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Presidents’ Forum
David O. Brown
One of the most important and complex
archaeological controversies to surface in some
years is the fate of materials excavated from
41VT98, located on DuPont Chemical Company
property along the Victoria Barge Canal in
southern Victoria County. Recorded in 1982 by
Carolyn Murphy of the US Army Corps of
Engineers Galveston District, the site was
recommended for National Register testing in
1988 in the context of general operation and
maintenance of the Victoria Barge Canal.
Coastal Environments, Inc., conducted this
testing in 1989, recommending that 41VT98 was
eligible for the National Register. At that time
it was noted that a human cranium fragment
had been found at the site during dredging of
the canal in the 1950s. In 1989 and 1990 a
Programmatic Agreement was developed for
investigations along the canal, with the
Advisory Council Human Remains Policy
Statement incorporated by reference. The PA
was signed by the Corps, the THC, and the
Advisory Council. After some delay, mitigation
excavations, directed by Bob Ricklis of Coastal
Environments, Inc., were initiated in January
of 2001. When human remains were uncovered
in the mitigation phase, the Corps of Engineers
considered ceasing work at the site, but the
THC urged them to finish the proposed
investigations. The excavations were finally
completed by July of 2001.
All in all, the excavations recovered some 80
burials, most of which appear to date to the
Early Archaic Period. These burials are also dug
into a stratum that contains Paleoindian
remains. In addition the site yielded Late
Archaic burials as well as Late Prehistoric
occupation debris. In terms of the number and
age of the burials, it is clearly one of the most
important sites of the Early Archaic on the
Texas Coast. As was pointed out in a public
meeting held in Victoria last month on the 26th
of February, it is one of only three large burial
sites from this time period in the entire US.
More information on the site and its significance
can be found on the Corps of Engineers
Galveston District web site at <http://
www.swg.usace.army.mil/>.
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In January of this year, the rumor surfaced that
the Corps and Dupont had proposed to rebury
the materials excavated from the site without
analysis. As most people know, the hue and cry
over this proposal, an apparent violation of the
Programmatic Agreement as well as a breach
of the principles and the ethics of scientific
process, reached fever pitch shortly thereafter,
led in part by members of the Texas
Archeological Society. In addition to the TAS,
local archaeological societies, and hundreds of
concerned individuals, the Society for
American Archaeology and the CTA
complained that reburial without analysis
should not be considered. The CTA, along with
the TAS and SAA requested and received
consulting party status as per the 36CFR800
regulations, although other groups and
individuals who requested such status were
denied by the Corps.
Present plans call for a meeting of the
consulting parties on the 28 th of March in
Corpus Christi, offering them an opportunity
to view some of the excavated materials and to
comment on the appropriate procedures that
might be undertaken for analysis. The Corps
stresses that they have made no final
determinations on the analysis of the materials,
and is waiting until the consulting process is
final.
No archaeologist, professional or otherwise,
doubts the importance of this site and almost
everybody has argued for a thorough analysis
of the burials and associated artifacts recovered
from the site. The complexity and controversy
surrounding the site enter into the equation
largely because Native American groups have
complained that they were not consulted until
well after the discovery of the burials. Letters
to the various tribes in the region were mailed
out beginning in July of 2001 but formal
consultation on the human remains from this
site was apparently not undertaken until
February 12th of this year when a meeting was
held that included representatives from the
Federally recognized Choctaw, AlabamaCoushatta, and Comanche tribes. Several other
Native American tribes that have been
documented historically within the region were
invited and some of these, like the Caddo, may
have submitted written comments to the Corps.
An attempt by the Tap Pilam group of San
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Antonio, who are not Federally recognized, to
enter into consultation was initially denied by
the Corps.
As it stands, this excavation does not appear to
be a direct NAGPRA issue since the land
involved belongs to DuPont and the Corps does
not actually own the excavated remains. If it
were a NAGPRA issue, and only a NAGPRA
issue, it might be somewhat clearer since
NAGPRA currently stipulates that potential
descendent communities must be consulted. I
doubt if any recognized tribe could make a
