
CITY OF TOPEKA HISTORIC TOURISM COMMITTEE MEETING  
 

Holliday Office Building 
620 SE Madison Ave., Holliday Conference Room 

1st Floor 
 

AGENDA 
Thursday, April 9, 2015 

5:30 PM 
 

I. Roll Call 
 

II. Approval of April 2, 2014 Minutes 
 

III. Review and Consideration of Submitted Heritage Tourism Improvement Grants 
 
1. Shawnee County Historical Society – Placement of a monument sign 

between the John and Hale Ritchie Houses 
 
2. Friends of the Free State Capitol, Inc. – Interior Electrical; HVAC; 

Plumbing; Exterior Roof Insulation 
 
3. Charles Curtis House - Window restoration; exterior painting; interior 

window carpentry 
 
4. Jayhawk State Theater of Kansas – North marquee replacement 
 
5. Topeka Cemetery – Restoration of historic records vault 

 
IV. Review and Consideration of Historic Tourism Planning & Marketing Grants 

 
1. Topeka Planning Department/Downtown Topeka, Inc. – Downtown 

Topeka Historic District Nominations 
 

2. Topeka Planning Department/College Hill Neighborhood Association – 
Historical Survey of the College Hill Neighborhood 

 
3. Jayhawk State Theater of Kansas – Development of Fundraising and 

Facility Marketing Plan 
 

V. Grant Recommendations 
 

VI. Adjournment 
 

ADA Notice:  For special accommodations for this event, please contact the Planning 
Department at 785-368-3728 at least three working days in advance. 



 
 

Minutes of the 
Topeka Historic Tourism Commission 

Wednesday, April 2, 2014 
 
A. Roll call 

Present: Jeff Alderman, Bette Allen, Amber Bonnett,  Nelda Gaito, Leon Graves, Murl Riedel, Zach 
Snethen, Grant Sourk, Mark Tyree, and Doug Wallace (10) 

 
 Absent:   Bryan Casskey and Scott Ringman (2) 
 
Staff Present: Bill Fiander – Planning Director and Chris Wickline – Office Specialist  
 

B. Approval of minutes – January 9, 2014 
 
Grant Sourk moved to approve with recommended change of misspelling of committees in the header, 
seconded by Murl Riedel.  Approval (9-0-0, Amber Bonnett was absent for the vote.) 
 

C. Review and Consideration of Submitted Heritage Tourism Improvement Grant Applications–  
 
Zach Snethen outlined the procedures for the grant application process.  Mr. Snethen suggested 
hearing from each applicant, in the order of the agenda, and provide an opportunity for the 
committee to ask questions.  Mr. Snethen suggested five minutes for the applicants to present.  Mr. 
Snethen stated there is a short fall of $55,000 in the grant fund for meeting all grant application 
requests. 
 
Mr. Snethen explained that he has interest in some of the applications.  Mr. Snethen explained he 
consulted with Mr. Fiander and was advised by the City of Topeka Legal Department.  Mr. Snethen 
briefed the committee on the criteria that members of the committee must consider prior to voting.  Mr. 
Snethen explained that should a member of the committee meet that criterion, they must abstain from 
the vote. 
 
Doug Wallace asked the applicants listed on the agenda were the only applicants or if anyone was 
rejected.  Mr. Fiander confirmed that all applications received were forwarded for consideration. 
 
Murl Riedel asked if all funds available for the grant would be gone if not expended or could they 
be used for 2015.  Mr. Fiander stated the funds would remain in the fund. 
 
Bette Allen asked if the total funds available for the grants were an accumulation of funds previous 
years or funding made available from 2013 only.  Mr. Fiander stated he is able to confirm that it is 
the current fund balance.  Mr. Snethen asked how long it took to accumulate the amount.  Mr. Fiander 
stated he was not able to clarify how the funds were collected. 
 
Doug Wallace asked for clarification of the amount.  Mr. Fiander stated the number given initially has 
been updated due to an error on an application and provided the spreadsheet with the new number. 
 
Ms. Allen clarified that the funds are from the Transient Guest Tax and an overage from the money 
allocated for the Great Overland Station and the historical park.  Mr. Snethen explained that it is 
money set aside specifically for the grants available to the entire community.  Mr. Fiander stated the 
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grant funds have not been available for a couple of years so therefore, the amount is larger than 
before. 
 
Nelda Gaito asked if any of the applicants have received funding in the past.  Mr. Fiander confirmed 
that Shawnee County Historical Society and the Friends of the Free State Capitol have.  Mr. Snethen 
suggested asking the applicants during their presentation if funds have been previously received 
through a grant. 
 
