
:Mayor E. w • ..:>orter, 
La 11osa . Cal if ornia • 

~ dear ~~~or 2orter: 

{ . 

I.llly 2, 1922. 

• 

~ fajor Kluegol , \'lhO is head of the State 7iater 
Con:rnission, is cornine to Sun Diego on or about the lOth 
of' ::.n.y for .an in~estigat ion as to the rie_:-ht of the 
Cuyar.:aca ·,·;ater Coo :>an;, to build a dam at the head o:f 
our flume. 

The Cit;t or San Diego is the only one who 
bas opposed the construction of this dam. not a riparian 
owner grotested against it on our claim or duo diligonoe. 
Tt is important to all concerned that City Trustoes of 
La ~esa immediatel:v send u teleg-ram to L·!ajor li .\ . L.lncgel. 
nivi~iori of ·Tater ~ights, Dept!rtrnent of :?ublic ';forks 
S3crarn~nto, tellinB him that you understanu he. is co~1ng 
soon to 3an Diet~ County and ,ou ask ~or a he~ring to 
d · scu~s the mtter inf'oma.lly ~ith !.~ajor Uuege1 while 
·.c is here, and as;-':ing .'Jhcn he \"Jill be here. 

The above is u suggestion for ~our consider3tion, 
:for I hor>c that your Board of Trnoteos will present this . 
.clatter c+early to !~ajor lucgel, urgin~ tho construction of 
the doc. I.:9.jor ... luegel is· going to bave a oon£erenoe -alth 
th~J City of S:.m .Jiego, at which time they are Hoing to 
protest the building of the dam. It seems to me that if 
you could have ~·a.jor Lluegol come to La llesa, for a special 
hearing it ~i11 be much more impressive. 

Yours very sincerely, 

• r ' 

• 

•• 

• 

IUTERVIB I OF E. ~.1 . J?Ol\'l'ER, POl I.li llY YEAHS I.t.~ .. 'lO!. OF r:,lr._,.. CIT"" 0 L - • 1..: J. . ..!' :1 l.~ESA 

.Assessor l:oody never did a greater· injustice to one of our 

beet ci ti~ens, Colonel Ed Fletcher , than .'/hen he made tile follo"ting 

statement as published in the Union Tuesday morning. 
11 The same interests tho. t have throttled und ti!warted the 

city for years in its fit',h .. ~ for the \'/aters of the sun :Diego 

River are fighting El Capitan today", said !.ioody in a speech 

at the Uemorial Junior High School . "I \'/Will name them for 

you, too, Cuyumaca ·."later Company, Ed ll'letcher and the tiun 

Diego Com1ty r/ater Company., • 

Let us compare the activities of Colonel .21letcher and 

lir. L~ood:y for the lust 20 years. .Jha-'G has ·.roody done for this 

city? He has fed ut the public crib for 20 yeara . ac is un 

(fllpointee of the city council and their mouthpiece . He has 

raised San Diego 's assessed vulnation to over ~127 ,000,000, r1hile 

the state and county valuation of the sa~me ~roperty is vOO ,OOO,OOO 

a dif~·eronce of nearly ';40 ,000,000 thanks to om· present city 

council. It is common l~o·aledgo that oyer 200 pieoes of bu~ .. iness 

property have been cold in recent yeuro ·~or loss than the ussessed 

valuation made by I.Ir • .A :~oody . 

Colonel Fletcher 's activities are Cllmoct too numerous to 

mention. He has brout;ht in from :tha outr.ide sources m· ny millions 

of dollars in the building of the L~:c Hodges Santa Fe project, the 

llenohuw pl~ojaot, und in the developtlcnt of tho Cu;;:.n:1o.cu ~yGt em, ... ~1ich 

combined, are put tint; over GO ,000 acres of our l._nds unJcl' irrit~ntion 

and rJi 11 add fifty to oixt·y millions to Snn Die eo 1 s rreal th in the mxt 

• 

/_ 



ten years. There would be no East San Diego, La. Mesa, normal 

Heights and El Cajon - 30,000 people - without the Cuyamaca System 

which is furnishing them with water today. 

