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AGENDA 
ANTIQUITIES ADVISORY BOARD MEETING #109 

DoubleTree Suites by Hilton Hotel 
2nd Floor  

Houston Room 
303 W 15th Street 
Austin, TX 78701 

July 25, 2022 
9:30 a.m. 

 
This meeting This meeting of the Antiquities Advisory Board has been properly posted with the Secretary of State’s Office  

according to the provisions of the Texas Open Meetings Act, Chapter 551, Texas Government Code.  
The members may discuss and/or take action on any of the items listed in the agenda. 

 
 
 
 
1. Call to Order – Chairman Bruseth 

A. Board Introductions 
B. Establish a Quorum 
C. Recognize and/or excuse absences 

 
2. Approval of Minutes – Bruseth (advance handout) 

Antiquities Advisory Board Meeting # 108 (April 29, 2022)  
 
3. Consider approval of State Antiquities Landmark Nominations for 11 sites (41PS113, 41PS115, 

41PS128, 41PS130, 41PS132, 41PS133, 41PS140, 41PS150, 41PS200, and 41PS1102) located in the 
Big Bend Ranch State Park, Presidio County – Jones 

 
4. Consider approval of the proposed 6-year extension on Antiquities Permit #6247 for principal 

investigator Jorge Garcia-Herreros, Search for the Twin Sisters Cannons 41HR1105 (Item 6.5) – 
Jones 

 
5. Reports – Division Reports/Presentations on recent and current permitted projects – Jones & Brummett 
 
6. Adjournment        

 
 
   

 
NOTICE OF ASSISTANCE AT PUBLIC MEETINGS: Persons with disabilities who plan to attend this meeting and who may need 
auxiliary aids or services such as interpreters for persons who are deaf or hearing impaired, readers, large print or Braille, are requested to contact Esther 
Brickley at (512) 463-5768 at least four (4) business days prior to the meeting so that appropriate arrangements can be made.  





 

 

ITEM # 1 



CALL TO ORDER 

Today’s date is July 25th, 2022 and the time is 
[09:30 A.M.] 

This meeting of the Antiquities Advisory Board has 
been properly posted with the Secretary of State’s 

Office according to the provisions of the Texas Open 
Meetings Act, Chapter 551, Texas Government 

Code. The members may discuss and/or take action 
on any of the items listed in the agenda.  



ITEM # 2 
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ANTIQUITIES ADVISORY BOARD MEETING #108 
Minutes 

Alamo Complex  
300 Alamo Plaza 

San Antonio, TX 78205 
April 29, 2022 

8:30 A.M.  
 
Note: For the full text of action items, please contact the Texas Historical Commission at P.O. Box 12276, Austin TX 78711 or call 
512.463-1858 
 
 
1.  AAB Call to Order  
 
Commissioner Jim Bruseth opened the Antiquities Advisory Board (AAB) meeting on April 29, 
2022, at 08:30. He welcomed everyone to the meeting and asked the AAB members to introduce 
themselves.  
 
Members Present                                                Members Absent                                            
Jim Bruseth             
Rick Lewis                                                              
Laurie Limbacher 
Bob Ward 
Douglas Boyd 
Todd Ahlman  
Lilia Garcia  
Nicki Hise 
Norman Alston 
Joaquín Rivaya-Martínez 
 
Bruseth announced that all members were present. A quorum was established, and the meeting was 
opened.  
 
Bruseth welcomed Nicki Hise and Joaquín Rivaya-Martínez, the newest AAB members.  
 
2. Approval of AAB Minutes 
 
Bruseth asked if changes or corrections were needed for the AAB #107 Minutes. He called for a 
motion.  
 
Todd Ahlman moved.  
 
Douglas Boyd seconded.  
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Bruseth called for the approval of the minutes and heard no objections. The motion carried 
unanimously.   
 
3. Division Report  
 
Bruseth called on Archeology Division (AD) director, Brad Jones to present his report. 
 
Jones updated the AAB on the types of permits issued in the last quarter. He announced that permit 
issuance remained consistent, and intensive survey permits continued to be the most common type 
of permit issued.  
 
Bruseth thanked Jones.  
 
Bruseth called on Division of Architecture (DOA) director, Bess Graham. He announced that this 
would be Graham’s final AAB meeting and thanked her for her service. Bruseth called for a round 
of applause.  
 
