
tion Partnership. The award 
recognized both the effort to 
restore the marsh and the ac-
companying trail system. 

Air
In 2005, the Friends of the 

San Jacinto Battleground commis-
sioned Gary Spaid, a chemical engineer 
with thirty-five years of industrial 
experience in both large and small 
companies, to assess chemical and other 
industrial hazards imposed on the site 
by its neighbors. A consultant now, 

Engineers, and Harris County 
Adult Probation Office.  

White House presented the 
San Jacinto Marsh project with 
a Coastal America Award, 
in association with the Texas 
Corporate Wetlands Restora-
tion Partnership. The award 
recognized both the effort to 
restore the marsh and the ac-
companying trail system. 

Air

San Jacinto Battleground commis-

is specifically 
adapted to 
the daily 
cycle of the 
tides. At one 
time, many 
thousands 
of acres 
of cord

grass marshes lined the coves, 
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Industrial neighbors surround the site. Photo: Abbie Salyers
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Spaid specializes in safety, health, en-
vironmental, and community affairs. 

Among other things, he advised the 
battleground to continue—and step 
up—its participation in industrial and 
local emergency planning committees, 
citizen advisory councils, and other 
safety groups. “Two-way outreach is a 
crucial part of managing risk,” Spaid 
said. Steps, many of them simple, are 
now being undertaken by industry, the 
park, and its non-profit supporters to 
foster visitor safety as the site contin-
ues to grow in importance and visita-
tion. Just one example of this closer 
cooperation is an emergency commu-
nications network dubbed State Park 
Industrial Neighbors (S.P.I.N.). The 
plants advise the park about changes 
in their operations, and the site ad-
vises the plants of high traffic events. 

What’s ahead?
A second cell of tidal marsh has yet 

to be restored. Once archeological 
survey work is completed and suitable 
dredge material can be located, we plan 
to complete work on this important 
ecosystem. In addition, efforts will 
continue to revive the original prairie 
grasses and reforestation along the 
shoreline of the San Jacinto River to 
more accurately reflect 1836 conditions. 

A second viewing platform where 
the marsh boardwalk connects to the 
hardwood forest is underway. Concrete 
footings have been poured and connect-
ing brackets attached for the remaining 
construction needed for this ADA-com-
pliant feature. Efforts to bid out the 
project in late 2005 failed due to high 
material and labor costs associated with 
both Hurricanes Katrina and Rita.

Work to remove or control non-na-
tive and other woody species—as well 
as noxious weeds found all across the 
prairie—are ongoing, and seeding of 
native grasses will also be conducted to 
ensure the site’s efforts to reflect reports 
by Texan soldiers in 1836 of “grass as 
high as a horse’s belly.” The reforesta-
tion of the shoreline will involve plant-
ing seedlings of trees such as Loblolly 
Pine, Sweet Gum, Green Ash, Overcup 
Oak, Willow Oak, Pecan, Black Gum, 
Bald Cypress, Coastal Live Oak, and 
other native species. 
These specimens will 
closely reflect the trees 
found at the time of the 
Battle of San Jacinto, 
on April 21, 1836.

TPWD will lead the 
effort to complete the 
various battleground 
restoration projects 
in cooperation with 
the park’s support 
group, the Friends of 
the San Jacinto Battle-
ground, and with the 
assistance of partners 
such as the Shell Oil 
Company and Ducks 
Unlimited.  Ducks Un-
limited and Shell each 
will fund approximately 
$38,000 on the second 
elevated viewing plat-
form on the marsh trail.  
Shell is also providing 
nearly $10,000 on re-
forestation and just over 
$100,000 for prairie res-
toration for a total con-
tribution of $150,000.  
Later phases will require 

just over $1 million in funding. These 
include various sections of the three-
mile trail loop. They will be segmented 
into three separate projects to make 
them both more manageable and af-
fordable. If you would like to help 
restore this important icon to better 
teach the children of tomorrow about 
their Texas heritage, give me a call. 

Roseate Spoonbills in flight: nearly 200 birds - including protected and endangered species are found at the site. Photo: Abbie Salyers

Spoonbills sitting on branches with monument in background. 
Photo:Abbie Salyers
Spoonbills sitting on branches with monument in background. 
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T he battlefield at San Jacinto 
was long assumed to be an 
archeological slate wiped 

clean. It was assumed that what 
souvenir hunters had not carried away 
had been covered by Ship Channel 
dredge spoil. Previous archeological 
work at the site had been restricted to 
the ground disturbance “footprints” 
of specific projects such as utility 
lines and other improvements, and, 
perhaps critically, none of these 
prior investigations appear to have 
utilized metal detectors. Whatever 
the reason, no first-hand evidence of 
the battle had been obtained by these 
small survey excavations. In matters 
archeological, however, ultimate 
authority rests with what comes 
out of the ground, and rumors of 
finds outside the site suggested that 
conventional wisdom might be flawed. 

First Systematic Archeological 
Research Investigation at 
San Jacinto Battleground 
State Historical Site

The Texas Parks and Wildlife 
Department, the San Jacinto Historical 
Advisory Board, and the Friends of 
San Jacinto Battleground ensured 
that systematic research archeology 
was included among the tasks to 
be carried out by a park planning 
consulting team. Moore Archeological 
Consulting, Inc. (MAC) was selected 
to conduct these investigations in the 
vicinity of the Mexican Army camp. 
Recovery of significant quantities of 
indisputable battle-related artifacts from 

the Mexican camp 
quickly overturned 
the assumption that 
no trace remained of 
the battle. We were 
more than relieved 
and frankly ecstatic 
to discover that some 
chalk marks and 
smudges do indeed 
remain on the slate 
of the San Jacinto 
Battlefield. Our task 
is now to read these 
marks intelligently to 
see if they can tell us 
anything new about 
this critical conflict. 

Work so far has been 
limited to three general 
areas. A small amount of work has been 
done in the area of the Texas camp, 
significant sampling has been done in 
the aforementioned area of the Mexican 
camp, and a swath along the shoreline 
of Peggy Lake has been surveyed.

Synopsis of the Battle 
and its Significance

This synopsis of the battle is based 
on letters from various participants 
as well as the traditional account. 
Many of the events in this timeline 
may have left physical imprints 
that can still be discerned if we 
are able to look for them.

April 20, 1836 
Texas forces (ca. 700 men) meet •	
with Mexican forces (ca. 800 

men) at the confluence of Buffalo 
Bayou and the San Jacinto River.
The Mexican infantry probes the •	
Texas position in the tree line 
and is repulsed by artillery fire.
An artillery duel between the single •	
Mexican cannon and the two 
Texas cannon lasts much of the 
afternoon with no real results.
An attempt by the Texas cavalry •	
to attack the retreating Mexican 
artillery piece is repulsed by 
the Mexican cavalry.
Both sides retreat to encampments. •	
The Mexican units build a breastwork 
out of packs, saddles and brush.
The Mexican army is reinforced in •	
the evening by General Cos with 
approximately five hundred men.

April 21, 1836 
Neither side engages the other •	
throughout the morning.
Around 3 p.m. the Texas forces •	
form in line in a low spot in the 
battlefield and advance toward 
the Mexican defenses. 
The Mexican forces recognize •	
the advance late and attempt 
to form up to meet it.
Texas cannon and sharpshooter fire •	
strike the Mexican forces before a 
line of battle can be established.

The Battle as Told by Archeology:  
A Story to Be Cont inued…
by Roger G. Moore, Ph.D., R.P.A., and Douglas Mangum

About the Authors:

Roger G. Moore, Ph.D., R.P.A., founded Moore Archeological Consulting, 
Inc., of Houston, Texas, in 1982. His dissertation focused upon 
Southeast Texas hunters and gatherers over the last 2000 years. 

Douglas Mangum, a graduate of the University of Texas in Austin, has worked on 
archeological sites in Scotland, England, Mississippi, New Mexico, and Texas, 
before joining Moore Archeological Consulting. He acts as GIS manager for 
the firm and has developed many of the maps for the San Jacinto project. 