Jeff Alderman asked for a time keeper.  Chris Wickline agreed to time the presentations. 
 
1. Topeka High School Historical Society – Joan Barker presented the application on behalf of the 

Topeka High School Historical Society.  
 
Amber Bonnett entered the room 
 
Murl Riedel asked if the applicant has acquired the funds to match.  Ms. Barker confirmed. 
 
Grant Sourk asked what the timeline was for the application project to be completed.  Ms. 
Barker stated she was unable to confirm how long it would take. 
 
Bette Allen asked if tours were available to the public.  Ms. Barker confirmed.   
 
Zach Snethen asked if the project would take approximately a year or two.  Ms. Barker stated 
the completion of project is contingent on funding.  Mr. Snethen asked if the project included 
work outside to fix the hole in the roof and ceiling.  Ms. Barker stated it would be part of it.   
 
Mr. Riedel stated there was wall and roof repair on the application and asked about the display 
cases.  Ms. Barker stated the cost of the furniture would be covered through the match funds from 
Topeka High School Historical Society. 
 
Mr. Sourk asked for the total cost of the project.  Ms. Barker stated it is $65,943, as indicated in 
the application submitted. 
 
Ms. Allen asked if any of the projects could be accomplished if the funds were not received 
through the grant.  Ms. Barker stated the project could not be started until the applicant had all 
of the funds. 
 
Mr. Snethen asked what the time constraints were for completion of a project under the grant 
guidelines.  Mr. Fiander explained that projects funded through the grant must be complete in 
two years. 
 
Ms. Allen asked how many tours are given.  Ms. Barker stated she did not have the tour statistics 
available but had approximately 50 tours during the week. 
 
Ms. Gaito asked if the applicant has received any grants before.  Ms. Barker confirmed and 
stated the Topeka High School Historical Society received a grant through the Kansas Humanities 
Heritage Grant.  Ms. Gaito asked when that was received.  Ms. Barker stated it was received 
three years ago and contributed to the organization and cataloging. 
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2. Central Congregational Church – Chauncey Tenbrink presented the application on behalf of the 

Central Congregational Church. 
 

Grant Sourk asked what the lifespan is for the window coverings and when the existing windows 
were installed.  Ms. Tenbrink stated the previous covers have been there for over 30 years.  Mr. 
Sourk asked if the estimate of how long the windows would last.  Ms. Tenbrink stated she was 
unsure. 
 
Doug Wallace asked if there was anything unique about the stain glass windows, such as subject 
matter.  Mr. Wallace also asked what studio created the windows.  Ms. Tenbrink stated there 
isn’t thing specifically unique.  Mr. Wallace provided an observation that the windows are not 
visable during daylight hours.  Mr. Wallace added that the only time to see them and 
appreciate them is during evening hours and would have to be lit.  Ms. Tenbrink stated they are 
lit from inside at night. 
 
Bette Allen asked about a ramp in lieu of the chairlift.  Ms. Tenbrink explained the ramp would 
have to go through the sanctuary and wrap around and would take away from the appearance 
of the sanctuary. 
 
Mr. Wallace asked if the community building was ADA accessible from outside.  Ms. Tenbrink 
stated it is not.  Ms. Tenbrink added that there is an elevator and ramp in the sanctuary building 
but no elevator in Sheldon building. 
 
Nelda Gaito asked if the Central Congregational Church has previously received grant funding. 

 Ms. Tenbrink stated the church has not. 
 
Zach Snethen asked for amount of campaign pledges.  Ms. Tenbrink stated it is $177,000.  Mr. 
Snethen stated that while not attached to grant, the church has the pledge for capital 
improvements. 
 
Ms. Allen asked if the campaign pledges were allocated for other projects?  Ms. Tenbrink 

stated they are not but the pledges will assist to make up differences that grant funding cannot 
cover. 
 
Mr. Snethen stated that a match funding was not part of grant requirements but shows 
commitment of investment of the applicants.  Ms. Tenbrink stated the church does not have cash in 
hand but could have the funds if needed. 
 
Murl Riedel asked if the members understood the intent of capital campaign.  Ms. Tenbrink 
confirmed. 
 
Mr. Sourk asked if the two year completion requirement would be long enough if the church was 
given the funds.  Ms. Tenbrink confirmed. 
 
Mr. Riedel asked if the project could be done in three phases, adding that the application covers 
just two phases.  Ms. Tenbrink stated the application submitted indicates three phases, but if 
fewer funds were received, the church could do the projects in two phases. 
 