good case for lineal descent from the Early
Archaic burials at the site. However, the PA
under which the project is operating does not
require such direct descent, but simply
geographic proximity. Under this definition, the
tribes contacted were certainly the appropriate
entities.
As I understand the situation with Native
American consultation, the tribes are not
unified in their opinions regarding the
possibility of full analysis. Most, if not all, seem
to be upset over the long-delayed consultation
with the Corps. And it would appear that most,
if not all, are strongly in favor of reburial of the
skeletal materials and associated grave goods.
Some may even favor reburial of all materials
recovered from the site. While some, such as
the Caddo, do suggest that analysis may be
appropriate, at least several of the tribes are
adamant in seeking reburial without analysis.
The need for analysis if very clear from an
archaeological perspective, but Native
American views may play an important part
in this process. The CTA has long urged closer
relations between archaeologists and Native
Americans and several times has spoken in
favor of legislation protecting unmarked
graves. But there are many tribal groups who
have been contacted by the Corps, only a few
of whom have a history of working with
archaeologists in Texas. On the positive side,
the Caddo, with whom archaeologists have
been building relationships for many years,
seem to have a more moderate stance on
analysis. This suggests that increased
communications may help build bridges
between archaeologists and Native Americans.
On the other hand, since Native Americans
have been slighted in the 41VT98 process, and
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80 some odd burials excavated prior to formal
consultation, it may be no easy feat convincing
any of them that archaeologists’ intentions are
honest and that any errors were not intentional.
Unfortunately, in the long run, the final
decisions may be made by people who are
neither archaeologists nor Native Americans.
Obviously, it would be in everybody’s best
interest if the matter could be settled with all
sides feeling that their positions were respected.
Certainly no archaeologist would accept
reburial without analysis, and probably most
Native Americans would not accept the burials
occupying permanent shelf space in some lab.
One potential compromise would be full
analysis of materials recovered from the site
with subsequent reburial of the human remains.
Reburial in crypts that could someday be
located might also be a possibility here.
The Corps of Engineers has agreed to give a
technical presentation on the site to the CTA at
its annual spring meeting in Austin. The site’s
excavator, Bob Ricklis, will present a slightly
expanded version of the talk he gave at the
public meeting in Victoria. Not surprisingly,
there will be Corps-imposed limitations on
what he will be able to show, but presumably
we will be able to ask him technical questions
about the site. After the talk, there will be a CTA
forum concerning the site and possible
solutions. This forum will not focus on how we
got where we are, but rather on what we are
doing to remedy the situation and possibly how
do avoid such problems in the future. More
details will be available on the CTA web site as
this is finalized.
As I noted above, the CTA has requested and
received consulting party status for the ongoing
discussions regarding the site. See the copy of
my letter to the Corp of Engineers included in
this edition of the newsletter. We are planning
to argue for a complete analysis of all materials
from the site and hoping to have a say in the
kind of analyses that are in fact undertaken.
*****
This spring’s meeting and the afternoon session
on 41VT98 will be held at the Boardroom of the
Hancock Building LCRA office complex on
Lake Austin Boulevard just past Tom Miller
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Dam. See the map in this issue for the location
if you are unclear. The map also shows where
you can park (indicated by “CTA PARKING”
in red letter). Be sure not to park in any of the
private business lots that are nearby. You might
get towed. If the visitor lots do fill up, there is
limited parking on the street.
After the meeting, the evening session will
feature food, drink and a celebration of the
organization’s 25 th anniversary. The event,
which will be held at the nearby Lion’s
Municipal Golf Course Clubhouse, is open to
all CTA members and their families as well as
all former CTA members. We especially want
to see all former officers of the organization
attend the event. We hope to have a reunion of
former CTA presidents at the social and should
have ample opportunity to amuse ourselves at
their expense in an informal roast. The
evening’s festivities begin at 6PM. The
Clubhouse is located a short drive from the
LCRA complex at 2701 Enfield Drive, about a
half mile east of the intersection of Enfield and
Lake Austin Boulevard. See you there.