2003 aerial photograph of San Jacinto Battlefield. All photos, unless 
otherwise noted, courtesy Moore Archeological Consulting, Inc. (MAC)
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Texas infantry swarms over the •	
Mexican breastwork and drives 
their opponents towards a boggy 
stream behind their position.
Mexican forces break and •	
flee. Many are killed trying 
to cross the boggy creek. 
Texans essentially capture or kill •	
entire Mexican force while losing 
fewer than thirty killed and wounded.

April 22, 1836 
Gen. Santa Anna captured •	
fleeing on foot.

From the perspective of the 
number of participants (roughly 
2,000 total) and the time it took (less 
than twenty minutes for the main 
conflict), the battle of San Jacinto 
was little more than a skirmish. 
However, its outcome was far-
reaching as readers will appreciate. 

The Battle as Artifact
San Jacinto may have been a 

particularly brief battle, but no battle 
lasts more than an instant in the 
timeframe of archeology. We are 
accustomed typically to excavating sites 
that were utilized for tens to thousands 
of years. Battlefield archeology is most 
exciting and yields the most insight 
when the dynamic and ephemeral 
character of conflict and its intent are 
central precepts of analysis. Battles in 
history are semi-organized projections 
of force between groups of men, and 
that force has been projected at the 
level of hand-to-hand conflict through 
the movement of armed men, on foot 
or on horseback. Attack from afar is 
accomplished by the flight through the 
air of physical projectiles, from the first 
cast of a spear to the relative perfection 
of the nineteenth century gun. 

Movement and intent are key 
concepts for conflict archeology 
because battles are not “constructed”—
once begun, they simply happen, 
resulting in scatters of arms, projectiles, 
personal items, and ultimately human 
remains across the landscape. With 
the significant exceptions of collection 
of booty and the burial or scavenging 
of human and animal remains, 
nobody tidies up after a battle. The 
miscellaneous debris of combat and 
especially the aerial projections of 

force (bullets and cannonballs) remain 
where they fall unless disturbed by 
cultivation or construction. And, 
as the result of an archeologically 
distinctive and virtually instantaneous 
event, no confusing second or third 
layers of occupation are added to the 
archeological record of a battlefield 
unless the ground is soon fought over 
again. The distribution of artifacts 
across the hallowed landscape thus 
becomes a lens to peer through the “fog 
of war” despite the passage of 170 years.

Data Recovery Methods 
The stereotypical image of an 

archeologist digging large, square 
holes by hand in hopes of finding 
artifacts does not apply here for the 
reasons outlined above. Instead, the 
investigations at San Jacinto have, and 
will continue to rely heavily on metal 
detectors—in fact, the use of metal 
detectors and volunteer operators to 
find the artifacts was essential to the 
success of this investigation. Efforts 
to recover artifacts using traditional 
archeological sampling methodology 
would be prohibitively expensive and 
time consuming with no 
guarantee of equal results. 
Additionally, it is reasonable 
to expect that a large 
percentage of the possible 
artifacts associated with the 
battle will be made of metal. 
The volunteer operators 
bring a level of expertise in 
the use of their machines 
that could not be matched 
by professional archeologists, 
who typically have little 
experience using metal 
detectors. The subtleties 
of the machines and their 
effective use are as much 
an art form as a science. 

By teaming the volunteer 
metal detector operators with 
professional and avocational 
archeologists, MAC 
achieved the combination 
of maximum artifact 
retrieval with assurance 
of full documentation. 
Each operator was teamed 

with a MAC staff member and an 
Archeological Steward. At all times 
MAC staff members were present 
when excavations and artifact 
retrieval took place. MAC staffers 
or stewards recovered and bagged 
all artifacts and kept field notes. 

When a team found a “hit,” efforts 
were made to determine the size 
and potential depth of the artifact. 
The size of the hole excavated was 
dependent on this effort. Archeologists 
and stewards attempted to minimize 
the size and depth of the excavation 
to what was absolutely necessary 
to recover the artifact. Excavations 
were filled back in immediately after 
recordation with the total station.

A Sokkia Set 6F total station was 
used to gather the location data for 
each artifact. Permanent benchmarks 
close to the work area were created 
and used to set up the blocks within 
the Project Area. This allowed for a 
high level of accuracy and precision 
in recording the location of the 
artifacts. This effort was critical to 

Archeologists, Stewards, and volunteers working in Mexican 
camp area. Photo: Peter E. Price
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the investigation because it allowed 
us to look for both large and small 
patterns in the distribution of the 
artifacts. Large patterns could include 
spread of shot from artillery rounds 
and distribution of fired musket balls. 
Small patterns could include items 
dropped by a single individual or 
items scattered around a campfire. 

Blocks
For the sake of time and control it 

was necessary to limit the excavations 
to a sample of the available areas. 
With this in mind, “blocks” were 
established within each general area to 
be examined. The initial blocks were 
placed to maximize coverage of each 
area while not surveying the whole. 
Additional blocks were added later 
in efforts to follow real or perceived 
patterns of artifacts found in other 
blocks. On the main battleground, 
blocks were typically 900 or 3,600 
square meters in size, but exceptions 
occurred as necessary. During the 
Peggy Lake work, blocks were made 
up of as many 60-by-60 meter sub-
blocks as could be fit into the area 
cleared for the weekend’s work.

On the main battleground work, 
a series of two-meter-wide lanes 
were set within each block until the 
whole area was covered. Teams were 
assigned lanes and examined them 
completely. The same basic pattern 
was followed during the Peggy Lake 
work, but with teams being assigned 
sub-blocks rather than lanes. 

Once a field day was completed, 
work in the lab began. The data from 
the total station was immediately 
downloaded into a GIS mapping 
system (ArcView) and examined for 
potential rough patterning of the 
artifacts. At this point, the recovered 
artifacts were distinguished on the 
plots only by their field classifications 
as “battle-related,” “historic metal,” 
or “other”. Patterns that were 
immediately obvious might lead to 
setting of new investigation blocks. 

The lab then began to clean, identify 
and catalog artifacts. Corrections 
were made to the initial divisions 

of artifact types. 
Further divisions were 
made where possible 
including uniform 
parts (buttons, 
insignia etc.), gun 
parts (ram rods, lock-
plate screws), and 
by size of musket 
balls. These results 
were combined with 
the initial location 
data and examined 
in detail for more 
subtle patterns. Such 
patterns included 
examination of 
the distribution 
of different sizes of 
musket balls, based on 
the understanding that the Mexican 
Army was predominantly armed 
with English Brown Bess .75-
caliber muskets while the Texans 
were armed with a wider array of 
calibers and musket and rifle types. 

After artifacts had been fully 
cataloged, they were sent to 
conservation laboratories at Texas 
A&M University where the items 
were treated to prevent further 
decay. The material was next 
transferred to the Texas Parks and 
Wildlife Department for permanent 
safekeeping and eventual exhibit. 

Results
Twin Sisters 

One of the most interesting finds 
from this work was the recovery of two 
artillery canister bases. Canister shot 
would have been the most likely and 
most useful type of shot used by the 
artillery on the field that day. Canister 
is essentially a shotgun shell for 
cannon, except that the shell (canister 
casing) is expelled out the barrel along 
with the shot. The bases we found are 
literally the bottoms of the cans that 
had held the shot, and these bases 
had clearly been fired because each 
bore a symmetrical pattern of dimples 
that reflected the positions of the 
approximately 1.2- to 1.3-inch shot 
balls in the canister. Both were found 
in the area of Mexican retreat goods, 

which suggests that they were fired 
from one or both of the Twin Sisters. 
There have long been questions about 
the size of the Twins and whether 
they were firing formal shot or some 
sort of expedient projectiles (chopped 
up horseshoes being a popular 
suggestion). The radii of the canister 
bases confirms with virtual certainty 
that they were fired from six-pound 
cannon (referring to the weight of a 
cannon ball that would fit the barrel). 
The dimples found on the bases and 
the iron bases themselves suggest that 
at least some formally manufactured 
canister shot was available to the 
Texas side on the day of the battle. 