Mr. Wallace asked for the condition of the windows outside of the protective covering.  Ms. 
Tenbrink explained the deterioration of one window and explained that another window needs 
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to be re-leaded.  Ms. Tenbrink stated all windows needed painting and re-caulked. 
 
Ms. Allen asked for clarification of the bid for windows and the difference in quotes.  Ms. 
Tenbrink explained the bid included separate visits would cost more, whereas if the job was 
completed during only one visit. 

 
3. Shawnee County Historical Society- George Earnheimer presented the application on behalf of 

the Shawnee County Historical Society. 
 

Doug Wallace asked if all items listed on the application were for the Ritchie House.  Mr. 
Earnheimer confirmed. 
 
Grant Sourk asked what kind of exterior lights are listed in the application.  Mr. Earnheimer 
explained the exterior, in-ground lights will add security and provide exposure for those 
traveling on interstate at night. 
 
Mark Tyree asked for clarification of the number of participants in the year to date figure.  Mr. 
Earnheimer explained in 2011, the history camp began and there were 23 participants.  Mr. 
Earnheimer stated that there were 48 in 2012 and 511 participants in 2013.  Mr. Earnheimer 
stated they are expecting 500 or more for 2014 based on booked tours.   
 
Zach Snethen asked if the participants were children.  Mr. Earnheimer confirmed and explained 
that most are received from schools, community centers and home schools.  Mr. Earnheimer 
clarified that the term participant means number of exposures.  Mr. Earnheimer stated that 
exposures are children that have come to camp and participated in camp in the six week period. 
Mr. Earnheimer added that some children may have come once or the entire six week period. 
 
Mr. Tyree asked if there are any current plans for expansion to reach outlying areas to come to 
the camp.  Mr. Earnheimer stated there are no current plans beyond Topeka.  Mr. Earnheimer 
stated the camp is staffed by volunteers.  In order to give a top notch experience, Mr. 
Earnheimer stated that it is essential to not over extend on expenses.  Mr. Earnheimer explained 
the Ritchie House is not very big and that students who go in the house must be kept to 25 or less. 
 Mr. Earnheimer stated that the Cox Center, which is the education center, can accommodate 
larger groups. 
 
Bette Allen asked which schools attended the history camp in the summer.  Mr. Earnheimer stated 
there was home school and he did not have the names available.  Ms. Allen asked if the 511 
participants were based on the number of visitors or the number of students who attended.  Mr. 
Earnheimer clarified that the number of visitors is based on the exposures and the different 
education segments offered at that time.  Mr. Earnheimer stated that the students do not stay all 
day. 
 
Mr. Wallace stated that education programs, although admirable, are not tourism.  Mr. Riedel 
stated that the applicant is not asking for funds for the program.  Mr. Earnheimer added that the 
Ritchie House has hired a consultant who is keeping track of statistics.  Mr. Earnheimer stated that 
as a result of the school visits and summer camps, the children bring their parents to visit. 
 
Ms. Allen asked what hours the Ritchie House is open.  Mr. Earnheimer stated the Ritchie House is 
open on Mondays and Wednesdays for walk in visits.  If a group wishes to visit during another 
time, Mr. Earnheimer advised they should arrange in advance.   
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4. Friends of the Free State Capitol, Inc. – Chris Meinhardt presented the application on behalf of 

the Friends of the Free State Capitol, Inc. 
 

Bette Allen asked how many tours have been done.  Mr. Meinhardt stated the building was 
opened on October 5, 2012.  Mr. Meinhardt stated previous grant funds were used to repair the 
wall and repair the water damage.  Mr. Meinhardt stated the second floor could not be traveled 
on.  Mr. Meinhardt stated approximately 600-700 visitors have gone through building.  Mr. 
Meinhardt stated that the building is now open on the first Fridays if seasonal conditions allow. 
 
Ms. Allen asked how many visitors there were in 2013.  Mr. Meinhardt stated there were around 
280 students in 2013, which was part of the Brown vs. Board of Education and Ritchie House 
presentation.  Mr. Meinhardt stated the building is not ready for touring.  Mr. Meinhardt stated 
the nature of request is to get the building prepared for visitors.  Mr. Meinhardt explained that 
the Constitution Hall was the first stone building in Topeka.  Mr. Meinhardt gave a history of the 
building. Mr. Meinhardt stated there is no interior stairs and would have to build the stairs to 
meet the code of today’s standards. 
 