'le sre indebted to Colonel Fletcher's enterprises also for 

Del ~r, Solana Beach, Grossmont, Pine Hills, and his latest develop-

ment at Cuyamcn. Lake. 

I am stating the above £or the benefit of the 50,000 new 

people who have come into San Diego during the last three or four 

years and do not personally know Colonel Fletcher's record of 

achievement. 

The truth is the council has had ten years in which to buy 

the cuyamca system, baa tur md it do?In three or four times and now 

that the District, by a three and one-half to one vote has purchased 

the system, the political council sees what an error it has made 

and is trying to camouflage the situation. The facts are the 

irrigation district o\'/ns the El Capitan da.msi te and lands, and 1here 

must :first be brought about a compromise . between the District and 

the City before e.ny bonds can be voted for the development of any 

vrater on the San Diego River . 

Sincerely yours, 

1Ir. Ed l!"letcher, 
San Diego. 

Dear Sir: 

I 
I 

. ' 

• 

City of La Ltesu 
La l.Ie sa , Cal if • 

August 10, 1922 

Please find with this sketch of about seven 

acres of the Uurray Estate at the south west corner of the 

estate at Chollas Road and the city limits. The property 

wanted by the City is largely the drainage bed for the 

higher levels on both sides of' the road and of the whole 

western part of La Uesa. 

\'/e could use for a time a snaller amount of the 

land but if it oan be secured ncm it -rmuld be to advantage 

to both the City and the present owners. 

I enclose also the Assessors valuation as you 

~uggested. If it is not £easible to secure deed to this prop-

erty at present may it not be possi~lo to secure a lease for 

a term of yoars with an option for its purch9.se \ihen some of 

the 1 it iga ti on is concluded. 

Yours truly, 

E. '1 . PORTER 

President • 

• 

f 
• 
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CITY OF LA I.IESA 
LaLiesa, Calif 

August 4, 1922. 

. 
President of the Board of Trustees, 

City of La. I.lesa 

Sir:-

{ 
l 
\ 

In obedience to your verbal order I have 

inspected the seven acres of land. in La Mesa Acres, which 

it is proposed buying for the purpose of. sewage disposal, and 
. 

have endeavored to -place a fair value on the same. 

In my opinion for farning purposes at the present 

time it is practically ~ rthless. 

.d s building lots·, the :fact that a creek bed runs 

through it \ilich must be kept open, :peduces · its value. 

Taking the above into consideration I think fifty 

(50) dollars per acre would be a big price. 

Yours respectfully, 

C. !11 STRITE. 

City Clerk and Assessor 

ori e..-J. nal to i'l. s. K. Brown 
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Pile 320-4 

Uayor E . ~· . tol·tcr, 
Ln ?.:esa., California. 

• 

. 
\ 

~opt. 15. 1 922 . 

fo~  ~cot ic t unL ~lnr~oses fror.1 tl1o 

:.:tn~r l . o~tatc ···.; 11 C'!· .,, I ···rot .-/ • ._ t • - - 0 "- •.. ' a letter on AtlffUSt ~~th , 

urL in:~ tLe ucco t~tnce o:: _.:o1r nrononition, bt1; ae yet rove 

h .... <:_ :1n nee iclcnt , :·1hich ~ t' [1cl:..!.;To d . . ~ t te r s , then st ~in the 
. 

0 ~ ,.., ~~ ........ ; ·~ ., " 
·- .,J..Jt.;,.\.; .. _u ... . , , .. c . boi;h stute !ln. d g o\·crnm!Jnt. 

