Hay 21, 1918,

La Ucsa Sgout,
L: wesq Culif,
Gerntlemen:
Enclesed herewith find resolution passed by the
City . of %1 Cajon. Will you kindly put this on the front

page of your next issue, and if you can 3€2 your way clear

to do it adl

40

few worda sliowinz thot the whole country
ig¢ unauninmcus in gustaining cur pesiticon. £1s0 mention

o 14

the fuet that the Cuyamace Watsr Co., nes brouzht suit to

o
-
J e
m
2
)

cor the private lunids that will be flooded, and showing

thelir intention te 7o chead with the conatruction of a major
dar =t or near the diverting dem, cn thé San Diezo River;

That the officianls of the company have announced that
the dem will be neot lesc than 120 feet in heizht and peossibly
140 <feet in height; l

Th=t 1% =illbe of concrete censtruction =nd that ths plaens
have been approved by the Chief Hydrzulic Engincer of the State
fzilrond Cocmmission, zcecording to law;

Th-t it i3 understood that the Cuysmaca Watcr Co., is nego-
tlating +ith the riparian omners below, securing their consent
to thc construction of the dam;

And thzt in the nexr future, unlesss the City of San Diego
intervenes by injdnction pﬁbdgqqlnge, the Cuyamaodiﬁﬁfé?;gé;q;
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May 7, 1918

T.a Mesa Scout,
La lesa, Calif.

gentlemen:=

Please let me have fifty copies of your issue
of May 4th showing "Trustees endorse Fletcher Plan." -
All I desire is the front page, you may keep the rest of the
paper. I don't care whether it is the El Cajon Valley
News or the T.a lesa Scout.

Yours very truly,

EF/bm




will undoubtcdly be constructing one of the largest
dams for the storage of water in Scn Diego County

Will you please print 300 extrz copies of thie

-

paper and then send me a bill for the whole thing.

and 1 will meil you a check.
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Yocurs wry truly,
CUYAMACA WAT"R COMPANY,

By

Y:nager.
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Mr., C. O. Smith,
La Mesa Scout,
La lesa, Calif.

My dear Mr. Cmith:

Answering Mr, Halley's lotter, he is right in
the first instance; ie: that the purpose of organizing the
La Mesa Irrigation Distriot was to build a systom of its .
own, not to buy the Cuyamaca Water Company. For the first
time IlIr. J. He Halley is smoked out. He has been telling
ovorybody that the Cuyamaca Company backed out of a sale of
its system to the La Mesa Distriot on & technicality, 1ie:
that we would not accept the bonds of the La kiesa District
in payment for our Cuyamaca System. e did that on the
advice of our attorney who saild the bonds were absolutely
illegal, for the reason that the bonds were voted for
a particular purpose and it was specified in the ocall of
the election to build a water system as per plans and
gpecifications of J. B, Lippincott. Our attorney said,
therefore the tonds voted for a specific ourpose to
build a new system could not be used to buy an exieting
system, without a re-submission of the propoeition to
the voters within the distriet, and their approval :-ecured.

: The truth is Mr, Halley and his outfit made an
error in that election oall, for it should have read to
tuild a no? aygtem as per plans and specifiocations of .

Jeo Be. Lippincott, or to purchase an existing system. I

was the last phrase that Halley left out, and infentionally
80, for he was bitter against ever acquiring the Cuyamaca
System and alwaye has beene

The District dirocotors knew all of tho time that
those bonds were invalid. They never told us. e had to
disocover 1t for ourselves after spend ing several hundred
dollars for an investigation thru our attorneys, and they
tried to make us out pikers, but my opinion is that they
knew all of the time that the bonds were illegal whoen it
came ‘to using them for the purchase of our system. It is

true they furnished us with an opinion approved by Dillon,

Thompson & Clay that the proceedings were regular, but that
deoision was rendered by Dillon, Thompson & Clay before there
was any thought of buying our system, and the guastion was
never put up to them whether those same bonds were legal
for the purchase of our system.

