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11aroh 19, 1925 • 

llr. H. A. Hsll-
La l!esa. Lomon lirovo & Spring Valley lrri. Diet., 
La llesa, Cali£ornia. · 

JJy dear llr. Hall.; 

Enclosed find copy of letter that ie 

oxplanat ory ·but must be l:o pt oonfidontial It is 

osrtsinly encouraging. 

Yours very truly. 

• 

. . 

• 

. . 

I w1oh to oorroot o.n 1mpresD1on that hao beon givon the 
publ1o b1 Councilman Ilold'o eto.temont yestorda1. 

~he Btato author.ltiea authorized UB to oroato an irriga-

tion 41str1ot of 22,000 aores. At our snn F~ciaoo oonforonoe 
• 

by agreement of all portios. wo out tho maximum size of tho dietriot 
• 

to 10 , 000 aero a. Tho 5 , 000 acre a that h8. vo l.a t oly been added to 
·~ ·--
tho distriot is mado up mostly of lands in El Cajon val loy, originally 

agreed to le.ot :fall betweoo the district and tho El Cajon Valley 

peoplo ---- all ae originally planned. 

llo lands north of' Murray dam mve been taken in o.nd tho 

only lands north of llurray dnm in tho diatriot are 1200 aoroa which 

were taken int e ithe dietrJ:e t 1n 1916. Colonel Plotchor baa only . 
. 

put in about 600 ncroa of hia own lands at Groasmont and Ut. Helix. 
and 000 or 900 aoroa of the Thum lands, all according to tho 

original contract of April 5, 1924. 200 o.ores or tho Thum lands 

are now under irrigation. 

·lletitiono o.ro now boforo tho Board or Direotore to include 

the City o£ El Cajon. \'lith El Co.jon included, the district will 

oompriae only the 10,000 acres, and we havo lived up to the san 

Frnnoisoo agrooment to tho lotter. 

Tho city officio.lo nt,Toed to aubmit tho Railroad Cotlt11 s1on 

plan on April 7th for o. "yos" or "rio'1 voto. \'l arc etill wniti • for 

tho oitJ officials to oull the election thereby living up to their 

promise. 
H. • BaU, Vioo•ptea1dont 

Lii Uoaa, Lemon Grove ana: 
apring VolloJ Irr1gat1on Di t at 
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INTERVIE\'1 OF H. A. HALL, VICE PRESmmfT 
LA ltESA, LWOIJ GROVE &: SfRING VALLEY mRIGATION DISTRICT 

---------- • 

"The breaking of negotiations, the reasons therofor and the 

the commencement again of litigation by the oity. ia a deoided shook 

to this entiro community. 

. nTho good faith of san Diego is involved. The city officials 

have repudiated their aoleiim obligation to submit the Railroad Commission 
. 

plan to the people of san Diogo, after a definite agreement was entered 

into in sun Francisoo, immediately put in writing, all parties re-

ceiving 8 copy thereof and not one word of protest as to its correctness. 

~The latest protest that we are not acting in good faith by 

putting lands in the district in the Sweetwater drainage is p~e bunk. 
. 

A large 

Valley, 

part of the area of La Mesa and Lemon Grove, also all of Spri~.g 

is Within the S}Veetwa.ter drainage and has been irrigated ·by / 
i 

Cuyamaca water for thirty-eight years. ' . 
. 

" It is none of their business what lands we take in, for the 

agreement made v~th the city officials allows us to have 18,000 aorea 

1n the district. The state authorities had approved 22,000 aores 

and we mado this concession to 10,000 acres as one evidence of our 

good faith. we have lived up to the san Francisco agreement to the 

letter. col. ?letcher has not put as much land in the distriot as 

his original contract of. April 5th, 1924_ oalls for, said contract with 

Fletcher and tho cuyamo.ca Wator Company baing known to all of the 

oouncilmon for months. 
" As· to the controversy over our ater supply will say, we 

absolutely nnJ er the authority of the state engineer and state bonding 
.. 

l. 

' 
• 

. 
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oommiasion. In San Frnnoisoo the state engineer e:xplained to us all 
• 

the roquiranonts of the state as to the water supply, in order that they 

might approve the bonds of the· 41etr1ot. The ~or, city attorney, 
• 

oity manager nnd four mcmbero of the oity council, aftor the atote 

engineer's explanation, agreod that we should have a 'reasonable supply' 

·and so included those words in the contract. How the council aide- · 

ate~~ an~ violates ita solemn obligation to submit tho San Francisco 

agreement to the people. Why? Politic~ und lack of vision: 
. 

. nWo are your own flesh and ' blood. Soventy-fivo percent of 
. 

' the irrigation district lands lie between Grosacont and the city 

limite of san Diego. In ten or twenty ·years all of this territory 

would naturally become a part of the city, but never by such treat-

ment as wo are now receiving. 

nThe district is now using less than 3 million gallons daily, 

after 40 years' growth. Long before we would need 0 or 9 million 

gallons a day wo would naturally be in the city, and this agreement 

would not apply. 

nThe city co uno il is just putting up a straw Ill!ln to !:nook him 

down, not realizing that the state authorities control ua and the 

bonds of the district must be protected by a guarantee or a reasonable 

supply of water. 
"Ovor threo thousand yeara ago a famous profit aaid, '~ithout 

vis.ion the people por_iah'. When will the city of Sun Diego ake up 
• 

and put men of vision at the head of its municipal affaire! 

"The oit,•a ·aotion means 1ears of litigation and no wator, but 

• 
• • 



• 
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e are determined to take over the Cuyamaoa System and proteot ourselves 
. 

from being robbed of our heritage. 
. 

"~e always have been, and still or~ ready to arbitrate or leave 

to the Ra ilroad Cocunission anything that cun be arbitrated, in order 

that we all may enjoy early and rapid development, sure to come from 
an immediate settlement of this vexatious water question." 

• • 

, 
• 

• 

• 

• 

.. 

I 

'· 

. . . 

. . . 

\ 

. . 

• • 

• 

Ur·. H. A. Hall, 
Bank of La ueea, 

' . 

La Mesa., California. 

Yy dear Lir. Hal~: 

• 

. . 

• 

June 1, 1925 • 

Inolosed find a copy of a letter I 
have received from Mr. Stern. 

~ 
I agree with ystt that there shou1 d be 

no change - at least until the District gets pos-

session of the Ctlyansoa System. unJ.ess something 
• 

unforeseen comas up. This matter however is wholly 
up to you. Yours very truly, 

EF:A.H 

, 
• 



. . 