Zach Snethen asked if structural modifications are permanent. Mr. Meinhardt confirmed and 
stated he has worked with an architect from the Shawnee County Historical Society and 
approved the drawings.  Mr. Meinhardt stated a historian has been hired that worked on the 
legislature to restore the capitol.  Mr. Meinhardt stated he is very interested in building and is 
working with them to find the least intrusive method to repair the joists in the building. 
 
Grant Sourk asked if Mr. Meinhardt could provide a list of the MOST urgent needs.  Mr. 
Meinhardt explained that the project is so complex that it is hard to answer.  Mr. Meinhardt 
explained the need to remove the materials but they are supportive of the roof.  Mr. Sourk 
asked if the list could be broke out if each item was dependent of another on the list, and if it 
would be completed within the two years.  Mr. Meinhardt stated the project has been decided 
upon by the architect and is dependent upon completion as a whole.  Mr. Meinhardt stated it is a 
lot of money, but it is a worthy project as it has national historical significance.  Mr. Meinhardt 
stated there has been a huge increase in construction costs.   
 
Mr. Snethen asked for clarification of the securing of the front wall and what the overall timeline 
is to be completely open to the public, as it is a very fascinating piece of history.  Mr. Meinhardt 
explained that the applicant has consulted with numerous consultants and the consistent advice is 
to secure the building and make it safe.  Mr. Meinhardt stated the grant will accomplish making 
the building physically, visibly and historically accessible by the public. 
 
Ms. Allen asked if there were bathrooms.  Mr. Meinhardt confirmed there are no bathrooms.  Mr. 
Snethen explained that the Ritchie House does not have restrooms.  George Earnheimer clarified 
that the original house does not have running water or restrooms but the education center does.  
Mr. Earnheimer explained the majority of work to the Ritchie House has been done to the 
exterior.  Mr. Meinhardt added that the applicant will restore the building but appropriateness 
of the restrooms is being reviewed during the restoration. 
 
Nelda Gaito asked how much grant money has been received previously by the applicant.  Mr. 
Meinhardt stated $331,000 which has gone pretty far with renovations. 
 
Murl Riedel asked if the funds were from one grant.  Mr. Meinhardt clarified that the funds 
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covered $95,000 for purchase and $33,000 for mothballing process.  Mr. Meinhardt explained 
grants have been received for the purpose of studies, such as a feasibility study and brochures. 
 
Mr. Reidel asked if the cash match was a pledge process or in cash.  Mr. Meinhardt stated funds 
were about half in cash and the rest would have to be raised by those people with strong 
interest.  

 
5. Southern Christian Palace Church – No one was present to discuss or speak in regards tothe 

application on behalf of the Southern Christian Palace Church. 
 

Zach Snethen stated due to no one being in the audience to present the application, he is 
suggested to move forward with the next two applications.  There were no objections.  

 
D. Review and Consideration of Submitted Heritage Tourism Planning & Marketing Grant 

Applications–  
 
1. Topeka Planning Department/Downtown Topeka, Inc. – Tim Paris presented the application on 

behalf of the Topeka Planning Department/Downtown Topeka, Inc.  Vince Frye, President of 
Downtown Topeka, Inc, spoke in favor of the application.  Debra Clayton, former Downtown 
Topeka, Inc Board President and current volunteer spoke in favor of the application. 

 
Murl Riedel asked what the signatures were in support of or what was signed.  Ms. Clayton 
explained the signatures were on a form that stated the support or non-support of the downtown 
historic district and the information was clearly articulated.  Ms. Clayton stated she spoke to each 
of the property owners and held small group meetings for those with questions. 
 
Zach Snethen asked if the signatures obtained were from property owners or tenants.  Ms. 
Clayton stated the signatures were from property owners. 
 
Doug Wallace stated that the map submitted indicates that more than a 1/3 of the properties 
are non-contributing members of the area.  Mr. Wallace stated this is a hop, skip and jump of a 
historic district.  Mr. Wallace stated that six to eight properties could merit from being on the 
state and/or national registry for historic district.   
 
Mr. Paris stated there is a discrepancy between building count and the ground area.  Mr. Paris 
explained there are 72 buildings on the map that have been identified as retaining structural 
integrity, 39 structures identified as non-contributing.  Mr. Wallace stated that there have been 
considerable alterations on Kansas Avenue within the last 50 years. 
 
Mr. Snethen asked if there is a level of confidence that this is a viable district.  Mr. Paris 
confirmed.  Mr. Wallace stated he did not believe so. 
 