September 165, 1923,
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Now regarding water eupply. Fnolosed herewith
*ind cody of net safe yield study of our chief engineer,
Hre, Xing, who is now the ohief engineer of the San Dieguito
Irrigation District. I am also sending you in striot ' _
econfidence a copy of the report recently made by hydraulic |
department of the State Railroad Commicsion, with the oon- 7
gont of the Rsilroad Commission, at the request of 'the
Chamber of Commerce water committee. It has not been made
publio and you must not »ubliusly quote it as a Chamber of
Commerce Jataer Committee roport. J. C., Thompson, vigce-
oregident of the Southern Trust & Commerce Banlz is chairman
0 that committee. He has given his oconsent however, to your
using the figures in that report, and stating that they are
the official Tigures of the State Railroad Commission hydraulic
department. _

You will notice in the report of the Railroad
Cecmmission co¢ngineer, lir, Faude, on Page 5 thoe net safe
yield of the Cuyamaca System as follows:

"In addition to a safe yield of 3.12 million
gallons per duy from the present gravity system the
El lionte Plant could have furnished an additional
supply of water in each year except 1900,- The =
probable safe yield of the Kl lionte plant with the
present equipment 1s not lese than 2 million gallons
per day, and this yield could be materially inoreased
by the 1nstallation of adequate equipment.” _

The above means that the net safe yield of the Cuyamaca System
today is 5.12 million gallons of water daily, and on Page 5 P
the revort says: , | | P T ey

"The present requirementa of the oonsuBeEs 0
the Cuyamaos Syatem amount to appoximately 3 million
gallons a day." :

Now, Mr. Smith, that shows a net supply under proaent
conditionc 1n excoss of our demands, of over 2 million gallona =
a day. For $35,000 we can install up-to-date pumping plant
pumping 6 million gallone a day with a net safe yield o£<4 R L5 T e
million gallons daily from the lonte sands, There are -~ . = ‘&

between 9 and 12 billion gallone of water in the Monte sanda. -,T?nﬁﬁ;i
Wie own all the pumping rights, having bought them olear - fj.ﬁﬁjpgg
down to below Lakeside, and on Page 7 of the report of the AT
Hydraulio Engineer of the Railroad Oomminaion.yon fina tha .j;vggyggﬁﬁ
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supply only during periods of drought;

"After the installation of new wells and
.equipment at the El lonte plant, a yield of from
3 ro ? million gullons a day can be depended
upon :

On Page 6 the report says, that with the Scuth
Fork and Fletcher dams built "these reservoirs would increase
the yield of the presert Cuyamaca System to a total of 7600
aore feet neor year or epproximately 6.8 million gallons
daily." The 6.8 million gallons daily is a gravity supply
and by adding 4 million gallons daily as the pumped supply
from the E1 lMonte gravels brings a net safe yield of 10,8
million gallons daily, or approximately 11.500 aore feet
of water, suffioient to irrigate 11.500 adres annually
as a minimum supoly and about 16,C00 acres with a threse=fourths
However, that entires
geotion, Grossmont to San Diego, is in a short time to be
domestic sunply or acre tracts. \

There arae not to exoceed 1,000 acres of irrigated
orohard land in tho La lfesa District today. That will all
" be subdivided into small traots a little later and this .
problem 48 one of protecting the future domestic supply’of
the La Heaa Irrigation District.

The La Mesa Irrigation Distriet should be enlarged
eventually to take in 12,000 to 15,00C acres, anyway. The
unfortunate thing is that the diatrict is in the hands of
men '0f such small ocaliber that they cannot grasp the
gituation that it is a fight for domestlo water to drink;
they ‘caan'only think of irrigation which is almoct & tthg
of thepast ag far as the La Mesa Irrigation Distriet is
‘oonoerned, 'and 10 or 16 years hence there will be no irriga-
+tdon as it will all be out up into aore tracts. This is
‘primarily s residential section for. the rect of the United
! States, - all of Southorn California, ond particularly that
‘1dnd lying' between Grosemont and San Diego City.

| Attached heroto is a copy of the ztate eapinecer's
report approving the cale of the Cuyamaca System to the La

‘Mesa District., It is the only copy I have and must be re-
“turned immediately. You will get a large cource of informa-
‘tion Cfrom this., Since that report was msde we have put de=-
. tween . $200,000 and $300,000 into ocapital expense = improvements

! on the system, but speaking to you confidentially, the

' Guyamaca System oould now be boupght by tho district for

81, sod,ooo and take 6%=~40 year bdondc of the dictrict in paymtont,

the bonds to be spproved the state onginoer of California

and the state bond ing commiseion, with an opinion Tron

Dillon, Thompson and Clay or some other reliable attorney




The city would undoubtedly pay the district $200,000
or $300,000, anyway, in the settlement with the district, and I
do not believe thero would be any necessity of a bond issue
in excess of two to 2% million dollarsjwith South Fork and
Fletcher dams bullt there is a net safe yield of 11 million

ur, Halley's presentation is plausible on its fage, ellons a day from the Cuyamaca System, costing completely
ie: that you do not enlarge the district, and if the present gevglopea ésfooo,ooo. Thgre is the Oiﬁy of San Diego,