• 

,/ 
~ . 

' • 

,· 

I 

'! . ~ . . 

. . . 

• 

• . 
Yr. H. A. Hall, 
Bank o£ Ln.J.resa, 
Da Yeaa, Calif. 

lfY dear Hal1: 

. . 

• 

• . 
• 

July 27, 1925. 

Inclosed flnd copy of letter from 
1tr. Harrison of t he Attorney Genern1' a off! ce. 
Pl.eaae keep it confident1a1~ but I sm getting 
some quick action nnyway. 

Yonrs very truly • 

. . 

EF :AR 

• 
I 

.. 

.. 
• t 

• 

... 
.. • .. 

. • 

.. 

• 

I . 

• 

• 

llr. H. A. Ral.l, 
Bank of Lo. ueao., 
Lo. USao., California. 

Uy dear Kr. HoJ.l: 

I 

• 

Jttl.y 3l, 1925. 

Inclosed f'ind copy of' l.etter received 
from Robert Harrison of the. attorney general's 
offici. The respondents in this case are the . 
La Yean District and it seems to me L.tr. stearns 
should have either f'iled hie reply orief' or 
no.tif'!ed the Supreme court he wasn''t goin8 to 
do. s·o • 

Your e very truly, 

EF:AH 

• 

• 

, 

' 
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• 
August 1. 1925. 

Mr. H. A. Hall, 
/ La Ueaa, Lemon Grove & Spriug Valle)' 

· Irrigation District • 
.. La lie sa. Cat if orn 1a. 

· Yy dear llr. Hal.l: 

Enclosed find a tentative basio agreement 
hioh, in my opinion, is the best we oa.n get out of 

the oit~, of coarse, assm1ng· that the contract Will 
be drawn fairly, protecting all. parties in interest 
as to details. 

Even if the district directors do not approve 
it. it may be the Wisest course to pursue to submit 
it to a vote of the electors of the district for their 
approval or rejection, - if the city is reaccy to go ahead 
on this plan. 

Think it over. 

Y9ura Vf!ry truly, 

EP:ID{ 

• 

C,C . PARK. P,.&81DIIf1' 

• 

• 

H.A, HAU .. V1c1t P,.I:IIDCtn' 

·es 
C:OMM&ftCIAI. 

Ln Mesn.Cnllrornln 

J.uguat 6,19.25 • 

Hr. Ed Fletcher, 
920 - 8th St., 
S~ Diego, California • 

Dear Sirs-

' 

. In anner to ,-our letter ~ the 4th, regarding 
the tili.Dg of briefs. It certainly loolm aa it tbere has 
been s~ slip up in regard to the Supreme Oaart Decision, 
but I took the mtter up with Ur. Bandera and he states tbat 
J.tr. Stearns made an oral argument before the Court in Loa 
Angeles and was aakBd b7 the Court if he desired to tile a 
brief. Be stated that he baaed his entire case on the 
Escondido case which all had been placed before tb!Jm, and 
did not desire to tile a briet, and the matter was closed. 
I cannot see that U:r. Stearns is at tadlt iD the matter and 
feel that thore was negligence on the part ot the Court 
ot Loa Arlgeles innot ad via ing the Supreme Coart that no brief 
was to be filed, however, that is past and gone;and I note b7 the 
latter from the Supreme Justice that we m;y expect action soon. 

Yours very trttly-1 



... 

. 

. . 
• 

ar·. B. A. Hnll• 
ID. r.Ie~• Col 1.f • ·, .. 
Dear S'lra · . . . 

, 

• 

.. 
' r 

• ' • • • I "" 

, ::· . -~tloD 1n ~t to · aOsa proport1ea 
'J..~_ .. -·:i~:.,..; --~··""'" '. J be borne paid for bJ the pu-tl' or 

~ . . . '. . tlie aoocml' p1rt.. . . r . . . .. ,....., 
• • • • • • • • • .. .. # • 

·· · . ·. · .. A 4eo4 ~~,~ AD4 regulo.rl7 oxacutod b7 . · . _ 
Z4 Pletohor Blt4 ~c. Be;FJ.etobe~t•. b11ab~ m4 .o1to, to 
the . La LIOaa, 1.«=1on orovo · ou'l 5pl'in8 vall.G7 Irl'igat1on 

- D~t~lct,_ covering ·nll. the proport1es ot the cusrunnca 
wa.ter coctpan7·tnalude4 ln •SA contn.ct • . wa deposS.to4 m · 

· · · eaorG\Y nth the lllltheftl · ~tle ouarantT ConpttJ\7 on· the 
_ ~~~ .: · .BinS ~7 ot··~·nel: 19_8&~ _ . · . ·. -:-.- .. . _ , ... -. . . - - ·-\ ~ ~ -

:·:. ~ :..,. .. >. . • • ·• •. • .u ··Attar Ci ·"o~ ccma1deratlon ot the proolslonB 
--:!-:.:.-=-·•' . • ~ • ·ot this contract• I -·om -ot the oplnlon tbat CoL. Fletohe~­

·. - ·• . · aboU14 P@-7 all l.G~ wiGnaes costs a"" foes. 1nc1ud!ng 
..... -,-.. :... - ~~· attCtrner•a toes,. 'MttVze4 1n b 11ttsat1on ofi'ectlng aa1d 

.. ~ . . .... 'Vf'o ~:.a:-:~~(···.•": · · _: .. , ·~ propertJ up to ~he 22rd .dq' -ot . ~. 1985, and that the . . 
• • • ·J. . ·ra ue~-. ·. Lemon orove urd sp-~ns Val~ Irrigation Dlst:aict · 
, __ · ' : -~ -~PII-~ ~b ezpenaes. coats~ feos _SnO\U'zecl ... · . 

- " . . th8l'GQfter. .. . . r • / • ., - . - .. . . . . ~ 
• • • • , t 

Very trul7 ~'flr!J• . -

. . 

. . 

- . . 



• 

Kr. ll• At Hall, 
Bank of La Kesa • 
La uasa, Oalltor.nla. 

MY dear Yr. Hall: 

• 

Inol.osed f!Dl oopJ' of letter from 
JUdge Sloane that la axplam tor,- aDl oonfldent tal, 
If this deal. f alls thru and the mw people are 
raad7 to buy at private sale am IB7 their good 
mOD83', it 1s their r.bak - not ours. ,. 