Mexican Camp
Our work in the Mexican camp 

was situated within (though it did 
not completely cover) the traditional 
locations of the breastwork and the 
camp. Despite this placement, elements 
of the finds were more suggestive of 
a retreat zone rather than the main 
area of conflict. For example, more 
than ninety percent of the musket 
balls found in this area were dropped 
rather than fired. Additionally, little 
in the way of camp goods was found. 
The most frequently found battle-
related artifacts, aside from musket 
balls, were uniform parts, musket 
related artifacts, and a small number 
of personal items. Though it is likely 
that useable camp-related items would 

1930 Tobin aerial of San Jacinto Battlefield, prior to construction  
of monument.
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have been scavenged by the Texas 
army, it is also probable that many 
small or unwanted items would have 
been missed or left behind. Yet little 
of the sort has been found so far. The 
scarcity of such finds suggests that the 
location of the camp and breastworks 
may be somewhat different than 
traditionally believed or the paucity 
of surviving camp-related artifacts 
may be due to the brief duration of 
the camp itself. Or the scarcity of 
camp artifacts may reflect a bias of the 
collection technique employed—in 
other words, most camp artifacts 
simply may be non-metallic. A more 
exhaustive recovery method such as 
manual excavation must be employed 
across the area before we dismiss 
the traditional campsite location. 

Further investigations in the broader 
potential breastworks and campground 
area are necessary to determine 
decisively what is reflected in the 
artifact patterning. But we can already 
celebrate the fact that this patterning 
definitely survives and holds meaning. 
We are finding clusters of musket balls 
that probably represent the abandoned 
cartridge boxes of individual Mexican 
soldiers. Matching bullet mold scars 
may allow us to link individual soldiers 
into large units, or follow their path in 
flight from their foe. High-information 
artifacts like the Battalion Guerrerro 
chest-plates simplify the location of 
troop units on the ground. The position 
of the canister shot bases tells us not 
only about the size and ammunition 
of the Twin Sisters, but also hints at 
their firing positions at a critical points 
in the battle. Live fire experiments 

with replica canister ammunition 
can refine our understanding of the 
range and effect of these weapons. 

Texas Camp
Work so far in the area of the Texas 

camp has been limited to a single day 
of detecting in a fifty-square-meter 
block near the park headquarters. 
Though more than one hundred 
artifacts were found, none could be 
related to the battle. Examination 
of aerial photographs suggests that 
some previous construction may have 
impacted this area and eradicated 
any possible battle related items.

Peggy Lake
Work in the Peggy Lake area was 

conducted in the summer of 2005. 
This work was confined to a relatively 
narrow band between an access road 
and the modern shore of the lake. This 
work was complicated by the fact that 
at least three homesteads were located 
here after the battle. Numerous artifacts 
were recovered during the fieldwork, 
but most were determined to relate to 
these later occupations. In all, only 
twenty-seven battle-related items were 
recovered; most of these were unfired 
musket balls. All evidence suggests that 
this area was part of the precipitous 
retreat of the Mexican soldiers after 
the Texans broke their lines. 

Artifacts
We have already mentioned that 

the most numerous items from the 
battlefield were those intended to be 
flung about at high speed and with bad 
intent, such as the musket balls and 
canister bases. Personal items included 
two parts of a broken fork or spoon, 

two Mexican coins (one a Spanish 
Colonial half real, the other a Mexican 
Republic eight real, both silver), two 
buttons (one with the Mexican Eagle 
symbol), more than a dozen buckles of 
various types, a spur and a number of 
insignia. These last included two horn 
decorations, a lion’s head in profile 
and the two striking brass cross-belt 
plates with BG° inscribed in flowing 
script on them. The BG° plates were 
determined to be from the Battalion 
Guerrero, one of the “permanent” 
battalions with Santa Anna at San 
Jacinto. Among the musket-related 
items found were five ramrods, two 
lock plate screws, a broken gun tool 
such as would have been used on 
the screws, a broken frisson, two 
gunflints, and an entire bayonet. It 
is likely that most of these were from 
the Brown Bess musket that was the 
mainstay of the Mexican infantry.

Interdisciplinary Approaches
This project has been the effort of 

an interdisciplinary team including 
historians, archeologists, and other 
scientists. Some of the principle 
outside contributions came from 
the following individuals. 

Douglas D. Scott, Ph.D. (formerly 
with the U.S. Parks Service and known 
for his work at the Little Big Horn and 
Palo Alto battlefields) conducted the 
examination of all lead shot recovered 
during the investigation of the Mexican 
camp. This study showed that less than 
10 percent of these had actually been 
fired. He was also able to determine 
that some balls had come from the 
same bullet mold and made many other 

Bayonet, possibly Brown Bess Musket. Canister shot base, fired. Two musket balls and one buckshot.
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valuable qualitative and quantitative 
observations regarding the bullets. 

Michael E. Ketterer, Ph.D. 
(Chemistry Dept., University of 
Northern Arizona) carried out a study 
of the isotopic signature of twenty 
lead samples removed from musket 
balls and ingots found during the 
Mexican camp investigation. These 
isotopic signatures are unique to 
particular lead deposits and therefore 
identify the mining source of the raw 
material. He determined that five of 
the samples were from the Mississippi 
River Valley and thus were most 
likely Texan in origin. Fourteen of the 
remaining samples were disclosed as 
of Mexican origin, while the mining 
source of one item was indeterminate.

Mark Everett, Ph.D. (Geophysics 
Dept., Texas A&M University) and 
graduate student Carl Pierce conducted 
an experimental electromagnetic survey 
of limited areas of the park. This study 
suggested that there may be items 
more deeply buried than can be found 
with hand held metal detectors. Two 
significant artifacts (a musket ramrod 
and a broken musket tool) were found 
during the electromagnetic survey. 

Peter E. Price, GISP (North Harris 
College) provided both direct and 
technical support to the Geographical 
Information System (GIS) mapping 
efforts. He geo-referenced many 
historic maps and aerial photographs 
of the battlefield, enabling us to 
accurately plot the locations of historic 
features on the modern landscape. 

He also resolved innumerable GIS 
problems that have been encountered 
over the period of the project. 

Future Objectives
The work conducted at San Jacinto 

only scratches the surface. Our work 
raised as many questions as it answered. 
For example, the ambiguity of results 
so far in the Mexican camp area 
underlines the need for significantly 
more work. This work will involve 
expansion of the detector survey into 
more blocks, as well as using alternative 
remote sensing devices such as ground 
penetrating radar and more sensitive 
electromagnetics to locate artifacts and 
features. We can expect eventually to 
identify definitively the location of the 
camp and the main area of conflict, 
including the Mexican breastwork. 
We will also look in earnest for the 
Texas camp and evidence of the 
cannon duel from the day before 
the main battle. Additional work is 
also planned for the location of the 
new visitor’s center for the park. 

We are currently preparing a 
proposal for an experimental live 
firing of a six-pounder cannon, using 
replica canister rounds, in order to 
determine the fall of individual shot 
and fragments of the canister. This 
experiment will allow us to better 
understand the potential firing 
locations of the Twin Sisters on the 
day of the battle. Should shot and 
additional canister fragments be 
found during future excavations, 
comparing their patterning to the 
experimental results may allow us 

to determine the range of possible 
firing positions of the cannon.

Battlefield archeology applied to 
San Jacinto has already provided both 
insights and artifacts to expand the 
experience of visitors to this hallowed 
ground. Continued multidisciplinary 
research promises to fill minds as 
well as display cabinets with a clearer 
image of this important conflict. 

Possible Shalo decoration. Spur with intact rowel.

Battalion Guerrero cross belt plate.
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The Battleship Texas served for 
thirty-four years. She patrolled the 
North Sea during World War I, 
participated in the invasion of North 
Africa and the D-Day landings at 
Normandy. She bombarded the shores 
at Iwo Jima and Okinawa, and carried 
troops home at the end of the war.1 Yet 
today sitting in a safe harbor on the 
Houston Ship Channel, she is in as 
much danger of destruction as when 
she was amidst Kamikaze’s in the 
Pacific Theater. If she continues to rest 
in the waters of the Channel, she will 
likely deteriorate from the corrosive 
effects of water, weather, and time. 