Bette Allen asked if it will take three to five years to develop to a historic district, what is 
promoted to get people to come to the district.  Ms. Clayton explained that the historic district 
encompasses the ambiance of the area, which is what draws people to the area.  Ms. Clayton 
continued there are buildings that are historic that will be given historical significance.  Mr. Paris 
explained it will be up to the property owners to initiate the restoration.  Mr. Paris stated the tax 
credits will reduce the burden and cost.  Mr. Paris added that this does not create a 
redevelopment plan.  Mr. Paris stated it enables a financial tool to initiate the restoration. 
 

 6   



 
Ms. Allen asked if the property owners were on board with the initiative.  Grant Sourk clarified 
that 90% of the property owners are.  Ms. Clayton added that tax credit will help a lot given 
the increased cost of construction. 
 
Mr. Frye stated there have been 11 buildings purchased on Kansas Avenue in the past year and 
one of the first questions asked are about incentives.  Mr. Frye explained there are none 
currently but being a grant recipient would be a great tool. 
 

 
2. Topeka Planning Department/College Hill Neighborhood Association – Tim Paris presented 

the application on behalf of the Topeka Planning Department/College Hill Neighborhood 
Association. 

 
Mark Tyree asked if any past effort by the Planning Department to determine if there is 
qualified volunteer expertise that could be used for the survey.  Mr. Tyree stated he asks this 
question because he knows there are resources available.  Mr. Paris explained that during the 
College Avenue survey, the neighborhood association self-initiated to do the survey.  Mr. Paris 
explained that the Shawnee Historic Preservation Office has specific requirements for those who 
can do the survey.  Mr. Paris stated that during Holliday park, it was also self-initiated 
surveying.  Mr. Tyree asked why this is not considered as part of the end fund.  Mr. Paris 
explained the nomination of the historic district was accomplished through the grant the city 
applied for on their behalf.  Mr. Paris explained the challenge with that approach is achieving a 
consistency of quality that is acceptable to the State of Kansas. 
 
Murl Riedel asked how the figures were determined for the consultants.  Mr. Paris explained 
there is a standard per property formula that is recommended by Shawnee Historic Preservation 
Office and was used for the application.  Mr. Paris explained it is $125 per property and 
slightly higher for historic districts.  Mr. Paris explained that there is a 40 percent match funding 
requirement for the Historic Preservation Fund grant. 
 
Mr. Riedel asked if the administrative staff would have a challenge with two projects going on at 
once.  Mr. Paris stated it would not be overwhelming, but does present more time spent 
recording and ensuring the detail of each grant. 
 
Zach Snethen asked if the application for Downtown Topeka was for nomination and if the 
College Hill application was for the survey to lead up to nomination.  Mr. Paris confirmed and 
clarified that all four areas of the neighborhood would be surveyed in subsequent years. 
 
Mr. Snethen asked what the timeline for the survey completion is.  Mr. Paris stated hopefully one 
year per survey.  Mr. Snethen asked what happens after four years.  Mr. Paris explained a 
consultant would be hired to prepare the nomination packet to expand the district. 
 
Amber Bonnett asked if all four areas would be nominated based on the outcome of the survey.  
Mr. Paris stated that some areas not eligible but would not be identifiable until after survey. 
 
Doug Wallace asked what the application has to do with tourism.  Mr. Paris explained the 
applications are part of the greater whole for Topeka as an attraction.  Mr. Paris explained that 
Washburn University has many out of town visitors and would be very helpful to Washburn 
University.  Mr. Paris continued that visitors would appreciate that the neighborhood is safe and 
secure.   
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Mr. Wallace stated that Mr. Paris’s explanation has nothing to do with tourism.  Mr. Wallace 
stated that every city has a neighborhood like College Hill and it will not attract people alone.  
Mr. Wallace stated it is interesting and important to the people in the neighborhood but it is not 
tourism. 
 
Mr. Tyree clarified that the grants are coming from Transient Guest Tax, also known as “heads 
on beds” funds.  Mr. Tyree stated the marketing is to establish something that draws tourism.  
 
Mr. Snethen stated that the Topeka Visitor’s Guide illustrates neighborhoods of Topeka such as 
College Hill.  Mr. Tyree agreed and explained that he likes to visit those neighborhoods in other 
cities but not everyone does. 
 
Nelda Gaito stated that if we used the logic of “heads on beds”, most of the visitor counts from 
the applications presented are from local schools, which is not promoting tourism.  Ms. Gaito 
stated that if that is the case, none of the applications should be approved. 
 