ER :AH 

Your a veey truly, 

• • 

• 

f 

• 

•• 

... 
•' 

.. 

lZr • H. A • .,HeJ.l, 
Bank of La Keaa, 
La Ueeo., Callfor nia. ~ 

My dear Ur. Hall! 

f 

Deoember 2, 1926. 

• 

I .don't want -you to think I am butting 
1D. b7 wr.1t1~ this personal letter 1D J'QU, but I think 
1 t la vital; that the D1str1ot aoqulre both of the ranabes 
3nst above the El Yonte pumping plant. These are the 
only two places that are affected above by pumping, and 
there are possibly oDe or two places that you might . 
later on :ttncl 1 t advisable to buy below • but that is 
not as serious a mtter. 

All you will lBw to do !a 1D take Ova' 
Pratt•s oontraot, and it Involves no large amount of 
money - aboP.t 86 a month. As ,-ou lalext, I lBw taken 
an optlon on this, and am carry!~ the payments far 'the 
benefit of the District. As you knon, the ·Oiey .is sar-
veylDg for a pipeline 'fD !tJ. CBpltBD at the ~eaent tlme. 
Their plsu is to pick up here and there pieces of propert,y 
end pump temp.:rari~ from the river untU saue · dam is 
bu11t • 

spredte1s tried the same th1Dg fiv 
79ars ago, BDd he lVt haan' t pumped a drop of wate~. but 
we don't want the City to aoqulra thJa Pratt plec • 

. 
I don •t want to refleot on Ur. stearns, 

but he 1a the attorney for the E1 llonte nan d1 company 
that sold the proper~ to Pratt, and he la also your 
attorney •. aDd he must realize the valne of tbts property 
to the District. · It Js remrkabl7 oheap, and unqueat1on-
abl7, it lo vital17 affeoted by any undergrourd pumplllg. 
and the land lust above the .Bl. Uonte pump! plant le 
the Onl7 pleoe that I mow of that hBB never tarted with 
ita riparian r18hts. ~he o14 Sfl1 Diego Flume compm,-
ana the OQBJ~Boa COmi*DY should haTe aoquire4 thla 1 aso. At M7 rate,. it · 1s the basis of a naa~ 1a aa.lt, 
and 1f the ·Ci t7 got poaaesalon lt la aangeroua. 

• 
• 



• 

, 

• 
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. 
I · have pa·J4 0100 to Pratt for 'Ole month 

ot Deoernber, and I feel we ought to have an answer this 
month 1f and v.ben JOU get JOUl' mona,- from the sale of 
the bonds, ·na J'OU-oonnot expeot me to oarZ7 it on 1n-
4ef1D1tely far 1be Dlat:rlot. 

. 
. Please 4o not brlug f1l3 aome into the. 

d1eo~as1on at all w1 th the Board, but you are :tree to 
• 

uoe any 1Dfarmtlon that I have g1veo ,-ou on the sub3eot, 
and if I oan be of . seru oe ool.l me at an~ meeting • 

• . 

. . 
EFsAH 

I 

• 

• 

1 

. 
Your e . very truly, 

• 

• 

. . 

. , 

• 



oombOr 
'l'on\h . 
1925 

l!r. B. • Ball, Pre&140~t. 
Ln Ue n. Lomon Gro & Spnn Valloy 
I rri tlo D1 trio' • 
Lo. ao.. 
C tom1 • 

y 

I 

• 

Cona rn1 our tolophono oon roo.t1on 
nnd rot rrin to your requOGt tor o. tblrtJ-~ 
xtan ion o t1 • or untll Jcnuurr 17th~ 193 • 

on the oont t 'o 11 tho CuyamDOn at SJUtom 
to o Dlo,riat • it 1a m7 un4orotanellng 'ba' J'0'1 
n1U have tbe n oa~ary p:z.p ze oowr1 t . 
nan 1on of t1me dratm up for ho pprovul of 

• St man elf. 
I t to oall Jour ~ ontloo~ ovor. 

to tho J:Ollnqu1 mont of c rt-n1n nghta 1n tho 
cvcmt a ttl nt m~o w1th tb Cl'tJ o :m 

· D1 • on • 5 en p:n-t of G. In tho . 
c 1on of t o on th oontr • th1o 11nqu1ob-
ont houl4 bo 11m ted. •• 

• • 

Yoo.ro rt tNlr. 

, 

\ 

• 

• 
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" 
December . 
Eleventh 
1 9 a s. 

llr. H. A. Hall~ President, 
L~ Mesa~ Lemon Grove, Spring Valley 
Irrigation Distriot, 
La Mesa, · 
California. 

Uy dear Yr. Hall: 

, 

• 

Conoern;ng our telephone conversation 
of today~ and your approval of the inclosed letter, 
will say~ as you know, the 01 ty o-r San Diego don 1 t 
like to negotiate w1 th Ed Fletcher, rut they are 
anxious to get hold of the distribution lines, and 
llr. Rhodes, on his own 1n1 t1a.t1ve~ asked Yr. Harri tt 
to outline a proposition in a letter from Barritt 
to Rhodes. 

I have approved the inclosed letter, 
and am sending you . a copy just as a matter or record. 
I am sure that this is a step' in the right d1reot1on. 
The 01 ty Oounoil has an idea that Fletoher and Stern 
-:rill ·oppose any compromise between the District and 
the City. It is to laugh! Let them t~nk so, 

Very truly yours~ 

# 

EF:J' 

. . 

• 

. . 



C. C. PAR"· Potuo Ol.,T H.A.HAU,, VIC& Pl'uaoc:NT 

COMMKRCIAL 

La Mesa.CaJirornlo. · 

Mr. Scbroede1·, Editor, 
The Independent, 
San Diego, Calif. 

Deu Mr. Schroeder: -

Jan. 28,1926. 

' 

· I em enclo~ing a letter ~hich I will be 
glad if you wOulc publish in order to set at ease the minds 
or the people in the Irrigation District as regarding the 
statements which have been made in the Union and Tribune 
regarding the Norcal Heights pipe line. 

I reJrain 

• 

Thsnldng you for your co-operation, 

Yours very truly, 

President, La flesa, Lemon Grove & 
Spring Valley Irrigation District. 

H. C. PARK, CA8HIC" 

• 

.. 

• 

• 

t 
Mr. Schroeder, 
Editor of the ~ndependent, 
Sen Diego, Calif. 

