
MINUTES OF A MEETING OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF 
TARRANT COUNTY WATER CONTROL AND IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT NUMBER ONE 

HELD IN THE DISTRICT OFFICE IN FORT WORTH, TEXAS, ON THE 
5TH DAY OF OCTOBER, 1951, AT 2*00 P -M -

The c a l l of the r o l l disclosed the presence of Directors as 

follows: 
PRESENT 

Joe B. Hogsett 
Houston H i l l 
Dan H. P r i e s t 
Gaylord J . Stone 
W. L. Pier 

Also present were Sidney L. Samuels, General Counsel, and C L. McNair, 

General Manager. 

Director Hogsett acted i n his capacity as President, and Dir 

ector P r i e s t acted i n h i s capacity as Secretary, whereupon proceedings 

were had and done, as follows: 

1. 

The Directors had previously received copies of the minutes 

of September 11, 1951, held at 2:00 P. M- Having found no objections 

thereto, i t was ordered that they be approved, signed and placed on 

record* 
2. 

The President referred to a written communication dated June 

6, 1951, from the Board of Park Commissioners, C i t y of Fort Worth, 

Texas, i n which the Park Department sought to secure c e r t a i n lands west 

of the T r i n i t y River under the h i l l , extending from the Rock Island 

tracks on the north to Lancaster Avenue on the south, for the purpose 

of establishing a negro park and nine-hole golf course, which l e t t e r i s 

on f i l e among the records of the D i s t r i c t ; the President then directed 

the attention of the Board to a reply to such commTonication by the 
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Board, consisting of a written communication dated June 15, 1951? 

addressed to Honorable H. J . Adams, Superintendent of Parks, i n Fort 

Worth, Texas, i n which the D i s t r i c t , i n b r i e f , stated that t h i s Dis

t r i c t , at that time, had no authority under agreement with the Corps 

of Army Engineers to allow the use of the area mentioned i n the Park 

Board l e t t e r for any purposes other than a floodway easement, and that 

under such agreement we were prohibited from making any change whatever 

i n the use of the property, and i t was suggested i n the l e t t e r of the 

D i s t r i c t that the Park Department should take up the subject with the 

Corps of Army Engineers i n Fort Worth. 

The President then further proceeded to say that the Federal 

Army Engineers i n a conference with the Board of Park Commissioners had 

agreed that such use of the lands i n question could be made, subject to 

the uses of the lands for floodway easement. 

The President then suggested that a l e t t e r be writ t e n under 

authority of the Board of Directors of the D i s t r i c t , addressed to the 

Mayor and Cit y Council of the Cit y of Fort Worth, and to the Super

intendent and members of the Park Board of the City of Fort Worth, 

informing the two bodies above mentioned that t h i s D i s t r i c t looked with 

favor upon the concession that was sought to be obtained, and that 

when due authorization had been granted by the Corps of Federal Army 

Engineers f o r the uses which the Park Board and the City sought to have 

made of the property, t h i s D i s t r i c t would be w i l l i n g to grant an ease

ment to the City of Fort Worth and i t s subsidiary, the Park Board, for 

the negro golf course* The President also suggested that i n th i s 

l e t t e r i t should be explained to both such municipal bodies that the 

easement to be granted by t h i s D i s t r i c t would be coupled with a pro-
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v i s i o n that, whenever i n the judgment of the Board of Directors of 

th i s D i s t r i c t , conditions should arise wherehy the uses of the 

property for the golf course should c o n f l i c t with the public uses to 

which such area should be devoted by the D i s t r i c t , i t would then be

come the duty of the D i s t r i c t to r e c a l l the easement and revoke the 

same, i n which event, automatically the rig h t to use the property 

for such park and golf course purposes would cease. 

The matter having been discussed, on motion of Director H i l l , 

seconded by Director P i e r , i t was resolved that such l e t t e r should be 

written and prepared, and signed by the President of t h i s Board, and 

transmitted to the Mayor and City Council of the City of Fort Worth, 

and to the Superintendent of the Park Board of the City of Fort Worth. 