Mr. Wallace stated that clearly people will visit because of fabulous mansions.  Mr. Wallace 
added that Topeka does not have historic neighborhoods that are unique.  Mr. Wallace stated 
that everyone in the country has a neighborhood like Potwin Place and College Hill.  Mr. 
Wallace added that it is difficult to say that west Lawrence has a real historic allure for visitors.  
Mr. Wallace stated that Lawrence has more examples of Victorian architecture than Topeka 
does.  Mr. Wallace stated that the bulk of potential residential appeal has been removed.  Mr. 
Wallace stated it is a wonderful neighborhood but there is no specific destination in College Hill 
open to the public. 
 
Jeff Alderman suggested refraining from this discussion and this discussion should come with a 
motion with each application. 

 
E. Grant Recommendations –  

 
Zach Snethen stated a motion would need to be made with recommendations to approve.  Mr. 
Snethen explained there is a deficiency of $55,000 from the first five items on the agenda due to the 
funds for the survey applications being separate funds.  Mr. Fiander stated the available funds are 
for all seven applications.  Ms. Allen stated that the committee can recommend approval for any 
amount up to the grant amount available and that is not required to reduce the amount by $55,000. 
Amber Bonnett asked if the list of applications should be prioritized.  Mr. Riedel suggested going 
through the list in order as presented, hold discussion and make recommendations.  
Bette Allen asked if there was a rating scale available.  Mr. Snethen explained there isn’t one but 
discussion is encouraged. 
Mark Tyree asked if any questions could be asked of applicants if necessary.  Mr. Snethen stated it is 
possible if necessary. 
Amber Bonnett asked if all applications were being accepted or if there are any that would be 
rejected.  Mr. Snethen stated it could be done and asked if there were any applications that did not 
meet the requirements. 
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1. Topeka High School Historical Society – 
 

Murl Reidel stated he believed the application met the requirements of the grant and has the 
tourist appeal.  Mr. Reidel stated he appreciated the fact that the applicant had match 
funding to show their seriousness. 

 
Nelda Gaito stated she had reservations about the application because the funding was not 
being put towards historic preservation but the purchase of display cases and other items that 
do not address the integrity of the structure.  Amber Bonnett stated that she believed the 
cases were for the preservation of the historic items in storage.   

 
Joan Barker explained the grant funds were not being used to purchase the display cases but 
the match funds were being used for that. 
 
Grant Sourk moved to approve for requested amount, seconded by Leon Graves.  Approval 
(10-0-0.) 

 
2. Central Congregational Church –  

 
Doug Wallace stated that he cannot vote in favor of the applicant because he doesn’t 
understand the historical significance of the church.  Mr. Wallace stated that while it is a 
beautiful building, he does not believe it meets the requirements.  Mr. Wallace stated that 
Charles Sheldon is notable but that isn’t enough to draw in tourists. 
 
Mark Tyree added that the book is very popular.  Mr. Tyree has never been in the building.  
Mr. Tyree stated he does not see the tourist draw. 
 
Grant Sourk stated that if a project keeps visitors in Topeka longer, then it does qualify.  Mr. 
Sourk stated he believes the application does meet the requirements. 
 
Leon Graves shared an experience of an African American conference he attended.  Mr. 
Graves stated there was a bus/ walking tours and it stopped at the Central Congregational 
Church.  Mr. Graves stated the church is a stop for other tours as well. 
 
Jeff Alderman stated that the goal of Visit Topeka is to create an inventory that keeps 
people in town longer and stay over.  Mr. Alderman stated that all of the applicants that 
were presented meet that criteria and are what sells Topeka for meals and overnight 
accommodations. 
 
Mr. Tyree stated that if the church may have events that bring visitors, so would a church built 
last year.  Mr. Tyree stated that historic tourism must be considered before making that 
distinction. 
 
Murl Riedel stated that the concern isn’t about Charles Sheldon but the design of the 
organization and dealing with a lot of tourists.  Mr. Riedel stated he was concerned that the 
apparatus to deal with a lot of tours may not be there. 
 
Nelda Gaito stated she has the same concerns as the Topeka High Historical Society 
application.  Ms. Gaito stated that the funds should be spent for keeping the structure intact, 
as is. 
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Mr. Wallace added that the ADA modification would be used more by the members of the 
church, rather than the tourists.  Mr. Wallace stated it would be very helpful for the elderly 
members of the church. 
 
Ms. Gaito stated when making the decision of what to fund and meets the requirement, it 
might be just the windows that should be funded.   
 
Bette Allen recommended funding of the grant application for the amount requested with 
reduction of the cost of the chairlift.  Ms. Allen stated the proposed grant award would be in 
the amount of $34,572.00. 
 