Dear Sir:-

We.,. lnve read so many different articles in some of the papers 
regarding the water situation, which have apparently come from the office or 
the City Attorney or San Diego and the office of the City Engineer, which 
conflict with conditions as we see them so that I wondered if it would not be 
wise to state to the people ot &in Diego our views in the mtter. 

. First, the four clauses which the City attorney insists must 
be inserted in tbe purchase contract of the Normal Heights-Kensington Park 

, distributing system refer to payments which are made to the District for w,ater 
is to be understood to be for service instead of for water. Jfaturally we \;Ould 
not recognl?.e suet a con1ition. 

The entire four clauses ~re so ridiculous so as not to need 
comment by us. 

We signed an egreE-m~nt t•or the transfer or the system to 
t~ City wnich carried out tne terms or the option wnich "e had with the 
Cuyamaca water Co~D'pf:ny, and which we nre '!illing to stend by but tl;e~e seperate 
conditions of Mr. Higgins are impossible from our standpoint. 

We also note vlith s great de6.1 of interest that. the officie.ls 
are making their plans to build a large pipe line from the City to El Capitan 
eam site and are promising tr..e people six mjllion gallons of pumped N~.ter per 
day. It might be v:ell to call ~ attention of the people to the fltct that 
Mr. Higgins has made the statement himself that if they did not. have the 
paramount rights to the river that they did not have any rights on the river 
whatever. Our position in the matter of pumping ~ter from El C~pitan or from 
any other part of the river vhich_ might interfere \':ith our holdings Yould be that 
until the Supreme Court has finally adjudicated this mtter E;hC given the 
entire flow of v.-a ter to the City of San Diego that ~.e rlll not permit any 
~ater to be taken from these various ~ources. Surely not from thP. E1 Capit~n 
dam site which we own • 

In thiR connection \fe ltould like the people of San Dier,o to 
know that it is not our purpose to hold up ~ater development on the San DlefO 
River. We \\·ere ready at the time or the hearine before the Railvay Commission 
and still are ready to agree to ony reasonable compromises on the divi~ion or the 
waters. 

Should your City Council be willing to enter into such a comprom· se 
Yle both might start building dams at .once and be ready to con::erve any run offs 
which \'te might get this coming v;inter. In the !"ace or the drouth conditions which 
seem to be upon us it would look as if it ~s good business sense to stop litiEStion 
about the San Diego River e.nd commence some liater development. 

.. 

Youre very truly, /? /J 
/'Jv.~J~ 

President, La Mer.a~ Lemon Grove & Spring Vsll~y 
Irrigation Dis"t.riet • 



H. A . HALC.. Vlcc Pll~:.au)c.,. 

COMM.IICIAL 

La Mesa.Callrornla 

• I 

Col. Ed Fletcher, 
920-Sth St., 
SAN DI~O, Calif. 

Dear Sir:-

Feb.3,1926 • 

At our meeting Monday night the matter 
of the option on Mission dam site #S was brought up 
and in view of the various suits which are now · in progress 
it was thought best,if you were willing, that you give 
us a separate option on this site, nhich ~e might file 
of record. 

You might take the matter up with Mr. 
Stearns to get it in the proper shape. 

Now in rega.rd to the little reservoir on 
the side or Mt. Helix. Mr. King is making various plans, 
one o£ which seems to include the use of this reservoir. 
You have told me personally that you intended to give· 
this land to the District and I think at this time it 
v.-ould be wise if' you would write us a letter stating 
just ?i"het you will do. I am not sure that we should 
be to t he expense or pumping all this water but perhaps 
the giving or the land and possibly any other concessions 
vrhich you mi ght feel willing to give might swing tbP. 
~~ntlment toward using tbis site. 

Yours very truly, 

-. 

• 

; 

• 

. . 

I. 
• 

I ,/ 

• 

' 

• 

• 

February 4, 1926 • . 
I 

Ur. R. A. Hall, 
La Mesa, Leo on Grove & Spring 

.. Valley Irrigation District, 
La Ueaa, California. · 

Uy dear llr. llall: 

. Anowering yours of Feb. 3d, I . \nll see Ur, 
B~earne relative to the separate option re ·Misaion 
Gorge Dameite lfo. 3, the terms along tho linea 

~ agreed on on April 6 1 1924. 

, 

Regarding the Lit. HeliJ: reservoir • as I told 
the d~triot directors personally, we will deed tho land 
free of any coat and give righto of \~y free ac well 
the boundaries o'£ tho land. to be mutually agreed on, ' 
the above referring t o the l.It. Helix reservoir that 
is under consideration. 

I ·am of the opinion that the District should 
. do a certain amount of pumping, say to the lower levels, 
at the expense of the district and be paid ~or out of 
the general £und; that 'there should bo an additional 
charge for pumping to the higher levels where extra-
ordinary conditions exist. . . 

Yours very trllly, 
I 

m'· XL!( • • • 

Bot 7eviewed after 
dictation as Mr. Flotober 
left tho .. ·o 1 t1 before the 
letter was traneoribed 

• 

' 

I 

• 

• 



February 12, 1926. 

La ~esa, Lemon Grove & Spring Valley 
Irrigation District, 

La Mesa, C~ifornia. , 

~ttention ~. H. A. Hall, Erooident --
Gontlomen: 

Referring- to your letter of February 3d, "Ia have 
granted your request for a separate option on Uisaion 
Gorge da:nsite no. 3 rutd S!lmo has been s4;ned und rooordod. 

I a~ asked by tho City to give· rights-o~-way for 
their ~un Diego River pipo lino ond in so doing nm proteot-
int; tho irrigation district 1n every way, as woll aa myself, 
thrn a reservation protecting our riparian rights and water 
filings, and I r1ant sld.n to go on record as saying ·that 
I run and will cooperate with tho district in ovory way 
possible for the success of the district. 

In that connection, ho·.vevor, I can sco ~self 
possibly hanging out on the end of a limb under certain 
conditions. I ~as told by an influential man yeoterday 
that it is only a question of a abort time before there will 
be a compromise betueen the district nnd the city, and with 
Flotoher out of the pioturo it would. be a oase of Hamlet 
with Hamlet left out,-at least I think eo! rlho.t I nok of 
the La Ueaa Diatrict at the present timo is s resolution 
at your noxt L'leeting assuring mo that if you make any . 
compromise with the oity that compromise will include the 
purchase, either by the dintrict or the olti• of Uission 
Gorge damaite Uo. 3, and the exercise of the option which 
I bave ~ust given 10u. I hope you do not think this ia 
aak:int; too much, but it is an evidence of your good faith 
in return for tho good faith I have kept with you in oo-
opnrating with the district in every way possible in 
tho past. 