Before the adjournment of the present meeting, such l e t t e r was pre

pared and by unanimous vote of the Directors, the l e t t e r i n whole 

was approved, and authorized to te signed on behalf of the D i s t r i c t 

by the President of t h i s Board, and a copy of such l e t t e r be attached 

to these minutes. A l l the Directors voted "aye" on the resolution 

concerning t h i s matter* 

3-

The President, once again, c a l l e d to the attention of the 

Directors the l e t t e r dated August 2*+, 1951, from the Corps of Engin

eers of the United States Army, which was signed by H.R. Hallock, 

Colonel, CE Executive O f f i c e r , i n which the D i s t r i c t was informed 

that construction of a part of the Fort Worth Floodway between stations 

11/50 and 50/50, under the i n i t i a l contract had been completed and 

that i n consequence thereof the maintenance and operation of the com

pleted works was a r e s p o n s i b i l i t y of t h i s D i s t r i c t , and asking that 
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the D i s t r i c t assume r e s p o n s i b i l i t y f o r the maintenance and operation 

of such works. The l e t t e r proceeded at some length, but since i t was 

before the meeting for action and would be attached i n f o l i o to these 

minutes and made a part of the records of the D i s t r i c t , i t was unnec

essary to review same at length. 

The President then asked the members of the Board what action 

should be taken thereon, but i n that connection the President placed 

before the meeting a written communication from Freese and Nichols, 

Consulting Engineers of the D i s t r i c t , dated September 8, 1951, i n 

which i t was pointed out that Mr. Marvin C Nichols, i n company with 

Mr. McNair, General Manager of the D i s t r i c t , and Mr. Ben F. Hickey, 

Land Agent for the D i s t r i c t , had made an inspection of the work to 

which the Engineers had referred, which inspection was made on Sept

ember 7, 1951, and that the work to which the Engineers referred i n 

thei r written communication was but a small part of the work, and that 

i t was not comtemplated that the D i s t r i c t would be required to take 

over such small "sections", however, Mr. Nichols stated that the 

following items were not i n f i r s t class condition as of the date of 

the l e t t e r of September 8, 1951, addressed to the D i s t r i c t : 

a. Apparently no sodding of the levee slopes on the 
ri v e r side has been done. 

b. Grass sodding on the right side bank of the r i v e r 
i s not a good stand. 

c. There i s a low or settled place on the l e f t bank 
near Station 23/00. 

d. The small p i l o t channel i n the center of the r i v e r 
was not constructed. 

At the conclusion of these items of objections, Mr. Nichols3 

who had signed the l e t t e r of Freese and Nichols, suggested that before 
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ve accord v i t h the requirements of the Federal Engineers, that an 

inspection of the ground be made by representatives of the D i s t r i c t 

and of the Corps of Engineers. 

The President then suggested that inasmuch as Mr. Nichols 

vas out of the City at the present time, that no action be taken with 

respect to the acceptance of the work of the Federal Engineers, and 

that the Board await the return of Mr. Nichols and have a further 

conference with him as the consulting engineer of the D i s t r i c t , and 

a j o i n t inspection of the work as Mr. Nichols had recommended i n his 

l e t t e r above mentioned. 

Thereupon, i t was unanimously agreed by a l l members of the 

Board that no action be taken on the request of the Army Engineers 

u n t i l further conference with Mr. Nichols, and a further inspection 

of the work be made by representatives of the D i s t r i c t i n conjunction 

with representatives of the Army Engineers* 

I t was further ordered that t h i s l e t t e r from Freese and 

^ i c h o l s , dated September 8, 1951, signed by Mr. Nichols, be attached 

i n f o l i o to these minutes and made a part of the records of the Dis

t r i c t . 

k. 