In 1948, the Navy decommissioned 
Texas in an elaborate ceremony held 
on San Jacinto Day, April 21, to mark 
her arrival at her new home on the 
grounds of the San Jacinto Battlefield. 
Her lower compartments were flooded 

with water to settle her in the mud at 
the bottom of the newly dredged slip, 
where she remained for the next forty 
years. During this time, she welcomed 
numerous visitors and faced both the 
good and the bad associated with 
tourism. Most came to enjoy her history 
and pay their respects to her veterans, 
but unfortunately, many others left 
marks of their visit through vandalism 
and litter, while the mud, water, 
wind, and rain wrought havoc on the 
physical structure of the ship. A June 
1972 Houston Chronicle article reported 
that the Texas was “under attack” 
from neglect and insufficient funding, 
both of which had allowed rust and 
decay to take their toll on the ship.2 

By the early 1980s, concerns with 
the leadership of the Battleship Texas 
Commission led to the decision to 
turn over control of the ship to the 

Texas Parks and Wildlife Department 
(TPWD). Now that the ship had an 
annual budget and professional staff 
for the first time, TPWD instituted a 
series of evaluations and improvements 
to determine a future interpretive plan 
and to repair the damage done over 
the previous thirty-five years. After 
a vigorous fund raising campaign 
the staff received the $15 million 
necessary to dry dock the ship from 
1988 – 1990. While at Todd Shipyard 
in Galveston, Texas received a new 
pine deck, a fresh coat of paint, a new 
complement of anti-aircraft guns, and 
numerous smaller internal structural 
repairs. In addition, approximately 
40 percent of her hull steel was 
replaced. In the sixteen years since 
she returned to her slip, this time 
floating, not buried, the staff has 
continued to restore more spaces and 
improve her structural condition.3

About the Author: Abbie Salyers received her B.A. in 
History with a concentration in Publi c History from 
James Madison University. She is currently working 
towards at Ph.D. in History at Rice University with a 
special focus on military history and museum studies. 
She is also a volunteer at the Battleship Texas.

The Battleship Texas in her berth at San Jacinto Battleground State Historic Site. Photo: Abbie Salyers

by Abbie Salyers
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Unfortunately, the small staff and 
limited budget does not allow for the 
extent of repairs that are necessary to 
return the ship to even a minimum of 
Navy standards. During her years of 
active service, Texas visited dry-docks 
or received some amount of dockside 
maintenance every few months, in 
addition to the constant routine repairs 
carried out daily by the 1600 man 
crew. The traditional life span of a ship 
like Texas was only ten to fifteen years, 
and she served thirty four in active 
service and is currently in her ninety-
second year. Today the extent 
of her corrosion and damage 
necessitate lengthy, costly, and 
labor intensive repairs that 
are impossible in her current 
location and financial situation.

The short term solution 
would be a period in dry-
dock, similar to that of 1988 
– 1990 at Todd Shipyard. 
However, this choice has 
numerous drawbacks. First, 
Todd Shipyard no longer has 
the facilities large enough to 
accommodate a 30,000 ton 
ship, which would require Texas 
to travel across the Gulf of 
Mexico to Mobile, Alabama, 
the closest large-ship dry-
docking facility. Given the 
condition of her hull and the 
fact that about 60 percent is 
still 1948 or earlier era steel, the 
strong currents and deep waters 
of the Gulf increase the risk 
of extensive damage or even 
destruction. In addition, it is 
questionable whether she would 
even make it out of the Ship 
Channel, and the risk of her sinking 
and therefore blocking the Channel is 
not one that TPWD would like to take. 
Given the importance of the Channel, 
the financial impact of limited or 
halted traffic could be extensive and 
the pressure to reopen would likely 
force the destruction of the ship, rather 
than her rescue. 4 Another problem is 
the cost of the dry-docking process. 
The 1988 – 1990 trip cost about $15 
million and the projected estimate 

for the same result today would be 
significantly higher. Even if all these 
obstacles were somehow overcome and 
she survived another trip to and from 
dry-dock, this is only a short term 
solution. In another ten to fifteen years, 
she would face the same dilemma.

The solution that the staff of Texas 
has arrived at is to permanently cradle 
the ship in a dry berth in her current 
location. TPWD is considering 
numerous plans and contracts to fund 
the project including private corporate 
sponsors and a $16 million Texas 

Department of Transportation grant 
under the Statewide Transportation 
Enhancement Program. Receiving 
these funds would allow the staff to 
completely overhaul the slip and remove 
the ship from the corrosive elements of 
the Channel. Engineers would increase 
the depth of the current slip to 38 feet 
below sea level before driving over 1000 
concrete piles into the bottom soil to 
support a five foot thick 108,800 square 
foot concrete foundation. A cradle of 

1500 feet of concrete pylon beams and 
cribbing will rest upon this foundation 
and support the 30,000 ton Battleship. 
This entire structure will be enclosed 
by a 1680 foot long cofferdam with a 
concrete sidewalk and viewing platform 
on the top, all of which is projected to 
be completed by the 100th anniversary 
of the construction of the ship in 2011.5 
While the price tag appears high, the 
long-term preservation and financial 
benefits are undeniable. According to 
the Executive Director of the Battleship 
Texas Foundation, Barry Ward, one 

privately funded option would 
mean that “For the price of one 
dry-docking…you can give it 
a dry berth.”6 This berthing 
system will not only allow 
engineers and staff to repair the 
damage of the last fifty eight 
years, but also it will remove 
the ship from the corrosive 
elements of the Ship Channel.7 

Second only to preservation 
in its importance is the 
interpretive potential of this 
style of berthing. By removing 
the ship from the water, visitors 
will be able to see the entire 
structure of the ship from the 
top of the foremast to the keel. 
This perspective will provide 
a better understanding of 
the dimensions and design 
of the battleship, while also 
revealing the propulsion and 
navigation systems of the 
rudder and propeller, or screw. 
The sidewalk on top of the 
cofferdam will also provide 

a unique perspective from 
which to view in one glance 

not only the superstructure, but also 
what would have been underwater. To 
supplement this new berth, TPWD 
and the Battleship Texas Foundation 
also intend to improve the shore 
interpretive facilities by creating a 
1945-era wharf and gangway, a new 
interpretive center, a memorial park 
to commemorate veterans, and a 
large artifact park to display some of 
the larger objects from the ship. In 
addition, most of the current shore 

The Battleship Texas steams across the ocean during World War II. Courtesy 
Texas Parks and Wildlife Department Battleship Texas Archives.
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facilities located on the southern side 
of the slip would be removed to allow 
the park land, which was once Sam 
Houston’s campground, to be restored 
to its 1836 battlefield condition.8

The future plans of the Battleship 
Texas have featured heavily in the news 
recently, and while most of the response 
appears to support the proposition, 
there have been those who oppose the 
dry-dock scheme. A May 25, 2006 
article in the Lufkin Daily News quoted 
Texas Parks and Wildlife Department 
Commissioner John Parker as saying, “I 

say, to heck with the bottom 
floor of the battleship…If it 
goes ahead and rusts, let it. 
So the public can’t go into 
the belly of the ship like they 
did 30 years ago. So what?”9 
Parker’s response was unusual 
however, as numerous groups, 
organizations, and political 
leaders have voiced their 
support, including the Harris 
County Commissioners 
Court, the City of La Porte, 
the Economic Alliance of the 
Houston Port Region, the 
Naval Order of the United 
States, La Porte-Bayshore 
Chamber of Commerce, 
and local Navy veterans.