❦❦❦

Officer ’s Reports

Missi Green
SECRETARY-TREASURER
After the CTA meeting it will be past time to
renew your dues for 2002. This year is the 25th
Anniversary of CTA. Be a voice in the direction,
continued growth, and development of the
organization as well as the celebration!
If you have any changes to your information
— new e-mail, new address, new employer —
please let me know when you pay your dues.
An updated e-mail address is essential for CTA
to contact you for any information that might
be vital, including the latest newsletter and any
changes in the archeological working
community.
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The current issue of each Newsletter is a benefit
of membership. Starting with the next issue
(Volume 26 No 3, summer) you will need to
have paid your 2002 dues to download the
Newsletter (see the Web Page Committee
Report, this issue, for details).

❦❦❦

Committee Reports
Dana Anthony, Chair
PUBLIC EDUCATION COMMITTEE
This year we have three excellent nominees for
the second annual E. Mott Davis Public
Outreach Award. As most of you remember, the
award was set up last year to recognize
outstanding attempts to educate the general
public about archaeology as a part of CRM
projects. Last year’s winner was the Freedman’s
Cemetery Project; recipients included TxDOT,
Geo-Marine, Inc, Black Dallas Remembered,
and the African American Museum in Dallas.
All three of this year’s nominees feature a
strong public outreach component within the
context of a CRM project. TxDOT sponsored
two of the nominated projects while the third
was sponsored by the Fort Hood Cultural
Resource Management Program. The
information below is taken from the
nomination forms supplemented by
information from project sponsors.
Fort Hood Historical Research and Site
Evaluations Project
Prewitt & Associates, Inc., Fort Hood Cultural
Resource Management Program, and William
Pugsley (Texas Information Network)
From 1995 to the present, Prewitt and
Associates, Inc. (PAI) was contracted by the
United States Army Fort Hood to conduct
cultural resources studies in compliance with
Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act. A multi-year historical
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research project was developed. Martha Doty
Freeman and Amy Dase, who served as
consultants for PAI, spent several years doing
archival and oral history research to develop
historical contexts dealing with nineteenth and
early twentieth century “agriculture” and
“rural development” on the lands that became
Camp Hood. The concept of combining a
detailed “historic context” report with a
“popular” report as the primary products of the
historical research was developed by Principal
Investigator Doug Boyd (PAI) and the late Dr.
Jack Jackson (then CRM Program Director at
Fort Hood). The intent was to produce reports
that would be of general interest to the local
community. One report was intended to meet
the legal requirements of Section 106
compliance, but still be readable and contain
information of interest to the public
community, while the other report was
intended as a popular book that would be
well received by the archaeological
community but would be of interest to a
much broader general public.
One of the reports is Agriculture and Rural
Development on Fort Hood Lands, 1849-1942:
National Register Assessments of 710 Historic
Archeological Properties, by Martha Doty
Freeman, Amy E. Dase, and Marie E. Blake.
Although, this is more of a technical report than
a popular book, it is very well written and its
historical narratives are of considerable interest
to the local community. It is a 247-page report,
with a CD-ROM that contains a vast amount of
historical property and ad valorem tax data.
This report, of which 500 copies were
distributed, is now out of print. The second
report completed for this project is Imprint on
the Land, Life Before Camp Hood, 1820-1942, by
William S. Pugsley. Pugsley, an historical
researcher and writer (dba. the Texas
Information Network) was hired as a consultant
by PAI to boil down the massive amount of
information generated by many years of
research into a single short popular book. He
did an admirable job of this, and the 178-page
Imprint on the Land is a well-written and
abundantly illustrated historical narrative that
tells a fascinating story for the general public.
Pugsley’s book was the most important public
outreach component of the project. Its style and
format have proven popular with the public it
was intended to reach, and it has touched the
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hearts of many people who lived there before
Camp Hood. One thousand copies of this report
were printed and distributed; it is now out of
print and Fort Hood continues to get requests
for copies. This public outreach aspect of this
project was very successful because Fort Hood
recognized its obligation to give something
back to the local community in conjunction with
its federally mandated compliance efforts. As
an outgrowth of this project, PAI and the Fort
Hood CRM Program are continuing this public
outreach and began a major oral history project
in 2001.
Mission Nuestra Señora del Refugio Project
Cindy Tennis (PI), Center for Archaeological
Research-UTSA, and Texas Department of
Transportation
This was data recovery for impacts to the
mission from the US 77 reconstruction through
the town of Refugio. UTSA conducted
excavations and analysis of materials from the
impact areas. They recovered mission-era trash
deposits, post holes from the outline of the
mission compound, and underneath the
highway, unexpectedly, remains of the original
1790s mission church, beneath the dirt floor of
which were 32 grave features that contained the
remains of 177 individuals of Native American
and Spanish descent.
Several approaches to public outreach were
developed for the excavations at Mission
Refugio. First, Cindy Tennis, project Principal
Investigator, working for the Center for
Archaeological Research at the University of
Texas at San Antonio under contract with the
Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT),
created an outstanding portable display about
the excavations at Mission Refugio, its history,
and the life of mission inhabitants. The display
will be donated to the Refugio County Museum,
which will loan it to local schools. Second, TxDOT
sponsored weekly public outreach meetings to
inform the public and press what had been
found up to that point. Good quality brochures
about the archaeological work at the mission
were developed and updated. These will be
handed out at the weekly meetings. Third,
TxDOT prepared a professional ca. 20-minute
video with school age children as the target
audience. This video included footage of the
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excavations along with the history of Mission
Refugio, a discussion of the missionization
concept — what Spaniards were trying to
accomplish with missions during that period,
information on the Native Americans
(Karankawa), and some post-mission period
history (Texas Revolution battle at Refugio).
Copies of the video were sent to the Refugio
County Museum, tribes, and the church. This
video was broadcast on a local PBS station.
Finally, TxDOT created two huge banner sized
posters about the project, which were displayed
at various archaeological conferences and at a
national transportation conference. Plans are
currently in the works to create an article for
the Texas Beyond History web site.