@istrict pay for the total cost, then, of course, the acreage 22 $0,000,000 invested with & net safe yiold of 9.2 million
éxpense runs high, but the water is there in sufficient T Egiloné daily, cccording to their 4 figures.

quantity to susoly 11,000 arable acres with water, which

wonld mean an irrigation district out there, good land and Thore is no other source of supsly for the La Mesa
bad of approximately 15,000 acres. Agsuming that the total SR distriot, and they would be buying the Cuyamaca water at
cost of the completed projeot is $£5,000,000 eventually and : | one-third the cost that tho city has paid for ity water, It
the distrioct 4= 15,000 acres, that would mean $200 an acre, ic as plainas the nose on a man's fase, but unfoﬂtunately
but that is for a domestic suoply, not an irrigation supply there ic thic man, Halley, reazdy to go to his grave, can

and is ridicnlously cheap. Ais there is outside demand for only think of irrigating water and irrigating rates and does

satisfaotory to us. 0Of course, this price could not run
on indefinitely. We would have to have some reasonable as= A
surance soon that the district meant business, ' :

water and the district would have to0 continue delivering that . _ not know that he is of the past. Those dircctors should
water to ontside consumers, it would be foolish to make the - B : resign and a8 now bunch of business men ehould bte put in, -
district larger, say, than ten or twelve thousand acres. - the option chounld be secured znd an attempt made, at least,
As an offset to that, however, the Cuyamaca Company thise ; £ to whip this thing into businesslike shape, and if it

cannot bo done then call it off, but your moral duty to the
people, and the obligation of & bunch of business men like
you, is to makc ono, more attempt before letting the :
"golden egg" slip gt of your grasp.

vear will take in $135,0C0 in tho sales of water; and ite
oporating expvenses are only $65,000. w ;

The plan of action should be as follows:

lst. Take an ootion on the Cuyamaca System for four or six

months There 1s a provision in the city charter of San

Diego, which charter was approved by legislature, which gives
the right to the city of San Diego thru its city coureil,

%o sell water for domestic and irrigating nurposes ontside
the City of San Diego. The Railroad Commission would heve

' o bought the Cnyamaca System and the
get 1,000 aores more. There will be no trouble in getting no jurisdiction if the city boug y

R .;~i lish all rates for irriguating ourposes outside
gledgodkthe enlargement of the district to 10,000 acres within 2 3% gﬁgyoggglgngazﬁ? 1'ghe prosent rate is ?% cen%s a thousand
WO wWee Bc ; X \ : s .

ballons. .

2d. Immediately get busy and see if the distriot cannot be
enlarged to eight or ten thousand acres. Thum and I will put
1700 acres in the district immediately and I oan ‘probably

3d. Have = oconference with the city coaneil; t6ll them you
have an option, make the be settlement possible with them,

gotting the oity's consent to stop litigation so that Fletcher 1
dem and South Fork dams ean be built and our water rights ‘

If thoy had a board of direcliors of the %a lNeoa
Diatrict that was composed of businesc mon, in order to‘
straijghten out the water situition, if it were thot besewy,

S R ' d lad for two yeare to serve without psy as manager
fully protooted. Sell F1 Capitan to the city and then go P et gf“ggg d?gtgiot. at loast its water development, but I
ahead, complete the enlargement of the district to eight or s O F suppose that working for nothing evan, I would be accuzed
- ten thousand aores, jiesue bonis to purchase the Cuyamaca =~ AT

st.
Syotem and suffioient bonds to duild the South Fork and of having some personal intere

Srda il R  sffwi;££; I suggest the article attached heroto ac your
Thore will bo enough revenue coTo,1nfromithoisgié,éfrﬁefiﬁﬁg answer to.lir, Halley.

water to our prosent. consumers and the sale of surplus water ~ . G = | have the La iiesa Irrigation District report

which the City of San Diego will buy from the district, to take - ' back here {néggz next tmo or throe da?g. it 1s the only

gare of interest, sinking furd, eto. of the btonds and give ma = = copy I have and ie valuable to me.

revenue to re-bulld the flume, commencing & or 6 years hemee. . |

A e (O G b Rt Youre sincerely,
ah T o g =y - ]
' LGS A AT L R R 150 :
g .