As of December 1, 2006, 
the Federal Highway 
Administration pulled back 
monies from the Statewide 
Transportation Enhancement 
Program, and turned down 
the Texas’ grant application, 
which has forced TPWD to 
pursue other options for both 
fund raising and engineering 
concepts.10 The state of Texas 
already voted to release over 
$12 million in bonds to the 
preservation of Texas in 2001, 
so these funds need only to 
be released from Congress to 
be put to use.11 In addition, 
in 1948 the Battleship 
Texas Commission received 
over $30,000 from school 
children across the states in 
pennies, nickels, and dimes 

donated to the ship’s restoration, and 
the Battleship will no doubt benefit 
from Texan’s generosity again.12

If the Battleship Texas is dry-docked, 
she will once again claim a historic first. 
Not only was she the first memorial 
ship of her kind, but also if dry-berthed 
she will be the first ship of her size to 
be permanently dry-docked. The USS 
Drum submarine in Mobile, Alabama, 
is docked similarly, but she is only 1,526 
tons in comparison to the 30,000 tons 
of Texas. However, the Drum serves 
as excellent evidence of the security 

benefits of such a berthing system. In 
2005, when Hurricane Katrina hit 
the Gulf Coast, the Drum received 
relatively minor damage compared 
to the USS Alabama at the same 
site.13 The USS Kidd in Baton Rouge, 
Louisiana, is also dry-docked during 
the cooler months of the year, but she 
is similarly small in comparison to 
Texas at 3,050 tons.14 Having so many 
innovations to her credit during her 
military service and having been the 
first museum ship, another interpretive 
first would be a fitting resolution to 
the Battleship Texas’ current plight.

While her historical significance is 
reason enough to preserve the ship, 
TPWD must also consider the financial 
benefits of saving the Battleship Texas. 
According to a study conducted in 
the 1990s, about half of the visitors 
to the Battleship came to the site to 
visit the San Jacinto Monument and 
vice versa.15 In addition, the Texas 
Historical Commission estimates 
that preservation activities generate as 
much as $1.4 billion every year and 
support 41,000 jobs in Texas alone.16 
The Commission claims that heritage 
tourism is the fastest growing part 
of the tourism industry; therefore, 
sites like the Battleship are not only 
significant for their cultural importance 
but also for their economic impact.

Whether the primary motive is long-
term financial gain, the preservation of 
an historically significant artifact, or an 
increase in tourist dollars, the bottom 
line remains the same: the Battleship 
Texas is in need of a permanent defense 
against the corrosive effects of her 
home waters. A dry-berth in her slip at 
San Jacinto will satisfy those in many 
different camps and hopefully allow her 
to survive the “cancer-like death knell 
of debilitating corrosion.”17 In 1948 it 
was primarily the efforts of individual 
citizens that raised the money and 
donated the time and effort to take the 
first steps in saving the Battleship Texas 
from the scrap yards. Today, those who 
love Texas and want to see her around 
for decades to come can only hope that 
the current citizenry will be as generous 
as those of past generations.18 

The rudder and hull of the Battleship Texas While in dry-dock at 
the Tedd Shipyard in 1988-1990.

Extensive corrosion forced Texas Parks and Wildlife to replace about 
40 percent of her hull.

If the Texas is permanently dry-docked as she was in this 1988 
– 1990 photo, visitors will be able to see her entire hull, keel, and 
superstructure.
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One of the most impressive and 
historically significant monuments in 
Texas can once again be fully enjoyed 
by visitors. The elevator at the San Ja-
cinto Monument had been closed for 
renovations for two years. It opened 
just after Labor Day 2006 to take 
visitors up 489 feet to the monument’s 
observation floor where they are able 
to view the rich tapestry of the Texas 
coastal area, including the historic San 
Jacinto Battleground, the Houston Ship 
Channel and, in the far distance, the 
city of Houston’s wonderful skyline.

When it opened in 1939, the San 
Jacinto Monument used a cage-like 
elevator to access the observation 
floor. In 1953, Houston philan-
thropist Jesse H. Jones, concerned 
about safely transporting the grow-
ing number of visitors to the summit, 
donated $50,000 for the purchase of 
the building’s current Otis elevator.

The new elevator served the monu-
ment and its traffic well for fifty 

years. In 2004, however, the San Ja-
cinto Museum of History Association 
(SJMHA) undertook a feasibility study 
to develop a plan for the future of the 
museum and its programs. During this 
process, several concerns were identi-
fied, prompting the SJMHA to ask a 
noted engineering firm to review all 
related fire and safety issues. From the 
firm’s report, it was determined that 
the elevator, as well as a majority of the 
building’s support systems, had outlived 
their operational life expectancies.

While a functional alarm system was 
in use, there was no coordinated fire 
protection system in the building and 
no means to be assured of the safe exit of 
guests from the observation floor in the 
event of an emergency or elevator power 
outage. Following the identification of 
other potential safety hazards in the 
building, a life safety specialty contrac-
tor conducted a follow-up evaluation, 
including specific recommendations for 
the installation of a fire protection sys-
tem, a sprinkler system, a new fire alarm 
system, the upgrade of elevator safety 
equipment, the creation of an “area of 
rescue” in case of fire on the observation 
floor, safety improvements on the main 
stairway, installation of fire-rated con-
struction materials on the administrative 
floors and restoration of the plaster ceil-
ings in the museum and lobby areas.

Armed with this knowledge, the 
association’s board and leaders of the 
Texas Parks and Wildlife Department 
(TPWD) took a proactive stand in 
September 2004. Although there had 
been no serious public safety incidents 
involving the elevator or a fire in the 
monument, they determined that it 
was necessary to close the observa-
tion floor until the deficiencies could 
be thoroughly addressed. While most, 
if not all, historic structures require 
periodic safety upgrades, the height 
and design of the San Jacinto Monu-
ment presented several challenges.

TPWD’s Infrastructure Division es-
timated repair costs at $2.14 million. 
This would pay for fire safety repairs 
and improvements to the monument, 
including the installation of a new 
sprinkler system, elevator and fire alarm 
upgrades, safety improvements in the 
main stairway, and fire hardening of 
the basement through the fourth floor. 
Funding for the project was included 
in House Bill 10, approved by the Sen-
ate and signed by the Governor in June 
2005. Sarita Hixon, chair of the San 
Jacinto Museum of History Associa-
tion, is deeply grateful to Rep. Wayne 
Smith (R-Baytown) and others who 
worked to ensure the San Jacinto Monu-
ment would receive the funding.

RestoRing the Best View of houston
by Larry Spasic

tem, a sprinkler system, a new fire alarm 
system, the upgrade of elevator safety 
equipment, the creation of an “area of 
rescue” in case of fire on the observation 
floor, safety improvements on the main 
stairway, installation of fire-rated con
struction materials on the administrative 
floors and restoration of the plaster ceil
ings in the museum and lobby areas.

ABOUT THE AUTHOR: Larry Spasic, 
president of the San Jacinto 
Museum of History since August 
2006, joined the staff in 1989 after 
teaching Texas history in the 
public schools for ten years. He 
served on the team that researched 
and edited the script of Texas 
Forever!! The Battle of San Jacinto. 
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The view from the summit.
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TPWD, which maintains the San 
Jacinto Monument, awarded the reno-
vation contract to Kellogg, Brown & 
Root, and work began. To make all the 
necessary renovations, the entrance to 
the museum was closed from late De-
cember 2005 through spring 2006, and 
the elevator was closed from September 
2004 through the summer 2006. 

So, it was with great pleasure that 
Mrs. Hixon and Larry Spasic, president 
of the San Jacinto Museum of History 
Association, joined Robert Cook, ex-
ecutive director of TPWD, Rep. Smith 
and Sen. Mario Gallegos in cutting the 
ceremonial ribbons to reopen the eleva-
tor to the public on September 7, 2006. 
Visitors are once again able to enjoy 
the spectacular view from the top of 
the monument. While standing on the 
observation floor under the Texas star, 
one can see the Houston skyline and the 
Houston Ship Channel, including a view 
of the Fred Hartman Bridge leading 
east to Baytown, and look down on the 
sacred battlefield where soldiers fought 
for Texas’ independence from Mexico. 
With the completion of the renovation, 
the full scope of experiences offered by 
the SJMHA are available to the public, 
including the permanent exhibit in the 
museum gallery, the gift shop, the Al-
bert and Ethel Herzstein Library and 
the award-winning interpretative movie 
Texas Forever!! The Battle of San Jacinto.