Graham presented DOA’s permit activities in the last quarter, issuing eleven permits and closing six. 
She shared that DOA did not have the same permit demand as AD. Graham announced that 
permits were issued for the Courthouse Preservation and Disaster Assistance programs along with 
other permits, which resulted in a 57% increase over the previous year. 
 
Graham provided renovation photos from the Admiral Nimitz Historic Ballroom at the National 
Museum of the Pacific War in Fredericksburg, Texas. She shared that the museum was a state 
historic site and that she was glad to issue the permit for this project. Graham concluded her report.  
 
Bruseth thanked Graham.  
 
Bruseth announced that there would be a nine-minute break before convening with the Texas 
Historical Commission (THC).  
 
Commissioner Nau convened the AAB with the THC. 
 
4. Alamo Church and Long Barrack Masterplan Update 
 
Bruseth called on Kate Rogers of the Alamo Trust, Inc. (ATI) and Patrick and Patrick Gallagher of 
Gallagher & Associates to present the Alamo and Long Barrack updates.  
 
Rogers thanked the commission. She welcomed the AAB to San Antonio. She announced that her 
team was fully present and ready to answer questions.  
 
Rogers presented all the components of the Alamo Masterplan. Her presentation moved the AAB 
through a conceptual journey from the Alamo Promenade to Plaza de Valero. She delineated the 
footprints of the future visitor center, museum, exhibit hall, education center, event center, and 
collections building.  
 
Rogers presented the three guiding principles of Gallagher’s plan for the Alamo. The principles 
focused on preservation of historic buildings, a unified experience across the Alamo district, and 
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visitor comfort. Additionally, the update worked to eliminate vehicle traffic and focused on a 
pedestrian experience. 
 
Rogers showcased current and future Alamo Complex photos. Details included native plant 
selections, drainage control options, Cenotaph plans, views from Crockett Street, the alteration of 
Plaza De Valero into a community space, and travels through the Paseo de Alamo.  
 
Rogers explained that the design of the new visitor center was still in the early stages. She informed 
the AAB that the goal was to repurpose the Crockett Building. Gallagher’s team vowed to maintain 
the interior’s original stone walls. Rogers shared that most buildings within the Alamo Complex had 
served many purposes throughout the years, and that they would be modified as part of the 
masterplan. She emphasized the construction of the Crockett Building’s future rooftop event center 
and the rooftop’s spectacular views.  
 
Rogers gave insight into the Crockett Building’s stone flooring in the lobby space. The proposed 
flooring provided visitors with interpretive views of the outline of the Alamo’s original West Wall.  
 
Rogers informed the AAB on the installation of the Civil Rights era exhibit proposed for the 
Woolworth Building. She shared that the exhibit would be housed in the same space where San 
Antonio’s lunch counter protests occurred. Rogers concluded by stating that a 4D theater would be 
located on the second floor.  
 
Rogers shared that Gallagher utilized the help of twenty historians to consult on the Alamo’s 
history. She announced that a digital application was being developed and that the goal was to ease 
the visitor’s educational experience. 
 
Rogers introduced the timeline of the Alamo reconstruction. Members were informed that the 
construction would span into 2026 and that a master schedule was being created. Rogers hoped that 
the plan would help predict future historic preservation requests and minimize visitation 
interruption.  
 
Rogers announced that the THC remained one of ATI’s most valuable partners and that they valued 
the THC’s support.  
 
Bruseth thanked Rogers. He asked for questions and comments.  
 
Commissioner Lilia Garcia suggested that history occurred in layers. She wanted further insight into 
the content that focused on the history after the Alamo Battle.   
 
Rogers answered that eight galleries would occupy the museum space. She informed Garcia that the 
museum’s content would follow the Alamo’s chronological history.  
 
Nau said that the Visitor Center was important because it captured all sides of the Alamo history 
and story.  
 
Norman Alston apologized for his absence at the previous meeting. He questioned the construction 
plan and the claim that three buildings would be repurposed. Alston mentioned that he only saw two 
of the three buildings portrayed in the construction plans.  
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Rogers answered that the building in question was the Palace Theater. She informed the AAB that 
the building had sustained fire damage many years ago. The plan was to transform the old entrance 
of the theater into the entrance of the new Alamo Visitor Center. Rogers suggested that the facades 
of the historic buildings would remain the same, but that the theater space would be opened to serve 
as a viewpoint to the Alamo Complex.  
 