October 23, 1923

Ia llesa Scoud
La ligsn, Gali:fornla. =

zontlanen:

Iy attention has beon called to Ir, Halley's article
in your icsue of October 12th, and I wish to correct the wr
imprecssion crocted by Ir, Hnliey'n article garticularly ln
relation to the not safo yield of the San Diego Rliver.

I, Enlley I on gconvineed has not quite understood
come of the roports on tho safe yield of the San Diggo River
waich he has rocde o mekos a gbatement that theo Us S. Recla-
netlon Sorvice ernglnoer did not boliove the South Fork Rosm'-

volir worth vndertcoking,. i e matter of fact the U. S. Rocla=-
mation Service englneer is the men who seleotod the now accopt-
od sifte of the South Forl reservoir and he personally supor-
intonded a survey of this damsito and resorvoir sitee In hisg
safe :m:m gtudiecs ho made studies both with and without the
aDthh Jork Rocervoir, arniving at 7500 acro feet ammually
without the Sonth Fork Reservolr and 7600 acre feot anmally

i:mlud.ln > tho South Fork Reservoir.

Thero have been safe yield studles made on the

entire Sen Diego liver at overy possible damsito by tho follow-
iny engineers: li. Charleg H, I-oo farmor Chief of the Stato
7ater Cormission, ire W. L. Hober, Consulting gulic Engzincer
for the State of California, U. S. Reclanation arvice, ¥. I,
Faude, Chief Hydraunlic E:glneer of the State Vater Oomisaion
fle Ca ..arlo, Consulting Engineor for the City of San Diego,
. iIs Savero, formulyﬁydrmno or of the Ci ofSan
Di and the writer. All of these s tudiee chow cloce agrod=-

and in view of this fact it is aa:re to sssune that 8 CONe
sorvative estimte of the yield of the Cuyammoca Watﬁ %
under conplete dovelopnont wnld be 10.5 million aﬂ:
or 11,800 acro foot anmual These arc practi the

ﬂgn.raa utillzed by Ixre P, L, x‘ando in his roport which is
roforred to by Ix. Halloy.

It», Hol total]s lgroa the yleld of the ilonte @
pumping plant although ve this sortous conglderation,
Unquestionably a oomarvatlvo aatlmto of tho safe yleld of this'
basin io around fowr million 1onn a or 4500 acre foob
gmmally. Zhis fowr nd.].‘Llon
tho safe ravity yleld of the ea giv:l.ns 648 nﬂlion 2
zallond daily plus 4.0 million mnonn dany oquals 10.8 million
zallons daily as the zafe yiold of the hﬂl? d Cuyn

gyotems I have used, honm, but 10.5 on sa long dal.
for added oonaermt.lm. : : B

. '. v
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Ir, Hdalloy also glves the improsocion tlmt all of tho
wator now bolng dellvercd by the Cuyamoea 'atar uompam; to itso
gongunorts mut be deductod from the amount vhich s avallablo
for the ILa losa, Lomon Grove, and Sprinz Valley Irrimtion
District. As a mattor of Zoot considerably over ong half of
the vator now boing delitvered by the Cuymmacz tater f‘ovupany ic
vithin tho boundaries of the proesent La llesa, Lonmon Grove, and
Jpring Valley Irrigation Distriet. Thus, aaumning ono nalf
0f tho proesent uaso o:f tho Cuyarpea Vater ch:mmy as deducted
wo have 105 million sallons daily less 1l.5,representin: one

half of the Cuyamoca ator Gmiany'a doliverioa, oq_uals 9 nillion
zallongs dal for tho La ilg enon Grove, and cSpring Valley
rlgatlcn trict. Iliine mhlion *allona daily i3 oqual, in

rowd figwes, %o 10,000 core foot anrmally.