The attorney for the D i s t r i c t , Mr. Sidney L. Samuels, then 

brought before the meeting the matter of the proposed sale of parts 

of Lots 33 and 3̂ , Sylvania Addition, Second F i l i n g , and Block "H", 

Chambers Addition, which tracts were situated southwesterly of the 

tract to be acquired from J . M. E l l i s for Channel Changes i n the West 

Fork of the T r i n i t y River, both tracts being situated i n the corporate 

l i m i t s of the City of Fort Worth. Mr* Samuels then exhibited to the 
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Boar(| the deed of conveyance from the D i s t r i c t to the C i t y of Fort 

Worth, which embraced the property i n question, but described by metes 

and bounds, for which the C i t y was to pay to the D i s t r i c t a cash con

sideration of $7,200.OO* On motion of Director P i e r , seconded by 

Director H i l l , the conveyance of said property for the consideration 

above mentioned was authorized, and the President and Secretary of the 

D i s t r i c t instructed to execute the same on behalf of the D i s t r i c t and 

to deliver said deed of conveyance to the proper authorities of the 

C i t y of Fort Worth on the payment of the consideration set out i n the 

deed* The motion having been placed before the Board, a l l the Direc

tors voted "aye" thereon and no director voted i n the negative, and 

the Chair declared the motion carried. 

5-

On motion of Director Stone, seconded by Director P r i e s t , i t 

was ordered that a l l moneys and funds r e s u l t i n g from r e n t a l of any 

property, as well as sales of any property acquired by the D i s t r i c t and 

paid for out of Tarrant County Tax Remission funds, growing out of the 

flood disaster of May, 19^9, be ear-marked and deposited by the D i s t r i c t 

i n the D i s t r i c t 1 s depositary i n a separate and special fund, for flood 

protection purposes, and that t h i s practice date from the present time 

and that the motion s h a l l include the money consideration a r i s i n g from 

the deed of conveyance by the D i s t r i c t to the City of Fort Worth i n 

respect to Lots 33 and 3*+, Sylvania Addition, Second F i l i n g and Block 

"H", of Chambers Addition to the City of Fort Worth. The motion having 

been discussed, the Chair then submitted the motion and each and a l l of 

the Directors voted "aye" thereon, and the motion was declared unan

imously adopted. 
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6. 

The communication under date of September21, 1951, from Mr. 

Robert Sansom, Attorney for General Portland Cement Company and 

T r i n i t y Portland Cement Company D i v i s i o n , v i t h respect to the Marine 

Creek Flood Control Project vas placed before the meeting, and i t s 

contents read and considered. The l e t t e r i s attached i n f o l i o to 

these minutes and made a part of the records of the D i s t r i c t . 

Mr. Sansom referred to his p r i o r appearance before the Board 

v i t h respect to the subject matter of h i s communication and the fact 

that no answer had yet been vouchsafed by the Directors of the Dis

t r i c t . 

I t was then determined by the Directors that answer should be 

made as soon as practicable to the communication of Mr* Sansom, but 

that such answer had been delayed by the absence of Mr* Marvin C 

Nichols, Consulting Engineer of the D i s t r i c t , and that at a subsequent 

meeting, In the event the attendance of Mr. Nichols could be secured, 

the matter presented by Mr. Sansom should be considered and a reply 

accorded to Mr. Sansom, and that meanwhile a l e t t e r should be d i r 

ected to him informing him of t h i s action on the part of the Board. 

7-

There being no further business before the Board, the meeting 

adjourned. 

President. 

—7— 
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To be attached to minutes of Oct. 5, 1951 
at 2:00 P M 

October 5, 1951» 

fo the EiME*&raM.e Mayor &M City Counoll 
of tli® City of Fort v.orth, Texas 

To the loaomhle Sup#risteaieat &M Henbert 
of ttie Park Board of the City of Fort Vorth 

Qmtlmmm 

In rmpom® to nogotlatloas heretofore eoMticted betveen 
y^nr jpespeetiire parties on the om hand, and th* President of th* 
lioard of Directors of Tarrant County Vai*r Control sad laprovewmt 
D i s t r i c t ii»ber One on the other, i n vhich Kr. Bay Ktander, Chief 
of Operations of the Federal Board of Bnglneers of the City of 
Fort w,orthf j m r t i c i p a t ^ i concerning tty cone© B s i on to be granted 
by iarrant County Water control and Inprovesent D i s t r i c t Hunber 
One for a nogro golf course to be conducted and operated on 
certain floodvay lands ovned by the D i s t r i c t , vhich lands generally 
speaking, involve an area south of the Rock Island liailroad to 
Lancaster and on the vest side of the vork of the Trin i t y Blver 
(to be hereinafter more definitely described by wtes and bounds 
and outlined on a mp for that purpose), ve b«g leave to sayt 