Alston said that he noticed the façade of the building, but asked if any other remains of the building 
remained? 
 
Rogers answered no.  
 
Gallagher added that an architectural assessment had been completed for all three buildings. The 
architectural firm concluded that the entrance of the theater was not historically significant. He 
shared that the architectural firm suggested that the entrance could be replaced in the renovation 
process.  
 
Commissioner Laurie Limbacher congratulated the group on their efforts and ideas. She asked for 
Rogers to elaborate on Alston’s question on the use of the Palace Theater.  
 
Rogers explained that the project was in the early design stages. She stated that there would be 
future consultations with the THC. Rogers asked for further questions and feedback. 
 
Limbacher congratulated the commitment of ATI and asked the group to provide the THC with 
future updates.   
 
THC Executive Director Mark Wolfe shared that the Woolworth Building was a State Antiquities 
Landmark (SAL). He explained that the THC did not have permitting authority for other buildings 
on the site.  
 
Commissioner David Gravelle asked if the design team would interpret the Alamo’s funeral pyre? 
 
Rogers answered yes, depending on the research basis.  
 
Gravelle asked if the visitor would be able to experience the importance of the Alamo’s walls.  
 
Rogers responded that they would integrate as much of the original Alamo footprint as possible. She 
said that the outline of the walls would be delineated in the pavement. Rogers explained that ATI 
was working to bring back the original mission gate and the lunette. She hoped that the lunette 
would provide visitors with an understanding of the original Alamo fortification.  
 
Nau believed that having a masterplan would make it easier for the public to comprehend and 
understand ATI’s future vision. He congratulated Rogers and Gallagher.  
 
Rogers highlighted the importance that the Alamo’s digital application. She believed that the 
application would further cultivate a visitor’s experience.  
 
Limbacher agreed that the digital application would help transport the visitor through time.  
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Bruseth asked for further comments, heard none, and thanked Rogers for her presentation.  
 
Bruseth called on Jeff Kauffman and Pam Rosser. Both reported on future permit and amendment 
requests for the Alamo Church and Long Barrack.  
 
Rosser introduced herself as the Alamo’s lead conservator.  
 
Kauffman introduced himself as the Chief Deputy for Construction Services for the Texas General 
Land Office (GLO). He shared that he was a registered architect with seven years of Alamo 
experience. Kauffman explained that he started his Alamo journey with restoration work and then 
transitioned into accessibility. His current work focused on the conservation and restoration of the 
Alamo Church and Long Barrack.  
 
Kauffman introduced various stages of the Alamo restoration project. He stated that the 
undertaking started in 2018 and continued into the present day. Stages included data collection, 
analysis of existing conditions, development of options, and the generation of potential 
recommendations. Kauffman shared that a draft report was delivered in August of 2020.  
 
Rosser shared that she held thirty years of conservation experience. Her work with the Alamo dated 
back to 2000. She explained that her current work focused on non-destructive conservation and 
moisture monitoring. Rosser provided photographic documentation of her recent work. Highlights 
included views of the century old mudline and images of the walls inside of the Alamo Church and 
Long Barrack. The AAB was informed that experts were studying how voids in the walls impacted 
stability.    
 
Rosser explained that eight archeological excavations were completed adjacent to the Long Barrack. 
She shared that the primary purpose of the work was to expose the foundation walls, document wall 
condition, and determine future repairs. Rosser provided the three major finds of the study. The 
AAB was informed that plaster, mortar, and a single musket ball from the Mission Era were 
discovered within the excavation units.   
 
Kauffman shared that the first restoration task was to continue with the moisture monitoring study. 
The second task was the repair of the Alamo Church’s concrete roof. Kauffman explained that the 
repairs to the church’s above ground wall were still in the design phase. The rebuild of the Alamo’s 
North Wall addressed structural flaws and was slated to begin soon. Kauffman mentioned that the 
Alamo and Long Barrack’s rooftops were undergoing structural analysis.  
 
Kauffman reported that the Long Barrack’s skirted surfaces were cleaned and that the above ground 
masonry wall repairs were scheduled next. He reported that the completed archeological excavations 
exposed the necessity for below ground wall repairs and that the structure had been reinforced. It 
was shared that the Alamo Church and Long Barrack would be renovated using a two-stage 
renovation plan. Kauffman noted that future permit requests would be focused on long term 
preservation and interpretation. He concluded by ensuring the THC that future permit request and 
amendments would follow.  
 