I do not Vlllnt to go to the E\xtromo of omploying 
an a t torney in this paramount right suit to protect the 
interest of the Ouyamaoa ,/ater Cocpuny, which still owns 
lliE3ion Gorge no. 3 damsite and which also owns soveral 
miles of riparian rights on the rivor bolow El Capitan. 

) 

-2-

I am of the opinion that it V1QUld be far better from the 
standpoint of your district to have the Cuyamaoa Water Company 
entirely eliminated f.rom this litigation from now on and 
that . 1 t muy be known to the court tho. t it ie purely the 
La Ueea Irrigation District and the municipality of Ssn Diego. 
Your chance of suoooas to win ie batter than to have private 
interests publicly fighting for their rights in court. 

The continued, deliberate, vioioua action on the 
part of the Union and Tribune in ignoring the La 1Ieaa. 
Irrieation District as a factor, and in ohaNing up to the 
public the rod flag of the City of Son Diego va. Ed Fletcher, 
Fletcher interests and Cuyamaoa i'lator Company, is beillB' 
taken oare of as best I o an. The m ttor has been put into . · 
tho hands of Judge Sloane. He has given me an opinion that 
it is libelous and a written Aemand of rotraotion is now 
being prepared, which we shall request ba printed on the 
front page of the Union and ~ribnne. Lot us pray that we 
may bo auooeeaful and that this ~orm of abuse be stopped. 

In closing, I hope that noxt Mondsy night tho 
La :Uoea Irrigation District, by ~o:rmal reoolution, will 
go on rooord as asked for in this letter. Said· action 
will be appreciated by 

Yours very truly, 

EF:KLll 



• 

.. 

• 

, 

t 

ID.'. H. A· Hall, President, 
La Mesa, Lemon Grove & spring 

valley Irr1gatlon-D1atr1ot, 
La Mesa, California. 

MY dear Ur. Hall: 

• • 

, 

Fe bruar.r 15 a .19 26 • 

-

I had a talk with Kra. White yeaterda:r 
regarding the reservoir laEWl between Gros emont and . 

I 

Helix. we will domte the· neoeBB817 lald, will buUd 
a good road around the proP'rQ-, will properl:r protect 
it from pollution by neoeesaey ditches and oa.lverta on 
both aides eo that even any flood waters will not reaah 

. , 

• , 

the reservoir, and will properly laD4soape the oorders · 
of the lake to rmke an·attraot1ve park; the ,plana to ·be 
first approved b7 the Board of Directors of the Dlstrlot. 
Will also .1 ve free r1ghts-of-wq for pipelines thru ·the ' 
property. · 

• 

EE':AH 
... 

I hoje this is agreeable to the Board • 

Your a very truly, 

I 

• 

• 

• 

I 

... 

' 

•• 

I ' " ~ 

. -

... 

... 

' 
• 

• 

, 

I • 
\ 

, \ 

I 

february 1'1, 1926 • 

Board of D1reotars • 
La Mesa, Lemon Grove. & Spri~ 

· Vallf:'Y Irrigation D1atr1ot, 
· La Uesa, Oallfomla. • • Attention: ur. H. A. Hall 

Gentlemen: 
, 

InoJ.osed f1Dd letter from Krs. Long under date of 
. 

February 13th and statement whioh aha lns mde that is . -
beJOnd me. Please seDd it to your att~neya if you 
think it advisable. / 

, 

. . 

EB':.AR . 

{ 

• 

• 

• 

• 

Yours veVY trllly, 

• I 

• 

• 



• 

• 

• 

Jebruary 171 1986. 

l3oard of D1raotors, 
La Mesa, Lemon Grove & Spring . 

VaUe7 Irrigation Die tri ot, 
La }le sa. cru 1 fornla. 

' 

, 

. . 

( 

' Attentionz Kr. H. A. Hall 

Gentlemen: .. ' 

In m7 opinion the oas e of the La Jleaa, 
Lemon Grove, and Spring' Valley Irr!gatJ.on D1a triat 1n 
court 1s to some extent hurt by the oontinued use of 
the namaa Ed Fletoher, Charles !'. Stem a~ Cuyamaaa 
water company as defendM ts. It 1a being used by the 
san Diego Ul11on and Tribune oontinuously as the onl7 
defendants, the La Mesa Irrigation Diatriot•a name 
not being_ mentioned. This la . misleading to the publ~o, 
and the ·Union and the Trlba.ne have 35,000 subsoribers , 
who are beiJJg told all the time that it is still a 
fight between privata individuals ~nd oorporations 
vs. the Cl 'Q', when as a matter of faat lt is a lie 
and they know it. 

. I am satisfied it would be to . the 
inter~ets of your oase to have a euhstltution of 
parties defendant in such a w~q as to eliminate the 
names of CtlyaDBoa water Co~DpBny, Ed Fletoher and 
Charlee F. s tern mm tbe oase. If you are of the 
same opinion, will. you kindly have this done? 

• 

Yours very t .mly, 
• ' 

·; 

DsAH 

.. 
;' 

. . 

,. 

• 

• 

-

I 

.. 

• 

I 

• 

H. A, HALL, VIC C. PIIUIDitNT 

COMitii ... CIAU .AYIN•e 

La· Mesn,caurornln Fcbruury H .. , 1~%6. 

Col. ~d . l~etcher, 
Sun Diego, Californic. 

Det:.r Colon~l: 

I 

Your l~tter r~gc.rili.ng the l~sston Gorge:-
j/'[. v:as raceivell by m~ E~VP.rEl ci&ys llgo , uad I fil~u 
it v·ith t.he Secretury, and they discussed th3 mt..tter 
last Mondsy night in my t.bconce . '/!,:. v 111 go into the 
m~ttcr ruore fully ut our tl~xt rogult:r ll; ~~tlng, but I 
um inclined to think thbt for your best lnt~re~t ~nc .. 
ours it v·ould aot bo pre: ctical .for us to ::>l:ss c. r.-.~olution 

• • 
mokin . it e:. matter of rP.cord thut \',e insist on the sE.lP - . 
of this d~m Eite being a co:uiitton t)f the comprcrrrif:e. 