The Board of Directors of this D i s t r i c t look v i t h favor 
on the concession you seek to have the District make for the 
above purpose, and ve s h a l l be prepared to sake the concession 
you h ve s o l i c i t e d vhen the authorities of th* Fedoral Govonw 
ment, vho, i n certain aspects, have received fron this D i s t r i c t 
a floodvay easwent, shall h-nve authorised and esspevered this 
l i s t r i c t to grant an easeaant to the City of Fort Worth and Its 
subsidiary, the Park Board, for a negro golf course* 

l e s t our position be sdsuaderstood, i t i s both necessary 
and eauretent that ve should nov explain that such concession 
by the D i s t r i c t vould be coupled v i t h a provision that vhenever. 
In the judp«*at of the Board of Directors of tho D i s t r i c t , 
conditions should arise vhereby th© uses of the property for the 
golf course purpose above mentioned should conflict v i t h the 
public uses to vhich such area should I © devoted by the D i s t r i c t , 
i t vould then bocoe* necessary for the D i s t r i c t to r e c a l l th*? 
e^&enent and revoke the saae, i n vhich event, autonatlcally tlie 
rightK to uee the property for such park purposes would cease* 



f o the Boaorfthle Mayor uni City Couneil 
of the City of Fort "worth 

to the r*ono.rable Superintendent and Meahere 
of the Park Board of the City of Port Worth 10*5-51 #2< 

The Board of Oireetors y as trustees of the Distrletf 
ww% keep i n nind th* parasonat purpose for vhleh the area 
ms aequlredf and i n siaklag this explanatlon 9 m are praspted 
hy no other eonslderatlon than to keep and ^ i l n t a i n the 
property for i t s original uses* 

We are w r y glad to eoopaiate with the Park Dopartnent 
and assure you when the requisite authority from the federal 
Covenatt&t has been l a i d before us t the Dlstrlet w i l l eaoseute 
whatever instraaents may be appropriate i4.th the conditions 
annexed thereto vhich are hereinabove Indicated* 

f®ry truly your§| 

TAERANT COUMK VATiSR CONTEOL AKD 

imimmm DISTRICT KBKBII - OHM. 

bLgtmh 



S. W . F R E E S E 3. DRESS 
M . C. N I C H O L S F. V O O D R U F F 

F R E E S E A N D N I C H O L S 
C O N S U L T I N G E N G I N E E R S 

4 0 7 - 4 1 0 D A N C I G E R B U I L D I N G _ , , , , - , , , 

T E L ^ H O N E 3 - 5 4 3 1 To be attached to minutes 
F O R T W O R T H , T E X A S of. October 5, 195̂ -, at 

_2;00 P M* 

September 8, 1951 

Mr. Joe B. Hogsett, President 
Board of Directors 
Tarrant County Water Control & 

Improvement District #1 
Danciger Building 
Fort Worth, Texas 

Dear Mr. Hogsett: 

Referring to letter from District Engineer, Corps of Engineers, 
dated August 24, 1951, relative to the taking over by the District 
of the conpleted portion of the Fort Worth Floodway between stations 
approximately 11/50 and 50 / 50, we would make the following 
comments: 

1. The undersigned, in company with Mr. McNair and Mr. Hickey, 
made an inspection of the work September 7, 1951. 

2. This is a small portion of the work and we did not contemplate 
that the District would be required to take over the work in such 
small sections; however, we see no particular objections to taking 
the work over in small segments. 

3. We do not believe the following items are in f i r s t class con
dition as of this date: 

a. Apparently no sodding of the levee slope on the river side 
has been done. 

b. Grass sodding on the right side bank of the river is not a 
good stand. 

c. There is a low or settled place on the left bank near 
Station 23/00. 

d. The small pilot channel in the center of the river was not 
constructed. 
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e. Ho sodding was done on the right bank of the river across 
the peninsula of the land acquired from Jim E l l i s . 

f. We believe your letter of acceptance of the transfer should 
be more specific as to the completed portion of the flood-
way which is being taken over. 