Bruseth called for questions and comments. 
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Limbacher was curious about the musket ball that was found below the Alamo Battle era soil level. 
 
Rosser answered that the musket ball was from an earlier period.  
 
Garcia asked about the voids within the walls. She asked if that was an initial construction method?  
 
Kauffman said that it was an intentional building method that was used during the Alamo’s 
construction era. He was surprised by the sizes and variations of the voids.  
 
Limbacher said that mortar gave way to moisture and caused the formation of voids.  
 
Kauffman stated that they were waiting on the results of the lab analysis.  
 
Rick Lewis asked about the tactic used to stabilize the voids.  
 
Kauffman answered that his team was working to find a solution. He said that the original plan was 
to fill all voids and that they needed to halt the potential for water and salts to go from wall to wall.  
 
Doug Boyd said that he visited the Alamo and that he enjoyed the interpretation that was provided 
for the moisture monitoring. He asked about how the dry weather conditions in Texas impacted a 
moisture monitoring study? Boyd wanted to know if the monitors could be left in place.  
 
Kauffman said that the monitors could be left in place. He noted that the monitors had experienced 
snow and heat.   
 
Nau asked about the discussion of adding an additional level to the barracks. He wondered if this is 
what the survey was intended to study.  
 
Kauffman answered that stage four of the plan dealt with future projects. He mentioned that the 
discussion would start after the moisture monitoring study was completed.  
 
Nau thanked Kauffman.  
 
5. Battleship Texas Update 
 
Bruseth called on the Battleship Texas Foundation to present their update.  
 
Michael Strutt the director of Texas Parks and Wildlife’s (TPWD) Cultural Resources program 
introduced the update. He explained that TPWD was the steward of the ship and that they 
partnered with the Battleship Texas Foundation. Strutt announced that both organizations 
contributed to repairs of the ship and that they wanted to present two permit applications to the 
AAB.  
 
Strutt said that the first permit dealt with the coating of the ship and the second with the repairs of 
the haul. He explained that the restoration work would be complicated. Strutt assured the AAB that 
all work would meet the Secretary of the Interior’s standards for the preservation of historic vessels. 
He concluded and introduced Tony Gregory who serves as the chairman of the Battleship Texas 
Foundation.  



7 
 

 
Gregory introduced himself and his team. His presentation focused on permit requests and ship 
updates. He noted that his team worked to repair the ship using approved funds. Gregory informed 
the AAB that no shipyard in Texas had the ability to lift the ship. He explained that the foundation 
had secured a repair contract with Gulf Copper Shipyard in Galveston. Gulf Copper’s contract 
spanned over a ten-month period and focused on providing a dry dock. The dry dock was under 
repair and would be towed to Galveston to be used for the Battleship’s repairs. Gregory stated that 
the journey would begin in June of 2022.  
 
Gregory stated that the foundation was working to secure a permanent home for the Battleship 
Texas. He indicated that Galveston, Baytown, and Beaumont expressed interest in harboring the 
ship. Gregory introduced Brad Currin.  
 
Currin provided a general update. His current project focused on the management of the ship’s 
repairs, travel, and a new berth. Currin explained that the foundation’s goal was the long-term 
preservation of the ship. He noted that his team wanted to secure an SAL nomination and deliver 
the project within budget.  
 
Currin explained that they utilized thousands of gallons of expanded foam, pumps, and water 
monitoring systems to increase the hull’s watertight integrity. Currin reviewed the permits and 
amendments for #1041 and #1042.  
 
Currin spoke of the floating dry dock technique and provided insight into how the dock functioned. 
He mentioned that the dock served as a stabilizer and rehabilitation tool for the ship. Currin shared 
that the dry dock would be delivered from the Bahamas and be utilized for transport. He explained 
that the transport to the Bahamas would be one of the project’s biggest risks. The AAB was 
informed that numerous stakeholders were involved and that the Coast Guard provided 
consultation.  
  
Bruseth asked for questions and comments.  
 
Nau asked if the Coast Guard served as the primary authorization entity for the tow of the 
Battleship.  
 