The private, non-profit SJMHA has 
operated the San Jacinto Museum at the 

base of the monument since 1939. 
Each year, forty-to-fifty thousand 
school children visit the museum 
and monument to learn about 
Texas history in a hands-on en-
vironment. The museum offers a 
teacher’s curriculum guide to help 
make their visits meaningful and 
educational. Our staff has taken 
advantage of the renovation pe-
riod to complete several important 
projects at the museum. We have 
refreshed our interpretive cases by 
rotating newly acquired artifacts 
and other items from our collec-
tions into our permanent gallery.

The Jesse H. Jones Theater for 
Texas Studies, funded by the 
Houston Endowment, Inc. in 
1990, has undergone a complete 
renovation, with new carpet, 
seating, lighting system, and 
screen, thanks to a generous grant 
from The Dow Chemical Company. A 
prior grant in 2003 from the Houston 
Endowment, provided us with the funds 
to convert our international award-win-
ning show Texas Forever!! The Battle of 
San Jacinto from conservation-challenged 
slides to a digital presentation. The 
presentation tells the Texas story from 
the Spanish colonial period through the 
Battle of San Jacinto to the westward 
expansion of the United States to the 
Pacific Ocean. A grant from the Albert 
& Ethel Herzstein Charitable Founda-
tion made it possible for us to upgrade 
our forty-year-old telephone network.

We have and will continue to be dili-
gent in publicizing the reopening of the 
San Jacinto Monument and Museum. 
It is appropriate and fitting that this 
wonderful and unique memorial tower 
honoring all those who fought for Texas 
independence is now available to once 
again educate and honor the heritage 
left to Texans today. And, on a more 
practical level, visitors to the San Ja-
cinto State Historic Site can once again 
experience the best view of Houston 
– the view from the observation deck 
of the San Jacinto Monument.  

Moore Archeological Consulting, Inc., is honored  
by the opportunity to work at the San Jacinto 
Battlefield, a site hallowed in Texas history.

Roger G. Moore, Ph.D. 
3511 Houston Avenue, Suite B Houston, TX 77009 

713 861-8663 (R Moore)  713 861-2323 (Lab) 
713 861-8627 (Fax)  caverarch@aol.com

Senator Mario Gallegos, Jr., Representative Wayne Smith, 
Museum Board of Trustees Chair Sarita Hixon and Museum 
President Larry Spasic reopen the elevator at the San Jacinto 
Monument on Sept. 7, 2006. Courtesy San Jacinto Museum 
of History
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The times have never been brighter 
for restoring the Battleship Texas. While 
numerous men and women, whether as-
sociated with the Texas Parks & Wild-
life Department (TPWD) or First Texas 
Volunteers (FTV), have had a hand in 
developing this critical activity during 
the past twenty years, it has only been 
in the past four or five years that this 
part of the ship’s operational progress 
has come together with such strength 
and promise for the future. Today, visi-
tors will find TPWD staff and FTV 
volunteers hard at work on approved 
restoration projects, working hand-in-
hand, returning compartments and 
their contents to their 1945 glory. There 
has been no epiphany. This reflects the 
accumulation of manpower, organiza-
tion, lean yet adequate funds, and indi-
vidual and organizational dedication. 

The Origin
Between 1948, when the Battleship 

Texas was presented to the State of Tex-
as, and 1983, when TPWD assumed re-
sponsibility for her, there were great ex-
pectations for the ship. We expected her 
to be a dramatic symbol of—and a great 
way to teach about—the struggle that 
was World War II. We expected her 
to be a lasting memorial to those who 
fought in that great struggle for genera-
tions to come. The Battleship Texas was 
essentially the first “modern” ship—and 
the first battleship—to be designated 
as a memorial in the United States. No 
one within the state government, or the 
newly designated Battleship Texas Com-
mission, knew much about the “care 
and feeding” of a 30,000-ton vessel. 

It must have seemed conceivable that, 
with carefully thought-out care-giving 
operations, a massive, solid structure 
such as this would be indestructible. 
Just keep a good coat of paint on all 
exposed surfaces and she should last 
indefinitely. Right? Well, of course, 
the reality is that cracks and gaps in 
coated surfaces occur over time, water 
intrudes, and steel begins to deterio-
rate. Even without the water intrusion, 
which has continued to grow over the 
years, the humidity of the Texas Gulf 
Coast inexorably worked its destruc-
tive ways. Paint in interior spaces began 
to crack, then flake, exposing metal 
surfaces underneath, which began to 
rust. Pipes open to the sea ultimately 
failed, flooding various voids and bun-
kers. And the funding produced by the 
Battleship Texas Commission was not 
up to the task of maintaining the ship. 
It became obvious that something had 
to be done, or the ship would be lost.

Transfer to Texas Parks and 
Wildlife Department

When the state legislature transferred 
the ship to the custody of TPWD in 
1983, a giant step was taken toward 
repairing and restoring many areas 
of deferred maintenance and serious 
deterioration. The ship was inspected, 
and a plan was developed to restore 
watertight integrity of the hull and 
the main deck, the structural integ-
rity of the superstructure and masts, 
and the reinstallation of the previ-
ously removed wood deck. As part of 
this plan, serious consideration was 
given to protecting sensitive fabrics 

and restoring the interior of the ship. 
Funding for this task was obtained 
from the state, the U.S. Navy, and 
grants and donations from the public.

Between 1988 and 1990, the ship 
was in dry dock, away from her slip at 
San Jacinto, undergoing these critical 
repairs. Workers replaced more than 
375,000 pounds of steel on her hull, 
made sound the superstructure and 
masts, and reinstalled her armored 
defensive positions and medium anti-
aircraft gunnery suit. Since returning to 
her San Jacinto slip in 1990, members 
of the ship’s staff and volunteers have 
moved forward with restoring the inte-
rior spaces. The process began slowly, 
but has gained momentum, thanks to 
the planning process, the critical ex-
amination of the ship, the recognition 
of lessons learned from early projects, 
the adherence to sound historical and 
curatorial practices, and the sincere and 
dedicated commitment of the work-
ers to saving this priceless artifact.

Priorities and the Master Plan
In 1998, a master plan was drafted to 

provide the framework for the preserva-
tion, interpretation and development 
of the Battleship Texas. Its goals are: 

The Future  
Battleship Texas

of the 

by Donald H. Fischer

About the author: Don Fischer is the current president of the First Texas Volunteers and sits on the boards of the 
Friends of the San Jacinto Battleground and the Battleship Texas Foundation. A former Marine officer, Don is a general 
manager of Cameron Interest Limited Partnership and has managed such prestigious properties as Wells Fargo Plaza, 
the largest building in Houston, and the Esperson Buildings, arguably one of the city’s most historic office properties. 
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Several First Texas Volunteers pose prior to leading tours
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to provide a comprehensive plan •	
to preserve, restore and reclaim 
the historic fabric of the ship;
to provide a comprehensive program •	
to interpret the ship and the American 
naval experience in World War II;
to establish an identity for the •	
Battleship Texas as a premier 
historical ship museum;
to maximize the ship’s finan-•	
cial stability and success;
to establish a planning framework •	
for management decisions; and
to provide a healthy and safe en-•	
vironment for visitors and staff.

TPWD developed a project list for 
the first two elements of the plan—to 
preserve and interpret the ship—assign-
ing priorities and estimating costs with 
an eye toward interpreting compart-
ments and functions of the greatest in-
terest. The first concerns were areas that 
would transfer the most knowledge and 
variety to the visiting public. Over the 
past eight years, staff and FTV volun-
teers alike have spent thousands of man-
hours in restoring these compartments. 

The World of Restoration
The world of restoration aboard the 

Battleship Texas can be a busy and in-

tense one. Today, FTV volunteers—as 
individuals and as teams—can be 
found working alongside TPWD staff 
to prepare work orders to restore various 
compartments along with their equip-
ment, fixtures and furnishings. This 
says a lot about the teamwork between 
our volunteers and the TPWD em-
ployees they support. These people are 
committed to saving and preserving this 
valuable asset for posterity. FTV volun-
teers bring a wealth of knowledge and 
know-how to the job, but at the same 
time, the efforts of the Battleship Texas 
Foundation and the Friends of San Ja-
cinto Battleground must be heralded as 
well. Without them, and their success 
in capturing grants and funding to pay 
the bills, none of this could be possible.