The lessons are unique in that they are bilingual
and utilize primary source materials concerning
a tenant farm occupied for almost 40 years by
Mexican American families in Bastrop county.
The project sponsor, the Texas Department of
Transportation, distributed hard copies of the
curriculum materials to all middle schools in
Bastrop. Mr. Zapata, Dr. Rodriguez and Dr.
Black also presented these bilingual materials
to the annual meeting of the Texas Association
of Bilingual Educators in Dallas in October
2001. The lessons will also be presented at the
Texas Council for the Social Studies annual
meeting in Fall 2002. Plans also include
distributing the materials through the web site,
Texas Beyond History.

Cindy Tennis, UTSA, and TxDOT, all worked
hard to create an educational tool for school
kids that would engender a strong interest in
local history and promote an understanding of
archaeology. They went above and beyond the
call of duty, not only by hosting weekly
meetings, but in creating weekly brochures for
these public briefings. By distributing the video
and portable display, and getting the video
broadcast, many people were reached who
could enjoy learning about the history of this
important site and come to understand why
archaeology is a key discipline in understanding our past.

This bilingual curriculum is the first known to
utilize primary source maps, house plans, oral
histories and artifact photographs to illustrate
Mexican American farm life in Texas during the
first half of the 20th century. Mexican American
life has often been neglected in social studies
classrooms due to 1) lack of materials, and 2)
lack of recognition of Mexican American
contributions to Texas. Because of this
curriculum, both Spanish speaking and English
speaking students can now learn about
Mexican American heritage. For example, a
new map was created for these lessons to show
major routes of Mexican immigration into
Texas. This is the first such map available
expressly for this purpose for Texas classrooms.
An excerpt from oral history collected by Jose
Zapata is also used to teach children about the
hard work and deprivation involved in tenant
farm life. Students then do the math to learn a
stark lesson in economics. The ultimate goal of
this outreach effort is better understanding of
Mexican American experiences by all Texans.

T. C. Osborn Tenant Farm Project
Jose Zapata (Project Historian), Center for
Archaeological Research-UTSA, and Texas
Department of Transportation
This project involved data recovery excavations
for impacts from a county road bridge
replacement on Gills Branch Creek in Bastrop
County at an early 20 th century farmstead
occupied by a Mexican-American family who
farmed cotton. In addition to the excavations
under the guidance of Principal Investigator
Steve Tomka, Jose Zapata conducted oral
history.
Mary Black produced six lesson plans for
seventh grade Texas history based on Jose
Zapata’s research for 41BP314. Haydee
Rodriguez translated the lessons into Spanish.