Another point thet lir, Halloy has overlooked and which
is resoznized by 011 irrization ongineers ic the et that tho
zroas mroa of an irri. *at.ton distriet is nover irrisated in any
one year, 1% hngp lmcm showm tha% on the average 10,: of tho
arw. 0f overy irrization dlustrict ic occupled b:,' County roado

{Bglic otrooty, The tyorapge o other non-irrigable lands
tho averaso for landg whieh in any yeer oven undor
oomplote davolopmnt Will not Lo frrizated 155, Thoso por-
centages are tho resuli of ctudles of the irrisation districts
in California by !r. We L. Huber, Consulting Hyamulic “nzineer
of the Stata of California. e Muber abufos in his r0port
t‘qat the ratio of the net area to ha lrrigated in _any one yesr
to the groes are2 of an lrrigsation di strict is 60,:. e furthor
gtatos that even in the irrimolon di atricts in %he San Joaguin
Valley whore only lovel, mbrol:on o:r lands are included
that the reontagoe doos mot excood 6 ¢ In the area of the
In lesa, Lomon Grove, and Opring Vanoy Irrization Digtrict
thore i8 a conslder ‘510 aroe of broken lamle and it is exliremoly
doubtful if this district can hovo to have as high a develop-.
nont as the distrlcods iIn the 3an Joaquin Vallay, thoreiare, un-
% uegtionably 60% ig considerably hisher tlan chould be 4110'"0&.
t is dowbtfud 1if over 6O;> of the gross area of the La lesca,
Lemon Grove, and Spring Valley Irrization Distriev will over
be urlgato& in any one yoar.

Asguning uty of wator of one axo foot por aare
and asguning tha 6 0f the lands would be 1rrl.~atod in each
vear 7300 coro foot would be sufflciont far a dlatrict o€ over
12,000 across. 7600 acra feoot wounld serve a dinixrict of
18 'IOO aorese 10,000 core foot wuld porve o digtrict of

700 ooroSe. Shonld..thore be but 505 of the o83 woea Lrriga-
t«l i6h i5-ungasstioasbly ncorer tho cotual

ona
oond!.tj.onn g

oo acre foot amnunlly would dbo sufficlent
for an irrigation

ut of 20,000 noron,
Yours wvery wruly,

2, He King,
TEIK 3 11B :
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La Nesa Scont,
Ia lesa, Calif,

Gentlemen:

Inclosed find

A e T T, " Oumm———— S L R ——— |

et So? | - . iy ¥

e > ‘. A e te
ity LA & P + - : }rql‘.. "‘
. g - g )
- - A e

nojrmbar 3, 1923,

clipping from this morning's

popor, also decision of the Supreme court, which please
return without fail, You will find 11;_ on Page 472,
Inclosed also £ind copy of my letter to lir. Gould of

the Chamber of Commerce, &ll of which is explanatory.

You should fartionlarly read .Mr. Higgins'

statement, and let the dear public out there know

vhat the City is going to do to you 1f they acquire

the Cuyamaca System.

ZFAH

. e

Yours very truly,

.—-.,..-..q..- ..-_—-¢-—-J-—M.a
- -

SMITH & SONS
Printers and Publishers

EL CAJON VALLEY NEWS RAMONA SENTINEL
LA MESA SCOUT LAKESIDE JOURNAL

La Mesa, California
arch 27, 1925,

Col. LEd Fletcher,
San Diego, Calif.,

ly dear Colonel:

Our firm would lile very much to have the
job of printing the irrigation district bonds, and not pri-
marily for business reasons, but beeause we want to see our
imprint on each and every one off them, and feel we had a part
in this water wvictory in more ways than onc..

I understand it is quitce probable that ..
Sterns! bhanlt will Dbid in the entire issue, and in that cvent
rould you be so good as to ask him if he would do us the
favor of submitting a letter to me at the proper time, stating
that he has no objection to our printing them, providing we
are lucky in the bildding. It is quite customary ('or bond houses
when taking over a large issuc of' this Itind to state their
pref'erenoe in this matter,

Ve are prcparcd to furnish any kind of a bond

desired, and at the ripght price, and can pguarantee a satisfaoctory

Job in every rcspects

Iff you can see your way clear to grant this

favor, would bhe tremendously obliged.

>\ mv.,&a’m— {binccrcly yours, g

/& PICE 0 ﬂ/m

APEN R B wnt | TR et fe sl by PN Y My S WP s g T, L L ey =y
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August 26, 19256.

l're Co Ce Smith,
Bl Cajon, vallf.