The Restoration Process, Stud-
ies and Work Orders 

Prior to starting any project, TPWD 
and FTV investigate a compartment 
and write its history. Without following 
restorative procedures, valuable knowl-
edge can be lost. What was a compart-
ment’s function during various phases 
of the ship’s operational history? Was 
it modified over the years? A review of 
the various layers of paint provides the 
colors the compartment was painted 
over the years. Additionally, hidden 
graphics may be disclosed, opening new 
areas for questions. What of the grafitti 
on the bulkhead, or those posters or 
photos left behind? These tell us that 
someone walked these decks, slept, and 

worked here, made this vessel home. It 
is through the restoration process that 
we learn about the human element, just 
as we learn about the hardware itself. 

The team then prepares a detailed 
space plan describing the existing equip-
ment and furnishings, followed by a 
written work order to detail the scope of 
work. The work order gives specific in-
structions on safeguarding and prepar-
ing critical finishes and delicate parts.

Restoration 
Restoration includes an entire spec-

trum of activities, from removing rust 
and old lead-based paint, to prepping 
and painting to the correct color with 
modern approved paint, to uncovering 
brass or first generation plastic plaques 
and fittings of various forms and func-
tions and preserving its natural finish. 
New parts may be fabricated, such as 
bunk stanchions and hooks, ventilation 
ducts, and rifle racks. Equipment such 
as original electrical switches, panels, 
fixtures and speakers are preserved and 
restored. Some of these activities take 
great skill by individuals who work 
within these trades, but there is much 
that can be done by non-tradesmen. In 
fact, most jobs, except electrical, plumb-
ing, welding or steel cutting, can be 
done by any volunteer. The critical as-
pect of the restoration process is to en-
sure that all work meets strict curatorial 
standards. This preservation of the his-
torical fabric of each compartment and 
its equipment is extremely important.

Upper left: General Store Keepers Office (the ship’s supply 
officer) prior to restoration. 

Center: Restoration underway in “Officer’s Country”.  
Right: The General Store Keepers Office following 
restoration. 

Left: Work underway on newly acquired 26 Foot motor 
whale boat. 
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Safety 
The safety of all workers is also very important. Staff and 

volunteers alike follow manufacturer’s guidelines for using 
all equipment and OSHA standards for handling hazardous 
material. Workers are briefed on equipment and taught the 
“do’s and don’ts” about mechanical tools and safety equip-
ment. Purposely, critical skill work, such as steel cutting and 
welding or electrical repairs, are performed only by licensed 
tradesmen within our—or the TPWD staff ’s—ranks. 

Results to Date
So, where are we today? Beginning with the re-

turn of the Battleship Texas to San Jacinto in 1990, 
restoration has been performed by the regular staff 
and volunteers on the following compartments:

Aft Starboard  •	
Crew’s Head
3•	 rd Deck Carpenter’s Space
Ship’s Brig•	
Ship’s Laundry•	
Tailor Shop•	
Medical Department•	
Crew’s Barber Shop•	
Post Office•	
Marines’ Space•	
Marine 1•	 st Sgt’s Office
Pilot House•	

Chart House•	
Casemate 6•	
Casemate 10•	
Auxiliary Radar Room•	
Crew Space/Library•	
Wardroom Officer’s Head•	
General Store Keeper’s  •	
Office
Starboard Officer’s  •	
Stateroom

Smaller restorations give visitors a more rewarding ex-
perience. For several examples, the MC (public address 
system), a five-inch ammunition hoist, sound powered 
phones, status lights for the five-inch guns, fourteen-inch 
powder bags, and signal lights have all been activated. 

Currently, we are working on the ship’s wardroom 
pantry, which is scheduled to be completed in mid-
2007. Besides being a fabulous exhibit, the pantry will 
give great insight into the social fabric of the Navy and 
American society during the ship’s active years.

The Future
Much work remains to be done. Each job helps tell the 

story of the Battleship Texas to the thousands of people who 
visit her each year. By following the master plan, while re-
taining flexibility to take advantage of occasional windfalls, 
a full range of the ship’s active operations and history can be 
presented to the public. On behalf of the entire regular and 
volunteer staffs, we welcome you to see for yourself the efforts 
underway for the benefit of all—and volunteer as well!  

“A wonderful  example of  an endangered species:  
the intimate,  independently owned,  high-quality bookstore.”

The New York Times

BRAZOS BOOKSTORE

ONLINE ORDERING

DELIVERY OPTIONS AVAILABLE

NEW BRAZOS KIDS’ ROOM

10% DISCOUNT FOR STUDENTS & EDUCATORS

FREE GIFT WRAP

TRAVEL GUIDES 20% OFF ALL THE TIME

AUTHOR APPEARANCES

MONDAY 10 - 6
TUESDAY 10 - 6

WEDNESDAY 10 - 6
THURSDAY 10 - 8

FRIDAY 10 - 6
SATURDAY 10 - 6
SUNDAY 10 - 5

2421 Bissonnet (Between Kirby & Greenbriar) • Houston, Texas 77005 • 713.523.0701
www.brazosbookstore.com

Pilot house following restoration.
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Texas Parks & 
Wildlife Department

Phone: 281 479 2431 
www.tpwd.state.tx.us

In 2007, TPWD will receive just over 
$1.8 million in state tax revenues to 
maintain the 1,200-acre battleground, 
the 570-foot-tall monument structure, 
and the 573-foot-long battleship. On its 
payroll of approximately forty are a full-
time volunteer coordinator, an archivist, 
a ship’s museum curator, a battleship 
manager, a welder, an electrician, park 
rangers, maintenance technicians, store 
clerks, and custodians. “Of course, indi-
viduals, corporations and philanthropic 
organizations can give money to the 
Battleground through the state, but it 
can be difficult to track where contribu-
tions go through all the twists and turns 
of the bureaucracy,” said Russ Kuyk-
endall, who manages the San Jacinto 
Battleground State Historic Site. “A more 
direct way is through one of the non-
profit groups. Call if you have questions 
about contributions, supplemental envi-
ronmental projects, tours, volunteer proj-
ects, tax deductions, or anything else.”

Aside from maintaining the grounds 
and keeping the monument standing 
and the battleship afloat, TPWD’s big-
gest job may be training volunteers. 
“We train individuals and organized 
groups and refer them wherever skills 
meet needs.” TPWD also participates in 
Park Hosts, a program of the National 
Parks Service that makes RV camp sites 
(including water, sewer, and electricity) 
available to travelers for up to six months 
in exchange for twenty-five hours per 
week of volunteer work. Company-
sponsored projects are welcome too, and 
many participate. For example, Toyota’s 
employees donate a day of work each 
year on National Public Lands Day in 
September. In 2003-2004, Duke Energy 
and Ducks Unlimited teamed up with 
TPWD and contributed the money and 
manpower to complete Phase I of a trail 
through the battleground’s marshes 
that are again attracting wildlife and a 
significant number of birdwatchers. 

Texas Foundation
Phone: 832 715 2651 
Bward8337@
houston.rr.com

When the Battleship 
Texas berthed at the San 
Jacinto Battleground in 
1948, the governor ap-
pointed a nine-member 
commission to take care of 
it. In 1983, responsibility 
for administering, preserv-
ing, and maintaining the 
ship passed to TPWD 
and an advisory board was 
appointed. In 1996, the 
advisory board split into 
non-profit fund raising 
and upkeep/interpreta-
tion arms. The Battleship 
Texas Foundation raises 
money – and awareness; First Texas 
Volunteers, a core volunteer group to 
the Battleship Texas since the 1980s, 
musters time, service, and volunteers. 
The Battleship Texas Foundation makes 
sure legislators and the public under-
stand the significance and needs of the 
only dreadnaught-class warship existing 
today. And it raises money to augment 
state funding and help meet those needs.