I ha.ve bbd it. in mina for ::;ome time , ht:.ve 
tult.ed l t on euch occ~slon v hen I hc..vn tclkt?u co~tprot!li~P. 
of just this con:iition, cs you suggect, lllld ~ t.llling to 
gl ve you rcy cssurance th& t I t . ill do ev~ryth i:lg ln w;t 
:.>ov. r in muklnt; the :;al~ of this dwn ~it~ ~ ). rt of he:-
compromiss. 

I b~li'3ve t..ftor you stu..iy the n:r..ttcr OV'Jr 
yourself you v ill rea.lize th t v.e should not !!".:-.'-:!? thl~ 

a matter of reco~~ • 

L/. 'F.t!, LFl •. otJ GROVE and SPP.ING V/.LL!o'Y 
IRP.IG,'..TI"I" r.rrTFICT 

()/ a;;Ja l~ 
;') t rr> .. . 

H. C . PARK, CA&"II:It 



' I 
) • • 

February 20, 1926. 

• 

I 
• 

llr. H. A. Hall, 
L~ lAesa, California. 

My dear l!r. Hall: 
. 

What would be your attitude, please, as 
regards ~ithdrawing 50 or 100 acres of land from the 
district and replacing it \v.ith 60 or 100 acres of 
better land, more centrally located, and the exchange 
in th~ interest o£ the district and would mean mMdiate 
development near La Mesa. The' santa Fe and San 
Diegaito Districts have allowed e~ohanges this way 
several. times. 

I I would apprec !ate your personal attitude' 
in this matter before taking it up with the District 
Directors officially. 

Yours v~ry tr~ly, 
' 

I 

EF:KLH 

• 

I 

-

I 

I 

• 
·. 

I 

I 

• 

. . 

• • 

... 

. . 
,. 

'. 

' 

• 
I I 

• 

,. 
' 

J!ebruo.ry 20, 1926 •• 

\ 
I ' 

\ 

~ lieaa, Lomon Grove & Spring Valley 
Irrigation. District, 

La Uoaa, California • 
• 

Attention Mr. Hall, President. 

Gentlemen: 

• ' 
I 

I thank you for your letter of tho 19th. 
I do not want it oade a matter of record in the court 

house, · but I do think, after what I have done for the 
• 

La. Ueaa Irrigation Diotrict I should have aomo ass m.noe 

· in the form a resolution of the diatriot protecting us 
in this matter, and it need not be public in the 

newspapers. 
Are you in agreement vii th me in this matter? 

Yours ver:· trul~, 

• 

• 

, 

• I 

• 

• 



COMMK .. CIA&. 

La Mesa.Callrornta February 25, 1926. 

Col. Ed F~eteher, 
9!0 E1gttth Street, 
San Die go, California. 

Dear Col. Fletcher: 

Your letter at hand regarding the 
withdrawal am replacement or from fifty to one 
lmndred acres of land. 

The location or the land would have 
some bearing on our attitu:ie~ but as far as I can 

·personally see · I would nave no objection to your uaking 
a transfer providing you were willing to pay for the 
exoense in connection with it. 

~ 

Please remember that at all times we 
wish to cooperate with you in anytning which is f"or the 
best interests or all concerned. 

Very trul7 yours, 
. 

LA JESA, LEMON GROVE & SPRING VALLEY 
IRRIGATION DIS!RICT.... n . 

tfi Ct/'N ~ 
Ptes, 

H. C: . PAAK, CAaHII" 

• 

' . . 
.. . 

Fe bruarr 
Twenty-fourth 
1 a a e. 

Mr. H. A. Hall, .Preaident, · 
La Jleaa, Lemom Grove & Spring Valley Irr1g • . D1str1ot, 
La Uaaa, . 
Oalito:m1a. 

Jly dear Ur. Ball: 

Answering your letter ot J'ebl'lla.ry a 3rd, · 
will oay that· p~t of the land I have in mind :ln elCDhange 
lo one hundred aores ~uet North of Groasmont and North 
of Jlurray Hlll, through whioh the pipeline e.s built on 
1 t!i way to the Tbum property. It would benefit the 
Diatrlot materially to have this land in instee.d of some 
land that I am going to suggest we take out, and whioh I 
oont:rol, and uh1oh lies Eaot of the Thum property-. 
'!'hank you for you~ interest 1n tho matter. I will see 
you in a few days in relation thereto, and uill bring 
you s. map. 

l'ow, regarding ao odd aores of lend in 
Villa Oaro Heights, ~uat East of tha Qrossmont Store. 
!ho pipeline to El Cajon runs to tho property and JOU are 
now furnishing five or e1 x consumers there. I em 
wondering it oome arrangement o an be tnede to tc.ke these 
20 or 30 ooroo into tho District, as you are now furnish-
ing partial oervioe. It will all bo out up into house 
loto and 11111 tako domeatio se~loe,~ und Ll'iVe a. high rate 
ot prot! t tor wa.tor sales. , 

I wlll take both theso matters up with 
you the next time I see you. 

Tours very tNlJ, · 

f 

urr 

• 



• 

I 

I 

• 

• 

, 

I 
I 

.. 
t I 

llaroh 4, 1926 • 
• 

llr. H. A. Ba] l, 
La Uesa, California. 

• liy dom· l!r. Hall : 

~leaea let me know what the district haa ~ 
done in the .?ratt matter. }ly undorstanding from 
llr. Harritt is that you intond to purollase it. Rovz 
about the refund of the monoy that I have poroonally 
paid on the option? 

I have made arrangements with Lir. White to 
hold the Griffith property just above the pumpine 
planto for a reasonable length o~ time for you. 

Yours very truly, 

' 

• 

• 
• 

' 

C. C . PARK, PIO&au:u:orT 

• • 

• 

•• 

I 

·. 

I 

• 

I • . 

H.A, HALL, VICC PI'IUAD&WT 

CO .. MKIICIAL eAYINea 

Lu Mcsn.Callrornln Jereb s, 1926. 

Col. Ed. Fletcher, 
San Diego, California • 

~ dear Col. Fletcher: 

Your letter in reference to the 
Pratt matter has been referred to Mr. White who 
has cbarge of the same • 

As I understand it, we are planning 
to take over the lands, and your claim will be 

· considered with the rest. 

'ft'e are grateful to Mr. White fer pro-
tecting us on. this other land, and :as soon as ,;a 
have gotten ourselves on our feet we will discuss 
the D"atter rlth him. 