We would suggest that prior to the execution of the transferral 
letter that an inspection on the ground be made by representatives 
of the District and the Corps of Engineers. 

Respectfully submitted, 

FREESE AND NICHOLS 

'V 

Marvin C. Nichols 

ICN:lk 



To be attached to minutes of Opt. 5, 1951, at 2:00 P.M. 

September 21, 1951 
A T T O R N E Y A T L A W 

9 0 7 B U R K B U R N E T T B U I L D I N G 

F O R T W O R T H , T E X A S 

2? 
Tarrant County Water Control 

cv and Improvement D i s t r i c t No. 1 
O. 502 Danciger Building 
i l j Fort Worth, Texas 

Re: General Portland Cement Company 
T r i n i t y Portland Cement Co. Div i s i o n 

Gentlemen: Marine Creek Flood Control Project 

Herein your body i s termed the 8 D i s t r i c t H and your 
Directors the "Board11. This l e t t e r has reference to the D i s t r i c t ' s 
"Program B, Flood Control Improvements", as set out i n the printed 
Report made by your engineers Freese & Nichols under date of 
August, 1950* and thereafter adopted by your Board. I write on 
behalf of my above named c l i e n t (the "Cement Company"), insofar 
as my said c l i e n t i s affected by that portion of your said Program B 
which i s described on page 28 and following pages of the said 
Engineers' Report under the designation "Marine Creek Project". 

My c l i e n t Cement Company f i r s t became aware of the 
implications of your Marine Creek Project, so f a r as such plans 
affected said Company's plant i n Tarrant County located just 
north of Fort Worth, through newspaper p u b l i c i t y which came to 
my c l i e n t ' s attention during the l a s t few days of August, 1950* 
The matter having been promptly referred by the Cement Company 
to me, I thereupon contacted Mr. Marvin Nichols, of Freese & 
Nichols, who was very cooperative i n furnishing me information, 
Including a copy of the said Report above mentioned. 

From my study of said Report, coupled with a fa c t u a l 
study made by me and the Cement Company engineers on the ground, 
we reached the conclusion that i f the Marine Creek phase of your 
Program B were to be carried out as planned, great damage and 
injury to my c l i e n t ' s m u l t i - m i l l i o n d o l l a r plant would be a 
natural and probable consequence. 

I thereupon requested of Board President Hogsett, and was 
re a d i l y granted, the p r i v i l e g e of appearing at the next Board meeting, 
which was held on September 5> 1950. At that meeting I stated 
verbally, i n the Cement Company's behalf, i t s grave objections to the 
loc a t i o n of the Water D i s t r i c t ' s contemplated dam on Marine Creek, 
and Informed the Board that i n the opinion of myself and my c l i e n t , 
such great inj u r y would r e s u l t from carrying out the Marine Creek 
program i n i t s contemplated form as would undoubtedly give r i s e to 
damages materially exceeding any amount that could be disbursed 
out of D i s t r i c t funds made available by the bond issue, 
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and s t i l l leave s u f f i c i e n t funds remaining to take care of 
construction costs and other costs attendant upon the f u l f i l l m e n t 
of the Marine Creek Flood Control Plan. As I r e c a l l i t , there 
was a pretty f u l l attendance of Board memhers at the September 5th 
meeting, and I have no doubt that everyone present w i l l r e c a l l 
my personal appearance, my statement at the meeting of the above 
conclusions, my presentation of fa c t s and argument supporting my 
conclusions, and also my suggestion that further study be made 
or ordered by the Water Board to consider changes i n the Marine 
Creek dam and the loc a t i o n thereof that would minimize (or 
possibly avoid en t i r e l y ) damage to the Cement Company's plant, 
and s t i l l remain adequate f o r the control of possible future 
floods on the Marine Creek watershed. 