Mr. Graves asked if there were any alternative funding sources to assist with ADA compliance 
projects.  Tim Paris stated he believes there are but he cannot confirm.  George Earnheimer 
clarified that the Ritchie House ADA stairway was added to add safety and security whereas 
the original stairway was unable to address those issues.   
 
Ms. Gaito agreed that ADA deficiencies need to be addressed but she does not feel 
confident that the grand funds for this application are appropriate to correct them.  Ms. Gaito 
stated it makes sense to restore what is historically correct rather than correct ADA 
deficiencies that are not historically correct with the grant funds. 
 
Ms. Allen stated that the Great Overland Station did restoration to the historical look but had 
to make alterations to meet ADA requirements.  Ms. Allen stated the historical restoration isn’t 
always ADA compatible. 
 
Mr. Sourk stated that making an item ADA compliant is directly in relation with making it a 
tourist site.  Mr. Sourk stated he supports the $10,000 reduction in the request and making the 
tourist destination better for tourists. 
 
Leon Graves moved to approve application in the amount of $34,572.00, seconded by Grant 
Sourk.  Approval (8-2-0, Mark Tyree and Doug Wallace voted No.) 

 
3. Shawnee County Historical Society –  
 

Doug Wallace stated that the applicant does meet the requirements.  Mr. Wallace stated that 
John Ritchie was a notable and important link to the American Civil war which is part of the 
tourism link.   
 
Mark Tyree stated there is a large tourism push for sites of the Underground Railroad and the 
Ritchie House is one. 
 
Grant Sourk stated the applicant is a tourist and education attraction that is currently 
functioning with tourism as the primary purpose.   
 
Zach Snethen stated that in comparison to all of the submitted applications, this application is 
the only functioning tourist attraction. 
 
Murl Riedel moved to approve with requested amount, seconded by Leon Graves.  Approval 
(10-0-0.) 
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4. Friends of the Free State Capitol, Inc. – 
 

Doug Wallace stated that the applicant does meet the requirements.  Mr. Wallace stated that 
the Constitution Hall is the only structure that is associated to the American Civil war.   
 
Bette Allen stated there have been a multitude of grants received by the applicant to assist 
with the progression of restoration.  Ms. Allen stated that with the previous grants, now people 
are able to enter the building.  Ms. Allen stated with each funding source, progress has been 
made. 
 
Murl Riedel stated while it is a significant structure, he is concerned with the amount of grants 
previously received.  Mr. Riedel stated it is a lot of money going to one project.  Mr. Riedel 
stated that there is no indication that this project will be completed in the near future and no 
guarantee of a return on investment.  Mr. Riedel stated the application does meet the 
requirements. 
 
Mark Tyree stated that the applicant has the largest potential. 
 
Bette Allen moved to approve with requested amount, seconded by Mark Tyree.  Approval 
(10-0-0.) 

 
5. Southern Christian Palace Church –  

 
Zach Snethen explained that there was not a representative in attendance to present the 
information.  Mr. Snethen summarized the application. 
 
Grant Sourk stated that the project does not indicate a return on the Transient Guest Tax.  Mr. 
Sourk stated it is extremely important to stabilize the building and preserve the historic 
landmark.  Mr. Sourk stated that the marketing plan does not appear to promote tourism.  Mr. 
Sourk stated he would like to see the applicant receive funds through a grant to assist with 
preservation but the application does not match the specific grant requirements. 
 
Nelda Gaito stated she is concerned about the future use is of the building.  Mr. Sourk 
concurred and stated the marketing plan does not indicate the future use. 
 
Mark Tyree stated that the owners have promised marketing in the past that have not shown 
progress.  Mr. Tyree stated that he would like to see grant funds assist with stabilization of the 
building but also agrees that the grant application does not meet the requirements. 
 
Mr. Snethen stated he wants to see the building stabilized but also has hesitation in approving 
this grant due to lack of indication in the marketing plan. 
 
Mr. Sourk stated the application does not meet the scope of the grant application 
requirements for the Transient Guest Tax. 
 
Murl Riedel stated he has similar concerns as other commissioners due to the lack of a 
marketing plan that indicates the requirements of the Transient Guest Tax grant.  Mr. Riedel 
stated the budget for the project did not clearly indicate how the funds would be used. 
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Doug Wallace stated that the application was not good and that the future use of the school 
was not clear.   
 
Leon Graves stated he believes it is an important project but due to a lack of a 
representative, he is uncomfortable with approval.  Mr. Graves stated he would have liked to 
ask questions prior to making a decision regarding the grant application.  Jeff Alderman 
stated he has the same reservations. 
 