Very truly yours, 
• /Jv t:V?-Y aJ!./ 

• 



ll a~ o h · 
Tenth 

1926 

La Keaa. Lemon arove & Spring V•l]eJ 
I~r1gat1on Diatriot, 
La. Jleaa, 
Oalifornia. 

ATTEITIOHt Mr. H. A. Ball, Prea. 
Gent lemon z 

. 
· Inoloaed f1•4 letter trom my friend 

llr. Georr. Baob and statemen.t re. the Prat~ matter, 
also eta; ement of v600.00 due me tor monies that 
I have loaned Kr. Pratt to oezry hie ·oontz-aot. 
All I want is the $600.00 bact and - interest. 
Unless soma otfioial aotlon 1a taken by the Board 
of D1reotore of. the D1etr1ot next lfonday night, 
a. foreoloaure will be atazted. Kr. BaOh has 
verbally told mo that he Will disoount the Pratt 
oontraot soo.oo tor oaah, or you have the option 
of paying $790. 34~ getting llr. Pratt to aaaign the 
oontre.ot, and continuing the monthly paJDlSDta. 
What ls your pleasure in :regard to this matter! 
Please notify me of J0\11' action. 

I auld o erta1nly reoommend that JOU 

• 

acquire this property. Kr, Baoh 1Dtormal17 told 
me that if the La Uesa. Diatnot g.oquS.nd the oonaent 
of all the ranohe:rs on the El Honte Ranoh to JOU1' 
unUm1 ted pumping, the .El Monte Banoh woU.ld not stand 
1n the aJ of the D1otr1at~ I thint this ·1a a · 
Tery fiDe attitude for llr. Bach to tate, and whlle 
he is Dot speaking for the Company, lt ahowa you a .. o.r of solving the va.ter situation zegarding ~ 
rights to PlJDP• 

Tours very truly, 

I 

( 

.. .._ 

\ 

• • • 

.. 

I 

• 

' 

• 

t 

I • 

• Tie Ae HoU, Pr aldent, 
La Yesa, Lemc>D G:OVG '& 5prJ.ns · 

· VolleJ Ift'lBBtlon Dlatrlot, 
La 14eDO; OollforDJB • 

• 

• 
; 

, 

I bD. ve GOO coreB of 1nDi of tho 1'btu:l tro.o t \11 thin 
tbe · Dlotrlot oD1 whloh 1D entitled to water noo. on~ 100 
aoroo of thnt laDi ls belnB 1rr1gnta4 • 

ibare tu'e 400 earea of land 1D tlle Thurn trc.ot tto t 
I will put ·no watm: on thlo ~or. bnt just ad3o1nl~ 1t 
are BO nores wh1oh mve been levell-94, are rea~ to pl.Mt, 
a 11ome bao been bnllt on 1t, nDl on which l want wctor 1f 
oDlv for temporo.r~ purpoaoo. I hflvo olrea~ petltlonod ~~ 
tb1o m noroa to oomo into the D1etl'1ct. You have ~o l~LL 
potltlons 4Ul.:7 Dl6fled for 1noluolon, also Qther lando for 
exolnolon, ell ae per our ooilveroat1on lnot nJght. 

. 
. · All I o.ok o.t the prooent tlr:.e tanporurll.7 to to 
run tho watar off· of oome of the Thum lauds that ar a 1D the 
Dlotrlot 1D tbe Jnfl'l ad3olnSru oo tbtlt we oon JXXt 1n o orop 
of tomo.toeo, and tb en tlr ooroQ6e would bo 11-r.leo tad, not 
to exoaecl 20 or 80 aOHo. It lila beon acne oo mansr t1caa 
both 1n tl1e santa. .e and t son lllegu.lto Irr ,atton d1Dtr1oto. 
onll VQrtloul.ol'U' m 0 it bonoflto the D1Dtr1ot \71th bott r 
lBDd on1 the onvl~ Of mono1 to anl:o thlo oxooo e, wl th th 
resnlt 12lnt the tenant tmo on the rroparty, oleo.ro4 it, 
lovan d lt, n4a4 lt roaa:r to plo.nt tomorrc."RI, and llt 
home. 

You oon rest aoouro4 tlnt I 111· not E:.Ot oa h 1n 
thla fix n n ond wlll no more lenooo on M~ lan&l thnt 

. 81'8 not ln tb8 Dlotrlot. but wh r I · o 1 v up uo 
ot ter 1h1o 'll~ on 400 eoroo to mloh I om ontlt d - lnD 
nGY 111 thO nlotrlot - 1t oe to me thlo i o a l l oo aa 

ot ooo ba e tendob. m nndol' th olrCD tano • , . 

I om 1oav1 for tb ot on annlley for n ur 
months' tl'lP GrXl I hope uD' r the olroumotono o d1 ooto 

u xtea4 thla oourteou lnf nDl~ b o I 
11 b op o 4. 

• YO o -

I 

, 

• 



C. C. PARK, .... ll .. OIJ•f1' 

.. ,,} 
' \ 
I 

co ........ ciAL. 

Col. Ed. Fletcher, 
916 Fi~hth Street, 
San Piego, California. 

Dear Colonel: 

La Mesa.Callrornla March :31, 1926. 

Your lEtter of tl-.e 50th at han.'i . Mr. Harriet was 
supposed to reve ~een you yesterday and talked with you about 
your t ... enty or thirty acres of land '.Vr.ich you desire to have 
~ater on thet lie outside of the district. It will be absolutely 
impossible for t~ directors of the di~trict to consent to your 
ta.".ting any portion of the \\1iter outside of the boundaries of tl'e 
district. We a?preci~te what you he.ve done for the district , and 
Yet it is purely a ~tter of right nnd \'Jrong and one which ~:auld 
cause a gre~t deal of scandal should tre nntter come to light 
botb from your standpoint an:i ours. We are very sorry indeed' 
t hat t-:c cannot ~ee our v:ay clear to take tbi s land and exclude 

H. C. PARK, ~"ICA 

the otr.er. Thls ~:e ObY be able to do \Yi thin s month or t'to but 
~t!l we ~ve arrived et ~ome co~clusion or have broken orr' entirely 
NJ.t.l the C1.ty, I do not feel it 1.s wise to take any action whatever. 
You are in no worse plight than several ~core of people in La 1lesa 
Hei£hts who are being deprived of even domestic water. 

A 1'115.tter ~tas brought to my- attention the other day 
which I did not ju~t understand, and I did not feel ~~at you should 
have teiten this &ction. Some woman living in Ia '.!esa Heights , 
outside or the district, informed the. office force that you advised 
her to r~ra an attorney to straigl:ten out her affairs tti th the 
district·. 