Upon my presentation of the above matter to the Board 
(and I thank you f o r the courteous manner i n which I was received), 
I then withdrew from the meeting. When the next day's newspapers 
mentioned that the Water Board at i t s said September 5th meeting 
had "reviewed 8 Program B, and had approved a c a l l f o r an election 
on the $7,000,000 bond issue to carry out the program, but i n which 
newspaper reports I saw no mention of the f a c t that any one had 
objected to any phase of the program, I thereupon contacted one 
or more members of the Board, and was assured (I also received 
the same assurance from Engineer Nichols) that there was nothing 
about the action taken at said September 5th meeting that would 
prevent any subsequent r e v i s i o n that might be determined upon 
of the d e t a i l s of carrying into effect the Marine Creek phase of 
the Flood Control Program. I f e l t re-assured — p a r t i c u l a r l y i n 
view of the assurance I received i n my said subsequent contacts 
with members of the Board and Mr. Nichols, to the effect that the 
protests urged by the Cement Company would be looked into and 
given due consideration, and that I would be given ample oppor
tun i t y to appear again before any f i n a l decision was made on the 
Marine Creek phase of the program. 

Thereupon, i n conjunction with the Engineering Office 
of the Cement Company, I made further investigation, and arrived 
at the conclusion that removal of the s i t e of the proposed Marine 
Creek dam only about a t h i r d of a mile northerly up said creek, 
would afford a l o c a t i o n f o r a dam just as high as the o r i g i n a l 
l o c a t i o n , and which would be a much shorter and le s s expensive 
dam ~ the only possible drawback to such change of l o c a t i o n , 
so f a r as I or my c l i e n t could determine, being that there was 
one draw whose water drainage would not be caught by a dam In 
such new l o c a t i o n . At considerable expense, my c l i e n t prepared, 
based on a e r i a l photography, i n part, a contour map showing both 
the o r i g i n a l and the proposed new location f o r a Marine Creek 
flood retarding dam, with other pertinent data. I thereupon 
exhibited t h i s map to Mr. Nichols, and urged that h i s firm 
investigate the f e a B l b i l l t y of a removal of the dam s i t e to the 
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suggested new l o c a t i o n . In addition, I thereafter personally 
contacted memhers of the Board from time to time, i n the course 
of which contacts I talked with a l l of the members of the Board 
at l east once, and some of them ( p a r t i c u l a r l y President Hogsett) 
several times, and on such contacts I urged the removal of the 
dam to such substitute l o c a t i o n . 

Without undertaking to quote any p a r t i c u l a r o f f i c e r or 
member of the Board i n so many words, I w i l l say that I received 
what I deemed r e l i a b l e assurance that the matter of change i n the 
l o c a t i o n of the dam would be f u l l y investigated and explored, and 
I f i n d a notation i n my f i l e on t h i s matter, made i n November 
af t e r the successful outcome of the bond issue election held on 
October 27th, that the Board Engineers, Freese & Nichols, had been 
d e f i n i t e l y directed (through Mr. Marvin Nichols) to proceed 
promptly with a re-survey of the Marine Creek phase of Program B. 
And when (along i n the l a t t e r part of December) I c a l l e d the 
attention of President Hogsett to the fact that according to my 
information, no such re-survey of work had been begun, Mr. Hogsett 
was kind enough to assure me that steps would be taken to see 
that the re-survey work would be started as soon as Mr. Nichols 
returned to town, which return was expected shortly a f t e r 
January 1st. 

I thereupon waited u n t i l the l a t t e r part of January, 
and then, s t i l l hearing no news of any engineering investigations 
being made to determine the f e a s i b i l i t y of the suggested re-location 
of the dam, I renewed my request for action to contact with 
Mr. Nichols, who confirmed to me that he had i n fact been instructed 
by the Board to make a re-survey of the Marine Creek l o c a t i o n 
looking toward the f e a s i b i l i t y of a substitute dam s i t e — however, 
more time went by without any r e s u l t s , so f a r as I was informed. 
I f i n d a notation i n my f i l e where I contacted Mr. Nichols about 
the matter on March 17, 1951» and was t o l d by him that the reason 
fo r i n a c t i o n was that the Army Engineers had been crowding h i s 
firm f o r plans f o r bridges, etc., i n connection with the main 
(downtown Fort Worth) phase of Program B, but that he would 
i n s t i t u t e h i s further study of the Marine Creek s i t u a t i o n i n the 
near future, and should be able to report his conclusions to the 
Water Board thereon i n about s i x weeks. I next f i n d i n my f i l e 
a notation of a conversation I had with President Hogsett on 
June 7th i n which I was informed that Mr. Nichols had promised 
the Board (at a meeting held shortly p r i o r to said date) that he 
would "put h i s men out on the job right away", or words to that 
e f f e c t . There was nothing though u n t i l the l a t t e r part of l a s t 
J u l y , at which time I c a l l e d on Mr. Nichols and asked him about 
prospects of action i n the matter, whereupon Mr. Nichols stated, 
smilingly but somewhat r u e f u l l y , that the Board was "breathing 
down h i s neck" about the matter, and at such time suggested a 
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meeting on the ground with the Cement Company engineers and me. 
The e a r l i e s t date that could be worked out f o r the meeting was 
July 27th, at which time Mr. Nichols and some one or more 
associates from h i s o f f i c e , Mr. Joe Hogsett, certain Cement Company 
o f f i c i a l s (Including i t s l o c a l engineer), and I, met out on the Cement 
Company's plant property, and made an actual Inspection tour 
on foot over i t s grounds. No attention was paid at t h i s time, 
so f a r as I was aware, to any consideration of the f e a s i b i l i t y 
of moving the proposed dam to the substitute location further 
up Marine Creek, but I at least regarded i t as a step i n the 
r i g h t d i r e c t i o n , and naturally hoped that i t would lead on into 
the matter of the survey which the Board had requested i t s 
engineers to make of the f e a s i b i l i t y of the suggested dam 
l o c a t i o n change. However, over six weeks have gone by since 
then, and I s t i l l have heard nothing further about the matter. 

Recently, looking toward the p o s s i b i l i t y of further 
attempt on my part to get a decision i n t h i s matter, i t occurred 
to me to Inspect the minutes of the Water Board meetings and see 
Just what the minutes r e f l e c t e d concerning my objections on 
behalf of the Cement Company to the o r i g i n a l l y contemplated 
l o c a t i o n of the Marine Creek dam, and concerning the survey 
supposedly ordered by the Water Board to be made by i t s engineers 
of the f e a s i b i l i t y of the dam l o c a t i o n change that had been 
suggested. Imagine my surprise when I found upon such inspection 
that i n none of the minutes of the numerous meetings of the Water 
Board held on and after said September 5» 1950 date, was any 
mention whatever made of the foregoing matters. I found nothing 
i n the minutes r e f l e c t i n g that I appeared at the September 5 
meeting and urged objections to Program B on behalf of the Cement 
Company. I found nothing i n those or any l a t e r minutes evidencing 
the gi v i n g by the Board of any instructions to i t s engineers that 
they make a study on the ground and then report thereon to the 
Board, concerning the f e a s i b i l i t y or no n«*fe a s i b i l i t y of the sug
gested change i n location of the Marine Creek dam. Such entire 
silence of the minutes on said matters i s the occasion f o r my 
having made t h i s l e t t e r much more detailed ( I fear to tedious 
length) than I would otherwise have done — t h i s being the method 
I have adopted (assuming that t h i s l e t t e r w i l l become part of your 
f i l e s ) i n order to at le a s t p a r t l y remedy the omission from your 
minutes of any mention of such matters, and i n order to make the 
record show something of my c l i e n t ' s previous (but unavailing) 
e f f o r t s to get action. For t h e i r information and possible con
venience, I am mailing copies of t h i s l e t t e r to a l l members of 
the Board, to i t s engineers, and i t s attorneys. 

I t has now been more than one year since the Cement 
Company f i r s t presented to the Board i t s objections to the Marine 
Creek phase of Program B, and pointed out the great i n j u r y 
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to the Cement Company and i t s properties which i t found would 
accrue from the o r i g i n a l Program B plan. Frankly, as I have 
stated to the Board a l l along, the Cement Company w i l l i n the 
event the plan i n i t s o r i g i n a l form i s adopted, be compelled 
to seriously apprehend what may well be p r a c t i c a l l y a t o t a l 
confiscation of the Company's l o c a l plant. I t seems to me to 
be obvious, and I think the Board w i l l agree, that my c l i e n t i s 
e n t i t l e d to a determination by the Board concerning whether i t 
w i l l proceed with i t s o r i g i n a l Program B f o r Marine Creek, or 
whether there w i l l be an a l t e r a t i o n of such plans which w i l l 
permit su r v i v a l of the Cement Company's l o c a l plant. I am not 
w r i t i n g t h i s l e t t e r f o r the purpose of making any threats, nor 
do I even impliedly intend to threaten any affirmative action 
on the Cement Company's part at t h i s time, but I do submit to 
you gentlemen that i n a l l fairness the Cement Company i s e n t i t l e d 
to learn where i t stands i n t h i s matter. There i s , as I am sure 
you know, a serious shortage of cement, and has been f o r some time. 
I t i s e n t i r e l y reasonable that my c l i e n t might well wish to formulate 
plans f o r increasing s t i l l more the present large capacity of i t s 
Fort Worth plant, but of course i n such case no d e f i n i t e decision 
on improvements or enlargements could be made, as things stand now. 

Please understand that t h i s l e t t e r i s i n no sense 
written merely as a complaint, nor i s i t intended as a charge of 
d e r e l i c t i o n or negligence on any one ts part. Your Board i s 
composed of c i t i z e n r y of Fort Worth of the highest cl a s s , a l l of 
whom I have the pleasure of knowing, some intimately, and I know 
there i s not a man on the Board who would ever knowingly act 
u n f a i r l y , either i n a public or personal matter. Your engineers are 
of high reputation and a b i l i t y , doing a large volume of business, 
and, being a professional man myself, I can r e a d i l y understand that 
Mr. Nichols and his firm often f i n d themselves unable to meet a l l 
of the demands upon t h e i r time. Nevertheless, I do f e e l that 
s u f f i c i e n t time has now elapsed to e n t i t l e the Cement Company to 
some cer t a i n knowledge of a d e f i n i t e decision of the Board concerning 
i t s plans on Marine Creek. 

And i n t h i s connection, I pledge myself and my c l i e n t to 
every practicable degree of cooperation toward c l a r i f y i n g the 
ex i s t i n g s i t u a t i o n . 

May I hear from the D i s t r i c t at an early date on t h i s matter? 

RS:lnm Very>-^uly yours, ry 

Board Members Joe B. Hogsett (<p><̂ oÛ  
Houston H i l l \ 
Dan H. Prie s t (Robert Sansom) 
Gaylord J . Stone 
W. L. P i e r 

Engineers Freese & Nichols 
Attorneys Samuels, Brown, Herman & Scott 



October 5i 1951• 

Honorable Robert Sansom 
Attorney-at-Lav 
907 Burkbmrnett B a i l d l n g 
Port Worth 2f Texas 

Dear Mr* Sansomt RSt General Portland Cement Company 
T r i n i t y Portland Cement Co* D i v i s i o n — 

Htr tat Tlw* %m%Ml fpttnt— 

Vie have before us your l e t t e r of September 21, 1951, and we 
assure you that there was no d i s p o s i t i o n to treat your appear-
ance before the Board v i t h indifference or to withhold from 
you the courtesy of an early reply* Before we could make 
aaytUng l i k e an I n t e l l i g e n t answer to your appearance before 
the Board, and to your l e t t e r of September 21, 1951, I t was 
necessary that we should consult with Mr* Marvin Nichols, 
the Consulting Engineer of the D i s t r i c t , and receive h i s ad
vice on the matters that you had discussed with the Board* 

We are to hold a meeting vdthin a very short time, at which 
we hope to have the presence of Mr. Nichols, vho has been 
absent f o r sometime In Washington! D* C* We s h a l l then take 
up the subject with Mr* Nichols, and we w i l l then undertake 
to giv© you an answer to your coEBmunicatian* 

Be assured of the high regard i n which the Directors hold you 
and that the delay was not deliberate and not i n t e n t i o n a l * 

With kindest personal regards from th© Board, we are 

Very t r u l y yours f 

fARRAHT COUNTY WATER CONTROL AHD 
IMPROVEMEHT DISTRICT NTIMBSR GIB. 

Brt . . . . , v 

President* 

SLStmh 

ML4&d 