“Battleship Texas is the state’s larg-
est single artifact,” said Capt. Charles 
Alcorn, president of the board of trust-
ees, Battleship Texas Foundation. “She 
fought in two world wars, she supported 
the invading troops at Normandy, she 
was decommissioned at the San Jacinto 
Battleground on April 21, 1948, and 
today she’s sitting in water, rusting 
away.” One very necessary, very costly, 
very special, current project is to build a 
permanent dry dock for the ship. “Rust 
is killing the Texas,” Alcorn said. “It’ll 
take $20 million to tow her to drydock 
and return her to water—or to return 
her to a permanent drydock. If we 
can keep her out of water, this valiant 
lady will be here 100 years from now. 
Return her to water, and we’ll be back 
in five or ten years asking for another 
drydock and another $20 million.” 

First Texas Volunteers 
Phone: 713 225 1663 
dfischer@kingwoodcable.com

First Texas Volunteers (FTV) raises 
manpower to restore and exhibit the 
Battleship Texas and assist TPWD staff 
with veterans’ reunions, Pearl Harbor Day 
celebrations, Remember the Maine! com-
memorations and just about anything else 
that comes along. Founded by Bernard 
Olive (now deputy fire chief of Baytown) 
and the late Ed Morrison (a retired NASA 
engineer), FTV attracts men and women 
from all segments of society with a multi-
tude of skills and trades. About half have 
served in the military; all love history. 

FTV helps the Battleship Texas Foun-
dation staff “Youth Education Program,” 
which provides a unique learning experi-
ence to groups of young people who spend 
the night on board and learn about the 
ship and its history. FTV also sponsors 
Hard Hat Tours. These three-hour trips 
go behind the scenes to the fourteen-inch 
main gun ammunition handling rooms, 
the turret, the boiler rooms and aft steer-
ing. “Hard Hat Tours are a lot of fun, 
and they provide much of our restoration 
funds,” said Don Fischer, president. 

First Texas Volunteers are needed to 
lead tours and otherwise educate visitors, 

commission to take care of 

Uncle Sam Wants You 
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support TPWD projects, and apply elbow 
grease to restoration. “There are many 
jobs we haven’t even started, and when 
we get them all done, it’ll be time to start 
over again,” he added. “You don’t need 
skill to volunteer – FTV and TPWD 
staff will train you. But you do need to 
show up and put those skills to work.”

San Jacinto Museum of 
History Association

Phone: 281 479 2421 
www.sanjacinto-museum.org

The San Jacinto Museum of His-
tory Association was formed in 1938 to 
support the Museum in carrying out 
its many activities. Annually, 250,000 
visitors view the internationally recog-
nized presentation of Texas Forever!! 
The Battle of San Jacinto, tour the ex-
hibit galleries, and ride the elevator 489 
feet up to the top of the monument.

In addition to maintaining its archives 
and mounting exhibits, the Museum 
sponsors lectures for Texas studies; 
has teacher in-service seminars with 
Certified Professional Educator (CPE) 
credit; conducts interpretive tours of 
the battleground; has researched, pub-
lished, helped publish, or contributed 
materials to countless volumes of sig-
nificance. Its free teacher curriculum 
guides have proved vital to students’ 
understanding of the Texas Revolution. 
It regularly brings traveling exhibits 
to the museum. It recently produced a 
major exhibit on the archaeological arti-
facts and findings from the battlefield. 

The museum partners with the Hous-
ton Chronicle’s education series, bringing 
current event newspapers and history 
guides to classrooms across the state.

In addition to these efforts, the mu-
seum has raised over $4,000,000 to 
renovate the observation floor, build the 
Jesse H. Jones Theater for Texas Stud-
ies, fund and produce the San Jacinto 
State Historical Park Master Plan while 
helping to secure over $12,000,000 for 
the Monument’s interior/exterior renova-
tions. The museum offers dozens of ways 
to volunteer your time and money—and 
learn at the same time. For example:

The annual San Jacinto Day 
Festival & Battle Reenactment needs 
at least 100 volunteers to help before, 
during and after this huge annual 
event. Volunteers direct people, run 
booths and educational activities, 
work with authors and speakers.

The library/archives need help in-
dexing and entering data, inventory-
ing books, scanning documents, etc. 

“We always can use help with our 
student orientation program,” says 
Museum president Larry Spasic, 
who cites the need for volunteers to 
meet school groups to answer their 
questions and guide visitors. 

“State funding for San Jacinto may be 
our most critical shortfall, today,” reports 
Sarita Hixon, chair of the association’s 
board of trustees. “It’s hard and on-
going work to keep San Jacinto on the 
legislature’s radar screen,” she said. “We 
need people who can help us lift the cap 
on the sporting goods sales tax to pay 
for on-going park maintenance, and to 
free up Proposition 8 funds to restore 
the battleground and the battleship.” 
If you’re interested, contact Hixon.

The San Jacinto Museum of History 
Association raises money through 
membership dues, ticket sales, fund-
raising events, and grants. Regular 
museum memberships range from 
$20 to $3,000 for individuals and 
corporations. Gifts of any size are 
appreciated. Invitations to fundraisers are 
routinely mailed to members, supporters 
and people who have attended before. 
Call to add your name to the list. 

Friends of the 
San Jacinto Battleground

Phone: 281.496.1488 
sjba@usa.net 
www.friendsofsanjacinto.org

The Friends of the San Jacinto Battle-
ground focuses on the battleground itself 
and fills in gaps not met by other groups. 
The Friends’ predecessor, the San Jacinto 
Battleground Association, was organized 
primarily to acquire land adjacent to the 
battleground. In 2004, at the urging of 
TPWD, the association evolved into a 

tax-exempt 501©(3), members-based 
“friends” group and broadened its focus 
to preserve the park and honor the battle. 

“Since then, Friends has partnered 
with TPWD to conduct archeological 
investigations, support marsh and prairie 
restoration, assess chemical hazards at 
the site, and more,” said Jan DeVault, 
president of the Friends’ board. Friends 
works with the museum to host the 
annual San Jacinto Commemorative 
Ceremony. Friends sponsors the 
annual San Jacinto Symposium, 
which brings in top scholars from all 
over the country to discuss various 
aspects of “the battle we won.” 

This young, all-volunteer organization 
is looking for fiscal and physical support. 
Regular Friends memberships range 
from $15 to $5,000 for individuals 
and corporations. Gifts of any size are 
appreciated and may be designated 
for property acquisition, scholarship, 
historical markers, environmental 
safety, First Texas Volunteers (battleship 
restoration), San Jacinto Volunteers 
(living historians), education, 
archaeology, or marsh and battleground 
restoration—or they may be unrestricted.  

San Jacinto Volunteers
Phone: 713 973 1136  
(evenings and weekends)  
coloneltubbs@yahoo.com

Each year, the San Jacinto Volunteers 
step back to 1836 and bring the Battle 
of San Jacinto to life. Volunteers 
may come from all over Texas and 
contiguous states and from all walks 
of life, but every one of them loves to 
re-live Texas history. Clothing, tools, 
and weapons are the personal property 
of the re-enactors—either 1830s 
vintage articles or handmade replicas. 
For more about these re-enactments, 
see David Pomeroy’s article in this 
issue. For more information about 
investing the substantial amount of 
study, time and money it takes to 
join either of the three camps of re-
enactors (the Texan Army, the Mexican 
Army, and the civilian Runaway 
Scrape), contact Col. Jerry Tubbs. 

To Support the San Jacinto Battleground
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NRG Texas S. R. Berton
Electric Generating Station
is proud to be part of the 
San Jacinto Battleground 
State Historical Park Team

On Saturday, January 27, 2007, NRG Texas S. R. Bertron 
Electric Generating Station plant employees, family members 

and friends joined park manager Russell Kuykendall and 
Assistant Park Manager Scott Triebes to plant 400 Live Oak and 
Bald Cypress trees along the shoreline of the San Jacinto river.

NRG Texas is pleased to have helped restore
the biodiversity of the San Jacinto Battleground.
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