Currin explained that the Coast Guard served as a consultant. He said that they would deny the 
transport if it did not meet federal standards. However, they would not serve as the authorizing 
force for the departure of the ship. The AAB was informed that the Insurer’s Warranty Surveyor 
(MSW) provided documentation for ships that met all standards for departure. Currin assured the 
AAB that the documentation would be forwarded to the THC.  
 
Bruseth thanked Currin for the clarification. 
 
Currin indicated that the ship would not move if the group could not secure proper insurance.  
 
Nau asked if TPWD had approved the process thus far. 
 
Strutt confirmed that TPWD was comfortable with the plan. 
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Nau asked who provided oversight over the ship channel.  
 
Currin said that the Coast Guard controlled the traffic.  
 
Limbacher asked how the dry dock was transported from the Bahamas to Texas.  
 
Currin clarified that the dock would be towed from the Bahamas to Texas.  
 
Alston appreciated the presentation and the attention to detail.  
 
Gregory said that the AAB would be invited to witness the towing of the ship out of the harbor.  
 
Bruseth thanked the Battleship Texas Foundation for their presentation.  
 
Bruseth read the motion for the #1042 permit amendment. He called on Graham to provide the 
details.  
 
Graham clarified that the #1041 permit addressed repairs to the Battleship Texas. She indicated that 
the repairs focused on double plating damaged areas, adding stiffeners to the inner bottom of the 
ship, and rebuilding the blister tanks. Graham pointed out that repairs occurring four feet above the 
waterline would be visible.  
 
Bruseth read the motion.  
 
Alston moved.  
 
Lewis seconded.  
 
Bruseth called for further discussion, heard none, and the motion carried unanimously. 
Bruseth read the motion for the #1042 permit amendment. He called on Graham to provide the 
details.  
 
Graham stated that this was the fourth amendment to the permit. The current amendment included 
where the ship would be repaired, Coast Guard involvement, and where the ship would be dry 
docked. She shared that all items were addressed and that the current permit reflected the changes.  
 
Bruseth read the motion.  
 
Boyd moved.  
 
Alston seconded.  
 
Alston asked about what a dry tow of a ship entailed.  
 
Currin explained that a dry tow ultimately lifted the hull out of the water, but that exposure to water 
remained a factor. He mentioned that his team originally didn’t foresee the amount of dredging 
required to move the ship out of Galveston Bay.   
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Alston thanked Currin.  
 
Bruseth called for further discussion, heard none, and the motion carried unanimously. 
 
6. Adjournment  
 
Bruseth called for a motion to adjourn the AAB meeting.  
 
Limbacher moved.  
 
Todd Ahlman seconded.  



ITEM # 3 































41PS115 – Crow Town 
Big Bend Ranch State Park 

Site 41PS115, also known as “Crow Town”, is a prehistoric open campsite and rockshelter site 
on a large tributary creek near the Rio Grande. The site was first recorded in 1975 as CC27 during 
the University of Texas Natural Area Survey of Colorado Canyon (Survey #11). The site was re-
recorded in 2018 by the BBRSP Park Archeologist and has since been monitored annually. 

The extensive prehistoric component of this site includes rockshelters, midden deposits, scattered 
burned rock, hearths, and numerous bedrock mortar depressions. The best-preserved prehistoric 
features present at this site are concentrated along the eastern side of the prominent volcanic tuff 
outcrop that dominates the site. These include a small smoke-blackened rockshelter with ochre 
staining, two large burned rock midden deposits, and at least nine bedrock mortars on the upper 
surface of the tuff outcrop and a fallen block. A second rockshelter and associated talus midden 
deposit is present on the western side of the outcrop, as well as seven additional bedrock mortars, 
two deflated hearths, and a burned rock scatter. The entire site area is covered in hundreds of 
pieces of lithic debitage and core fragments. 

The eastern part of the site retains integrity and the prehistoric component here is eligible for SAL 
designation under Criteria 1 and 2. Furthermore, public visitation and looting suggests a high 
likelihood that vandalism and relic collecting has occurred or could occur. Therefore, the site is 
recommended eligible for designation as a SAL under Criterion 5. 