❦❦❦
Sue Linder-Linsley, Chair
CTA WEB PAGE COMMITTEE
Name Change — We suggest that the CTA Web
Page Committee change its name to the Internet
and Communications Committee this change
will better reflect the wide range of tasks that
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the committee is involved with. We also suggest
that the Internet and Communication
Committee be included in the CTA Bylaws as
an official committee. There will be a discussion
of this issue at the meeting.
Since our last report we have made frequent
changes to the Contractor’s List. Many firms
are listed who have not paid the listing fee for
one or more years. The list currently
distinguishes between those firms who are paid
for 2002 or 2001 and those who have not paid
in recent years. If your firm has not paid it’s
Contractor’s Listing Fee they will be past due
after the meeting. These firms could be
removed from the web and the pdf file, if we
don’t hear from you soon. Check with Missi or
look at Contractor’s List on the web page to be
sure you are current for 2002. Membership
Dues and Contractor ’s List Fees are Due
January 1 each year.
As discussed at the last CTA meeting we will
start limiting access to the current CTA
Newsletter to dues paying members. In the next
few weeks all 2002 members will be receiving
a CTA password by e-mail. If you have changed
your e-mail address be sure to send us your new
information (see below). You will need this
password to download current issues of the
CTA Newsletter beginning with the next issue
due out this summer (Volume 26 No 3). Only
current issues will require the password. As
new issues of the CTA Newsletter become
available the previous issue will become
available to the general public.
Following the last CTA meeting we sent Steve
Black a CTA web page with links to our site for
inclusion on the Texas Beyond History net. We
plan to add a similar page on the CTA web site
linking back to the Texas Beyond History web
site but have not received anything from them
yet.
An organization that is the size of the CTA
always has someone changing his or her
address, phone number, fax number, or e-mail
address. While we all try to keep up with the
changes we need your help to do so. We have
implemented a new way to communicate
membership information, address, phone, email updates, etc. We have two e-mail addresses
for communicating changes and problems. The
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first of these is for general CTA members. CTA
members should send their changes and
updates to: cta-members@c-tx-arch.org. This
address automatically sends the message to
Board and Committee members who need to
keep their files up to date. All messages
involving your CTA membership status can be
sent to this address. The second address is for
CRD’s and Contractors. All updates, changes,
questions or problems involving the
Contractors List should be sent to: ctacontractor@c-tx-arch.org. It is our hope that by
keeping everyone in the loop when a change is
reported these changes will be implemented in
a timelier manner.

❦❦❦
Patricia A. Claybaugh, Chair
ACCREDITATION AND
REVIEW COUNCIL
The Accreditation and Review Council’s winter
agenda included two business meetings on
February 8 and 24, 2002. Both meetings were
held at the Texas Archeological Research
Laboratory, University of Texas. President-elect
Clell Bond was briefed on ARC matters
including our time line for completing ARC’s
primary mission: to develop accreditation
standards and guidelines for the state’s curation
facilities. The resulting documents were
delivered to the Texas Historical Commission
(THC) Collections Management Committee on
February 25 for their review and use. Final
documents, including field reviewer training,
will be submitted to THC by May 2002. ARC
documents are available to all museums,
repositories, and interested parties who choose
to prepare for the THC accreditation field
review. Those institutions applying for state
accreditation are encouraged to go through the
CTA ARC Self-Evaluation format to expedite
the THC accreditation process. The two
processes are essentially the same.
Now that our primary mission is almost
accomplished, we are discussing future
directions for ARC. Working with President
Brown and President-elect Bond, we see a need
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to restructure this council as a curation
“advisory” or “advocacy” committee. In the
interim, ARC will continue to function and
work on CTA’s Curation Guidelines and submit
a final draft before the fall business meeting.
To that end, Carolyn Spock, long-standing ARC
Secretary-Treasurer, and Laura Nightengale’s
terms are up. A vote on their reappointment will
be held at the April meeting.
Plans are to discuss these and other curation
issues at the April meeting. Other topics may
include:
•
•
•

THC Curatorial Facility Accreditation Program
THC Collections Management Policy
Attorney General’s opinion on whether the
state owns artifacts removed from state
lands prior to the adoption of the 1969
Antiquities Code.