Also another I'Tl.an wes in the office yesterday and said 
t.~t you ~d advised him to burry e line out oii his lands which 
lie outside of the district that m might be sure to get his 

These are all t.hings that e.re Ill st and gone , and still we 
do not feel that this is exactly the proper attitude to tak~ in both 
these matters. .. 

Assuring you b£ ~desire to . cooperate in every way ~ith 
all or our people, I remairi -:-- , ~ -, 

yours, ~ 
~a:N 

ROVE & SPRING VALLEY 
DisrRicr. 

•• 

• 

( . 

• 

/ • 
. I 

, 

• 

• 

-
• • 

'It t ' 

j 

April 2 1 1926. 

LB Hesa, Lemon Grove & Spring Valley 
Irrigation Distriot, 

La Ueaa, California. / 

Attention Ur. H. A. Hall, President 
• 

111 dear 1!r. Ball: 

f 

• 

Answering yours of Uaroh 31st, will say that 
I tried to look at it from the poiut of view of tho 
Diatriot Directors. The permit could have been granted 
without 1Djur1 to anyone, ie: to give us n temporar1 
supply of water on lands coming into the district for 
.whioh ~ou had a petition of inclusion and exclusion, 
fllld owing 1to the faot that I was perfectly willing 
to sign any waiver of rights 1f 'for any reason the 
lands were not finally included in the diatriot. 

. I feel I have rendered valuable service. 
and glsdli to the distriot, in maD3 ways, and ha.v~ 
aliown the right spirit f cooperation all the ws.y tbru.· 

I have ·made no reoommenlation to any woman 
butside of the distriot and advised ber to hire an 
attornei to straighten out her affairs with the 
district, and any who BBis ·so liea. A woman did see 
me and demand water. I turned her down o.nd :told her to 
go to the diatriot. She said me had seen the 41atriot 
and you bad purned her down. ~he oreated a soene in my 
offioe, made all kinds of threats and I told her that 
if she had any kiok coming to biro an attorno~ and find 
out what her rights wero. You would have said the 
same thing. 

I . . You aay another man said that I had advised 
him to burr1 a line out on his lands wh1oh 11o outside 
of the diatriot, that be might be sure to get water. 
This is also a lie, and you can tell tbe man eo, with ' 
1111 compliments. ~hat man to whom you refer asked me 
how muoh water he was entitled to. I told him in roply 
that 'he was entitled to as much as he reoo1ved last year. 
He answered that he would htlve to put 1n aomo dietribn-
tion linoa on hie own nocount in order to .uao as ouch water 

' 
.. -

• • 

• 

, 

• 

• 
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1 • 

as he had used last year eaonomioall~ and - I told · him 
~hat if he did not want to lose hie water right to 
the amount of ·water he had used last year he would have 
t _o do 1 t. You would have anowored tho oame way • 
• • . 

h Th;ank God, I am gotting out of the country so 
~h&t no more of these things oan oome .UP, and I feel 
tSday that I would like to stay away for good and all. 

EF:KJJU 

. "' ' . I • 

.. 

~ '• ' . . 
. 
I 

• 

. 
• • 

. --. 

• 

. . .. . . .. 
t .. ~ -

Yours very truly, 

• 

• • • • .. t 
, ... ,.; ., 4 ~ • 

. . - . . . . . . . . -• 

' . 
• 



C. C. PAAK, p,.~SI Dil..,. H. A . HALL, VICC P,.c&l DltJCT 

COMMERCIA&. 

La Mesa.Callrornla June 23, 1926. 

Col. Ed. Fletcher, 
% Mrs. s. w. Fletcher, 
Spencer, flassachuset~s. 

Dear Friend Fletcher: 

Your _ welcome letter ~rom Paris receired a few days ago. 
. 

We are still holding our own with the enemy although this 
morning's Union w9Qld indicate to our people and to the people or 
San Diego that the Cit7 has again gained another marvellous vi~or;r. 
Judge Andrews denied o~ temporary jlXlgment on the-pipe line on a 
very small tecbnicalit3:, ruling, however, rlth us on all the 
Supreme Court cases which were _recited by our attorneys. When the 
matter cones- to triil- tor permanent- judgment, j£. tried before 
Judge Andrews, I am corirident tbe.t the City- "ill .be permanently 
enjoined from buildipg. 

Your Company bad not taken any e.ction to\'iard joining Ylith us, 
and Mr. Earrie~ got in touch with Cb.s.rles F. Stern :through your sister, 
~nd he immediately- ordered Judge Sloan to enter s. separate suit, snd 
I received a long wire from Mr. stern assuring us or his entire co~ 
operation tdth the District even if it meant the sacrifice of tie 
entire Mission Hills SY'Stem. It was no more than I would hive expected 
£loom tl:e different statements which Yr. Stern has made il} the past, 
but it was certainly- gratifying to receive the wire and knowing tblt 
he y;as still with us. · 

Our greatest proJ>lem. at the present time is keeping Carrol .Smith 
on his feet. He seems to be overw~lmed with the conditions as he sees 
them arising out or Judge Conkling's decision and then this .denial of 

,our te!nporary judguent. C. O. _Smith, his father, is perfectly steble, 
and r.e are hoping trat tonight when ''e have a little conference with 
Carrol, his father ~nd Harry Park on one side, King, Harriet alld myself 
on the other we-will be able to s iffen his backbone a little for it 
will mke our battle harder if our own ·people weaken, especially- without 
cause. 

I am glad to know that y-ou ba.ve been having such a splendid time . 
and anticipate that you will be glad. to be back home again. 

Before y-ou get this letter you wi11 no doubt receive the saddest . .,..;..., ' 
news "hich has come to us as a .. , ,to you and my-salt personally, 

•• 

t 

2 - Col. Ed. Betcher. 6-23--28. 

the sudden deatp of our friend McClure. I certainly wish you 
were· home right now to have a lEnd in appointing the neYt State 
Engineer for if_ the City of San Diego beat us to it the Lord 
knows our troubles will be mgnified. I think I will write to 
Charles F. Stern to keep an-eye on the situation. 

Wishing YQU a pleasant trip across the Atlantic, I remain 

Very truly yours, 

~.t:l;?V a_f2/} 
President, 

L1 MESA, LEMON GROVE & SPRING VArLEY 
IRRIGATION DIBrRICT. 
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