Mark Tyree moved to disapprove application due to not meeting the requirements, seconded 
by Doug Wallace.  Approval (10-0-0.) 

 
6. Topeka Planning Department/Downtown Topeka, Inc. –  
 

Zach Snethen explained the grant requirements for the applications, which are different than 
the criteria for the other five applications.  Bette Allen stated that the requirements include 
marketing and surveying for tourism.  Mr. Snethen reviewed the requirements with the 
committee.  
 
Jeff Alderman stated he believes the application meets the grant requirements and would be 
wonderful as Topeka redevelops Downtown Topeka. 
 
Grant Sourk stated that one of the largest tourist attractions for Topeka is in the downtown 
area.  Mr. Sourk stated it is relevant to study the area from a tourism standpoint. 
 
Murl Riedel stated there is a sense of immediacy to the application due to the current 
Downtown Topeka renovations and getting the inventory on the historic landmarks registry. 
 
Doug Wallace stated that he questions the validity of the historic significance of the structures 
in the area. 
 
Bette Allen stated she agrees with the application more so than the application for the City of 
Topeka/College Hill.   
 
Mr. Riedel stated he agreed with Ms. Allen and stated that he believed the Downtown 
Topeka, Inc. application is more of a priority in comparison with the City of Topeka/College 
Hill application.   
 
Mr. Snethen asked if the City of Topeka/College Hill and Downtown Topeka, Inc. applications 
would be eligible for the Historic Preservation Fund grants if either were disapproved.  Mr. 
Paris confirmed.  Mr. Paris stated that the ordinance that establishes the use of the grant sets 
aside up to 15% of the total fund amount for Planning and Marketing Grants.  Mr. Paris 
stated that would equate to approximately $34,000 for both Planning and Marketing Grant 
applications, which have a combined total of $13,000. 
 
Mr. Snethen stated that both applications are a performance of a reconnaissance of a 
neighborhood survey which is a requirement for the application. 
 
Mr. Wallace stated he will vote no because he does not believe any funds should go to this 
application. 
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Jeff Alderman moved to approve with requested amount, seconded by Amber Bonnett.  
Approval (8-1-1, Doug Wallace voted No, Zach Snethen abstained from the vote.) 

 
7. Topeka Planning Department/College Hill Neighborhood Association –  
 

Jeff Alderman stated he believes the application meets the grant requirements. 
 
Amber Bonnett stated she believes the section proposed is the most viable of the four 
quadrants of College Hill Neighborhood. 
 
Leon Graves stated that the neighborhood is a part of the Washburn picture, which Washburn 
is a very important asset of the Topeka community.  Mr. Graves stated that it is an important 
place for tourists to visit.  Mr. Graves stated that in addition to the housing area surrounding 
the campus, the Washburn University campus was donated by John Ritchie.  Mr. Graves 
provided some historical ownership of properties surrounding the Washburn University 
campus. 
 
Doug Wallace stated that both residences that were owned by John Sheldon in that area are 
no longer remaining. 
 
Zach Snethen stated that the College Hill NA President asked him to speak on their behalf.  
Mr. Snethen stated that he believed the College Hill Neighborhood would support the 
reduction of the application amount, by $500, and assist with the costs, if needed.  Mr. 
Snethen stated he did not believe the neighborhood could help with $8,000 but the $500 was 
manageable.   
 
Mr. Wallace added that he does not see this project in comparison with any of the other 
applications presented because this is a survey and suggested reducing the request by $500. 
 
Ms. Gaito asked if the reduction of the grant award would affect the state grant.  Mr. Paris 
stated it would not if the reduction, $500, could be acquired through other sources.  Ms. Gaito 
asked if Mr. Paris thought this could be done.  Mr. Paris confirmed, either through 
neighborhood contributions or increase in staff hours. 
 
Mr. Wallace stated he will vote no because he does not believe any funds should go to this 
application. 
 
Murl Riedel moved to approve application in the amount of $7,500, seconded by Jeff 
Alderman.  Approval (7-2-1, Doug Wallace and Mark Tyree voted No, Zach Snethen 
abstained from the vote.) 
 
Bill Fiander stated that the recommendations of the Historical Tourism Committee will be 
presented to the Transient Guest Tax Committee at the meeting on April 11, 2014.  Mr. 
Fiander stated the meeting is at 4:00 pm at City Hall on the third floor. Mr. Fiander stated 
this is the final stage of the application process. 
 
Mr. Fiander and Mr. Snethen expressed gratitude to the applicants for their time and efforts. 

 
F. Adjournment @ 8:15 pm 
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