❦❦❦
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COE CONSULTING PARTY STATUS LETTER
15 February 2002
Colonel Leonard D. Waterworth
District Engineer
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
Galveston District
P.O. Box 1229
Galveston, TX 77553
Dear Colonel Waterworth:
I am writing to you as president of the Council of Texas Archeologists (CTA). The CTA represents the
majority of professional archaeologists involved in cultural resource management in the State of Texas. Our
organization promotes communication among the members of the professional archaeological community
and serves as a voice for that community in issues concerning the protection and proper investigation of
endangered cultural resources. Throughout our 25-year history, we have worked closely with the Texas
Historical Commission to develop and promote standards for archaeological investigations and reporting in
Texas.
We have followed with some interest the discussion concerning the investigations sponsored by the
Corps of Engineers at 41VT98, located on DuPont Corporation property near Victoria. Based on the
information available from the excavations, it would appear to be a very important prehistoric site that
includes a considerable number of Early Archaic burials, rare not only on the coast of Texas, but anywhere
in the US. Our organization is extremely concerned about the possibility that much or all of what has been
recovered from the site might be reburied without further scientific analysis. While we understand and
support Native American concerns regarding reburial of the remains, it is the CTA opinion that a decision to
rebury the materials without adequate analysis could set an unfortunate and unacceptable precedent for
cultural resources investigations conducted under the auspices of the National Historic Preservation Act in
Texas and around the country. Because of the site’s unique scientific and cultural value, as well as the
attention it has gotten from the public and media alike, we feel that any decision regarding the analysis of
materials should take into account that this is a significant part of the heritage of all the people of the State
of Texas as well as our entire nation. The study of archaeology is not an esoteric pursuit or an arcane
science, but an inquiry into the human condition that is meant to enrich and enlighten our future through the
study of the past. We strongly encourage that appropriate archaeological studies be undertaken before a
proper and respectful final disposition of the remains.
It is our understanding that you have not yet taken any final action regarding this matter and we would
like you to consider including the CTA as a consulting party status under 36 CFR 800.2(c)(5). As the
primary organization representing many Texas cultural resource professionals, we feel that we have a
legitimate interest in this process since the outcome of this action could directly affect our future professional
practice.
We appreciate your consideration in this request and look forward to continued dialog in the resolution
of this matter. Thank you.
Sincerely,
David O. Brown
President, Council of Texas Archeologists
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THE CTA 60 YEARS AGO
by
Douglas K. Boyd

[EDITOR’S NOTE: the following article includes the second of two original CTA newsletters published in
1940. The first newsletter was previously reprinted in the January issue as part of Doug Boyd’s report “The
CTA 60 Years Ago” (CTA Newsletter 26(1):15-25). To introduce the second original newsletter, a brief
excerpt of Doug’s previous report is presented here.]
The Council of Texas Archeologists will soon
be 25 years old, but an earlier CTA existed
about 60 years ago. It was conceived at an
American Association for the Advancement
of Science meeting in Alpine in May of 1939,
and became a reality at a hotel in Abilene on
October 27, 1939. The official purpose of the
original Council of Texas Archeologists was
“to integrate and co-ordinate archaeological
work being done in the State of Texas,” Other
stated goals were to increase cooperation
“between the various institutions and
societies doing work in Texas,” create “more
uniformity” in field and laboratory work and
archeological terminology, and devise “a
standard system of classification which
would show the relationships of the Texas
cultures.” Its first officers were J. Gilbert
McAllister, President; A. T. Jackson, VicePresident; and T. N. Campbell, Secretary.
Membership in CTA was open to all “persons

connected with institutions and societies in
Texas actively interested in archeology.”
Campbell also produced the CTA’s first
newsletter, called Texas Archaeological News:
An Occasional Report Issued by the Council of
Texas Archeologists, in March 1940.
The original CTA was a short-lived
organization, lasting only about two years. As
with so many other archeological endeavors,
the CTA fell victim to World War II. It simply
ceased to function after the United States
entered the war in late 1941 (T. N. Campbell,
personal communication 2001). It would be
some 36 years later before it was resurrected.
Only two issues of Texas Archaeological News
were produced. The second issue of the
newsletter (December 1940) was 26 pages long
and devoted to summarizing the “Recent Field
Work in Texas.” That issue is reproduced in its
entirety here.

❦❦❦
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Steve Carpenter
Editor
c/o Texas General Land Office
5204 D Mt. Bonnell Road
Austin, Texas 78731
cta-members@c-tx-arch.org
cta-contractor@c-tx-arch.org

Sue Linder-Linsley, RPA
Web Committee, Chair
c/o Department of Anthropology
Southern Methodist University
Dallas, Texas 75275-0336

TO:

Council of Texas Archeologists
Membership and
Renewal Form

Return to:
Melissa Green, CTA Secretary-Treasurer
c/o Geo-Marine, Inc.
550 East 15th Street
Plano, TX 75074

Address correction only (see below).
I wish to join or renew my membership in CTA.
(membership is based on the calendar year Jan-Dec)

Contractors List

$

100.00

Professional (annual income more than $20,000 per year)

25.00

Professional (annual income less than $20,000 per year)

15.00

Student (annual income more than $20,000 per year)

25.00

Student (annual income less than $20,000 per year)

15.00

Institution/Library (receive CTA Newsletter only, no voting privileges)

25.00

I would like to purchase a copy of the CTA Guidelines

7.50

Total amount remitted to CTA
Name (please print):
Company/Institution:
Address:
City/State/Zip:
Phone:

$

FAX:

e-mail:

