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Former player’s eligibility heats up meeting 

By RYAN ANDERSON 

Texas City Sun 

TEXAS CITY - Traditionally school board meetings are stoic, formal affairs where previously 

discussed policies are approved and students are recognized for their outstanding 

accomplishments.  

Throw in the issue of a student athlete wanting the right to play football in a different district and 

the stoic, formal affair turns into something a little more animated and resembling the British 

Parliament. 

Such was the case during the public forum portion of Tuesday night's Texas City ISD Board of 

Trustees meeting where representatives from the NAACP, relatives, lawyers and district 

employees debated the issue of Dominique Johnson's eligibility to play high school football.  

At the center of the debate, is the desire from the Johnson camp that Texas City ISD release 

Johnson to play football at La Marque High School.  

Johnson was a player for Texas City before an incident involving an alleged theft caused him to 

leave the team and transfer to La Marque High School.  

While he is no longer enrolled at Texas City, Johnson has not been cleared to play at La Marque, 

according to speakers at the meeting.  

“For grown people to not release a kid to go on with his life makes no sense to me,” said Bryon 

Williams, of La Marque.  

Dottie Jones, a representative from the Texas City NAACP, was the first speaker to address 

concern regarding the Board of Trustees actions. 

“We are requesting that the board review their decision involving a student’s transfer to La 

Marque,” said Jones. “I have heard enough details about this case to believe that due process has 

not been served. The decision by the board is obstructing the educational opportunities for this 

young man.”  

Under board guidelines outlined prior to Jones’ presentation, student names cannot be brought up 

during public forum discussion, however the name slipped out during the end of her remarks. 

Once the name was out, the floodgates were opened with all of the speakers who followed using 

Dominique Johnson’s name as part of their remarks.  

“Due process has been tampered with,” said Lewis Parker. “This is not a matter of race. It is a 

matter that a student has not received his due process.”  
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Parker went on to state that he doubted that the board members would allow such treatment to 

occur to their own children and grandchildren.  

“The rights have been denied him to be a free man,” Parker said. “Look into this matter and do 

what is right.”  

In terms of due process, the issue apparently comes down to who said what, to whom, and when 

between representatives from the district and Johnson’s camp. 

“Mr. Johnson you came to my office and we discussed this matter for about two hours,” said 

Texas City superintendent Richard Ettredge, addressing Dominique’s father who was sitting in 

the audience. “At that time, I asked you to bring in your son and we could discuss what we could 

do to resolve this situation. The next thing I heard about this was after you had your UIL hearing 

in Friendswood.”  

Dominique’s father and Ettredge went back and forth for a few minutes about what was and 

wasn’t said and/or promised during their meeting in Ettredge’s office.  

The discussion ended almost as soon as it started, Parker cautioned that Mr. Johnson, who had 

approached the speaker’s podium, could not comment under the advice of his attorney.  

“Mr. Johnson cannot respond to your questions under the grounds that it may be damaging to his 

case,” Parker said. “Stop insulting my intelligence and agree that this will not go any further. I 

am asking from the bottom of my heart and in the name of the Lord that what Mr. Johnson has 

said not be entered into the record.”  

Once things had settled down a bit, Dominique’s grandfather reignited the issue by asking for a 

clarification regarding what Ettredge had offered to do to fix the situation.  

“My position is that I was willing to talk to Dominique and the coaches about the opportunity for 

Dominique to play football,” Ettredge said.  

At that point, the school district’s lawyer suggested that the line of discussion end due to the 

board’s inability to take any action and the fact that board members are not supposed to directly 

interact with audience members in the fashion that was occurring during the public forum portion 

of board meetings. 

Prior to the moratorium on discussion, Johnson’s cousin, DeWan Anderson, voiced his concern 

that the board was not living up to its mission statement.  

“The primary function of this board is to provide what is best for children,” Anderson said. “My 

cousin is feeling like a victim. He offered an apology. The adults involved in this matter have 

never issued an apology for their actions. He’s a child. An adult is expected to take the higher 

ground. He’s in a comfortable learning environment but he is not getting the opportunity to 

participate in everything that is afforded to him.”  
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Board vice-president Melba Anderson thanked the presenters for their time and said that the 

board would take the matter under advisement.  

At that time, the members of the Johnson camp departed the meeting and the board moved to 

other items on the agenda.  

According to Johnson’s attorney Jack Ewing, Dominique has received a court ruling that allows 

him to play for La Marque in today’s Texas City vs. La Marque game. 

 