1y Dear Nr. Smith:

Tncloce find letter from the attorney for the
Southern Title Guaranty Company, lir. Hubbell. Also a
cony of my letter €o the Board of Dircetors which is
confidential. Pleage do not give this any publicity
whatsoever, |

I have just been informed that Fred Stearns
iIs deternining how nmuch of that § 25,000.00 the District
shnonld pay and how much the city should nhay. In all
propablity the District will be ascked to pay about
26,000,00 and we will have to pay the reet I hope.

The profits over and ahove all the expensce
in operating the Cuyamaca Tater System since June 22,
1975, are far in excess to the attorney's feoes of
Crouch and Sanderec.

Yours very truly,

& v ‘ S ,u,?_.-.-,_-.. J"'."""’":“*""" v - '..;__' —-— - '__ . — -
g . 3 3
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April Twenty-thinwd,
2 9 2 9

HI‘. C. So &?lith’

c/o Le Mesz Scout,

Lo uesf.'.’ Calif,

Dear Mr. Smiths

Enclosed find article which I would appreciste if you would

run in this week'!s icsue ief the "Scoui”.

Yours very truly,
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La Mesa Scout &
El Cajor Valley News.

Gentlemens

So many libelous statements have been
made regarding wy comnection with the paving in El Cajon
Acres end Adams subdivision I wish the people to kmow the
facts end would appreciate your printing same.

The Murrey Estate otmed about 65 zcres
in El Cajon Acres. I omned 73 ccres. Ve decided that
we should develop El Cujon Acres by the grading, curbing
and surfacing of the roadrc, also the instellation of wator
nainsg,

Before the petition wus drawn up Iix,
Graves representing 20 vcrecs of Chese Avenue approved
of this plan and signed the netition. The whole object
wag to beautify that part of the valley und sell it
which heaven mozs needed some developm:nt. The original
potition was filed on Februery 7th, 1927.

The original pet:.tion definitely outlined
the boundaries and did not include Adems Subdivision
or the lands betzeen W.ghington Avenue and tdoms
Subdivision. Practically all of the acreage was owmed
- by the three interesis above mentioned, namely, Murray

Estate, Graves-Hotchkiss gsnd Fletcher.

The signed petition represented 80%
or 90% of the property ownerse

The Board of Supervisors approved the
plon. They appointed an engineer and also en attorney
in the usual manners, It is not a Kattoon ¢Act but tho
usual individuval assessment tax,

These improvements were being mede and
cast iron water maing installed as a condition precedent
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to our joining the City of El Cajon and getting water from
the La Mesa District, | [

The City Trustees of El Cajon insisted that |-
Adanms Subdivision snd other lends be included in the
preceedings end that sewers be instelled to connect up

have been 80 libelous statements
with the sewer plant being constructed inside the city Tnere meny

nede about me in relation therctu is the reesson 1 am
of K (ujom. 1 was SE GRROUEIRG; SN VM. BN neking this definite statement and to inform my friends
. v t t itueti is.
The Board of Supervicors asked for S, The SR sl
conplete jurisdiction of the job end the City Trustees Yours very truly,
of El Cejon graonted the Board of Supervisors rocuest by

formal resalution pessed on Merch 24, 1928,

I an no way directly or indirectly
responsible for the inclusion of outside lends or Adams
subdlvigion end it deleyed us nearly a year in getting
our oim imrrovemguts completed, o most disaterous delaye.

ifter Ldans subdivision and the other
propertiec were surveyeld znd ull plens feady for filing LR LSK
only needing the action of the counlby engincer, he insisted
upon a =ix foot sztorm dr:in being installed @6 2 condition
of his signing the -ap znd ntil the msp wes signed the
preceedings could not continue, I Trotected against 41t
to the engineer of the job but to noc awil,

The originel cstimate of the engineer, T. H.
King, appointed.by the Board of Supervicors, was $373,614.25.
The revort was a matier of oublic record., The Board of
Supervisors rublished official notice and any one protesting
had thirty days to investigate. Nol 2 -rotest was node on .
the appol.nted day for the hearing of protest.s cnd the contract

was let for $571,617.17, some two thousand dollers less than
the original estimzte of cost.

I estimate that the storm drain and sewers
alone cost 25% of the entire cost of the job and wholly
unnecessary at this tinee.

I have never directly or indirectly received
a dollar in compensation from the contractor or any one else
for having the work done.

My only intcrest concisted of 7% acres of
land and which I have voluntarily deeded to the bond
coupany rether then pay the assessment that cost me several
hundred dollars &n acre.

u\‘ : ...'-'- . i . * s
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