Future actions at this site will include intensive site mapping and annual monitoring by trained 
Texas Parks and Wildlife Department staff.  





















































































































































































































































































ITEM # 4 



Item 4 
Texas Historical Commission 

Antiquities Advisory Board 
July 25, 2022 

Consider approval of the proposed 6-year extension on Antiquities Permit #6247 for 
principal investigator Jorge Garcia-Herreros, Search for the Twin Sisters Cannons 41HR1105 

Background: 

On April 15, 2022, Jorge Garcia-Herreros, principal investigator for Gulf Coast Archeology Group, 
requested a second extension for Antiquities Permit 6247, Search for the Twin Sisters Cannons 
41HR1105. At the time of the original 3-year extension on August 17, 2017, the principal 
investigator reported that the fieldwork was completed, but analysis and report production were 
ongoing but delayed due to lack of funds and the PI’s health issues. While additional progress has 
been made, the PI reports that ongoing health issues related to a severe automobile accident and is 
requesting the second extension to complete the outstanding requirements to close the permit.  

Title 13, Part 2, Chapter 26, Subchapter C Rule 26.14  (g)(2) states that “upon review and 
recommendations by the Antiquities Advisory Board, the commission may by a majority vote of its 
members , approve or disapprove an additional extension of the expiration date of an Antiquities 
Permit beyond the single extension that the AD staff of the commission is authorized to issue under 
subsection (c) of this section and this paragraph, provided that the following conditions are met:  

(A) the principal investigator (PI), and/or the investigative firm listed under an Antiquities
Permit must complete and submit a Second Extension Application Form to the commission,
and give an oral presentation before the Antiquities Advisory Board justifying why a second
permit expiration-date extension is warranted; and

(B) the justification for the second extension must show that the extension is needed due to
circumstances beyond the control of the PI. Example  include but are not limited to: funding
problems, death of the PI, and artifact curation problems.

A second permit extension for an additional 6 years has been requested by Jorge Garcia-Herreros. If 
approved, the new permit deadline will be October 25, 2026. 

Suggested Motions (AAB): 

Move that the Board send forward and recommend to the Commission the granting of Jorge 
Garcia-Herreros a second 6-year extension for Antiquities Permit #6247. 

Move that the Board send forward and recommend to the Commission the denial of Jorge Garcia-
Herreros a second 6-year extension for Antiquities Permit #6247. 



January 2012 

ANTIQUITIES PERMIT: 
SECOND EXTENSION APPLICATION FORM 

GENERAL INFORMATION 
Permit Number  6247  Original Permit Expiration Date 05/07/2017 
First Permit Extension Expiration Date 05/07/2019 
Principal Investigator Name  Jorge Garcia-Herreros 
Project Name Search for the Twin Sisters Cannons 41HR1105 

STATUS OF PERMIT REQUIREMENTS (attach additional sheets as needed)

I. ANALYSIS
List all ongoing analyses and percentage of completed analyses Analysis of rail road ties ongoing 

II. REPORT
List the current percentage of completion, including number of chapters in draft or final form

Introduction 95% complete; Background and History 100% complete; Environment 100% complete; 
Methodology 100% complete; Analysis 65% complete; Findings 60% complete; Conclusions and 
Recommendations 20% complete  

III. CURATION
Provide summary of status  Analysis still ongoing.

IV. BUDGET
List funds available to complete all permit requirements All funding has run out. 

V. JUSTIFICATION FOR AN ADDITIONAL PERMIT EXTENSION
Provide details about circumstances beyond the control of the Principal Investigator

Due to the lack of funds, a car accident that injured the PI, and additional health illness that has affected 
the PI work on this project has had multiple delays. 



Page 2 of 2 

SECOND PERMIT EXTENSION REQUEST 
Permit Extension Requested for 6 Years 0 Months (1 year minimum) 

Principal Investigator Name  Jorge Garcia-Herreros  

Mailing Address  9597 Jones Road, PMB 2760  

Email Address 
____ Jgarciah@GCAGroup.net________________________________________________________________ 

City, State, Zip  Houston, Texas 77065 

Office Phone Number 713.703.9252 Cell Phone Number  713.703.9252 

CERTIFICATION 

I, Jorge Garcia-Herreros       , as Principal Investigator employed by 
Gulf Coast Archaeology Group    (Investigative Firm), do certify that I understand that I am 

responsible for providing written documentation to, and oral presentation before, the Antiquities Advisory Board to 
demonstrate that the additional extension is needed due to circumstances beyond my control, as specified in Rules of Practice and 
Procedure for the Antiquities Code of Texas Chapter 26. I further certify that I understand that the commission may approve or 
disapprove a second extension of the permit due date, based upon the review and recommendation of the Antiquities 
Advisory Board. If granted, the permit completion date may be extended for no less than one year and no more than 10 years. 

Principal Investigator Date  4/15/2022 
(Signature) 

FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY 

 Second extension granted by Commission
     Date approved  for Mark Wolfe, Executive Director 
     New Expiration Date 
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------ 
  Second extension denied by Commission  
     Date denied       Reason for denial 

 Texas Historical Commission 
Archeology Division 
P.O. Box 12276, Austin, TX 78711-2276 
Phone 512/463-6096 
www.thc.state.tx.us 
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Permits Issued Report
Active Permits Issued between 4/1/2022 and 6/30/2022 

 Permit SAL Type Project Issued Expires Period Effect

1154 Burger/Robertson, 129 South Rehabilitation 129 S. Fulton Salon and Spa 4/4/2022 4/4/2024 2 years
Fulton Street 

1155 Port Isabel Lighthouse State Reconstruction Reproduction Fresnel Lens 4/8/2022 12/1/2022 7 months
Historic Structure Installation 

1137 Fair Park Rehabilitation Fair Park Centennial Building 4/8/2022 5/1/2024 2 years
Renovation 

1159 Bexar (Old) County Jail New Construction Verizon Wireless "SA City Hall"- 4/18/2022 12/1/2022 6 months
Resubmittal for expired Permit  
#HS 1079 -colocation of wireless  
telecom equip to existing rooftop 

1152 Ellis County Courthouse Rehabilitation To upgrade the lighting in the  4/20/2022 3/31/2023 1 year
building and HVAC control system 

1157 Lamar County Courthouse Restoration Flood Damage to the District 5/2/2022 9/30/2022 6 Months
Courtroom 

1160 Gonzales Memorial Museum Rehabilitation Gonzales Memorial Museum- 5/2/2022 12/31/2022 7 months
and Amphitheater Underground Crawlspace 

1162 Spanish Governor's Palace Demolition Tree Removal 5/10/2022 11/30/2022 6 months

1158 Carnegie Library Preservation Brick Repointing 5/10/2022 6/1/2023 1 year

1161 Winedale Inn Complex New Construction Construction of new ADA 5/11/2022 6/1/2024 2 years
Restroom Building (UT 
CP792897) 

1163 El Paso Union Depot Rehabilitation Texas Tech University of  5/12/2022 10/1/2022 6 months
Architecture-Fabrication Shop 



 Permit SAL Type Project Issued Expires Period Effect 
 1153 Hopkins County Courthouse Rehabilitation Upgrade the Lighting in the  5/12/2022 3/31/2023 1 Year 
 Courthouse 

 1156 Bexar County Courthouse Rehabilitation Fifth Floor Interior Renovation 5/17/2022 12/1/2023 1 year and 6  
 months 

 1151 Brazoria County Courthouse  New Construction Transformer and Generator yard  5/20/2022 5/1/2024 2 years 
 (Old) for Brazoria Justice Center 

 1165 Brackenridge Park Demolition  Brackenridge Park Eve's  5/25/2022 11/30/2022 6 months 
 Necklace-10" Removal 

 1166 Brackenridge Park Demolition Brackenridge Park Pecan -29"  5/25/2022 11/30/2022 6 months 
 Tree Removal 

 1167 Brackenridge Park Demolition Brackenridge Park Celtis  5/25/2022 11/30/2022 6 months 
 Laevigata 21in Tree Removal 

 1113 Governor's Mansion, The New Construction Build greenhouse in kitchen  6/20/2022 7/1/2023 1 year 
 garden and extend flatwork of  
 garden into adjacent level  
 grounds area 

  



Completion Report
Between 4/1/2022 and 6/30/2022 

 Permit SAL Permit Type Project Report Approved

  1094   Jefferson County Courthouse Rehabilitation Installation of audio/visual system in     4/19/2022
Commissioners Courtroom on the  
Fourth floor 

  1140   Harris County Courthouse Architectural Geotechnical Test and Report.  Plan to 4/19/2022
do four (4) borings of 4" - 6" diameter  
on the first floor of the courthouse. 

  1122   The Alamo New Construction Installation of a palisade temporary 5/25/2022
exhibit 

  1132   Donley County Courthouse Restoration Repair of water damage from leak  6/7/2022
(HVAC) Winter Storm Viola 2021 
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