. ~ . ] 1 . ic . . . 1 .. • 11 J. S ;:-. -,.J... o_::en , ·:.!1 ,. 1: :r.:;. ..:·Lo . .r- ~!1 • t~r1 ·1. . nl5nn . . ~ 

T ,., • ,..n .... r; tL ....... ., n , ... l.. n ~ ... .::z •. 1."':1 ..... 0 · r,.. - J.U -. w ,, - • t. 11 . ... <... , - U iJ.i. , , ,J lr • ... • :nrot";n. tJ1n 

a.tto_ncy, a~~· ir. 1: hir~ to E J~cdit n r:atters n.t tho earliest 
. • 1 

l ~ ... .l .... c riOr:lOllt • 

Yo1u- :.. ~~inc c r c ly, 

I 

~  :>t . 19 ' 1 922 • 
• 

File 220-4 

l.to.yol· ~~ . w • .2orter, 
Ls. Mesa , Cul iforn ia. . 

.. 

lly d ear i.layor: 

Enclo ~ccl fintl l e ttcr lbtcd 

Sept an bar 15th i'ro m '.'! . ;) • :: . 'r0\111 , u ttorncy 

for tho .Liurray ·~state, ell of wh ic h is c:{-
• 

plunu ·ory. 

resolution of' int ention to ~l  ·:ihen the title 

can l} c J!' r fccted, · nd ~ 1s. . until : uch ti r.:c :.!G 

the title c ·1 be p-3l"fcc"t. cd ~·on p..1y .: :~c .cc ~ 

::~ear on th c le ~ n , :..1nd t : ..t t 

u.t th c Oj" cz nt time • -
Yonr s t :ru 1-y • 

• 
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Oot. 10, 1923 • 

layor E. w. ?ortor, 
City of La ?Jesa, 
Cali 'forni'l . 

Hy dear U6yor Portor: 

• 

The· La Mesa So out is very much int orested 1n · 
tho question ue to ho would establish tho rateri 1n oase 
the City of San Diego acquired tho c~vamaca System. ~111 
yon. please write, as lluvor o:f' the City o£ La 1.Iese., to 
the Railroad Commiseion·tmrnediatoly and put the following 
question to them? 

with the City of San Dieso owning the Cuyt1unaa 
System, will the St~to Railroad Comm1 es!on of -
California thereafter eotablish rates, or will 
the City of San Diego establiSh the rates 
both ~or domestic and irrigating water for the 
City o:! La Uesa, as ell as the irrigation 
rates inside and outside the it~ of Lu Mesa. 

I am ~ending a copy of this letter to Ur. 
Slrlth. 

I \10ald npPreciato your early action in this 
matter. !urnieh1ng the reply to llr. Smith for hie 
benefit, and also to the City or Lu i.leSil. 

Thanking :70u in advanoe f or 30ur oonrtosy in 
this matter. I am 

. 
Yours voey truly, 

• 

• 

• 

RAILROAD COKVISSIOR 
ot· the 

STATZ or CALIFORRIA 
October as. 1923. 
File 004- 3-S 

City of La eaa~ 
La esa~ California. 

Attention Vr. E. W, Po;ter. President. 
Gentlemen: 

'rho Comm1saion is in reoe1pt of your letter of 
October 32d, asking the following question: 

•with the City of San Diogo owning the 
Cuyama.aa. Vater Syatee1~ 111 the Sta.te Hailroa.d 
Comm1aa1on ot California thereafter establish 
r.atea, or will the City of San Diego establish 
the ratea both for domestic and irrigation water 
for the o1t7 of La lleaa~ aa ell as the 1rr1g&.-
tion ratea inside and outside the city ot Lall9sa?• 

A complete answer to this inquiry will b9 f'ound 
in the deaiaion ot the ~11fornia Supreme Court in the oasc 
ot City of Paaadena .v. Railroad Comm1sa1on, 183 ~1. 536 
(1920). In that case the Supreme Court held tbat the Public 
Utilities Act had no application to any public service oa~ 
ried on by mun1dipal corporations. and that therefore the 
Railroad Commission posse ea no lur1sd1ot1on to fix rates 
to be charged for such municipally owned public eervio~ • 

It 1e therefore clear that 1 t the City of San 
Diego purchases the Ouyamaca water eyetem, this o~isaion 
will no longer poaaea• jurisdiction to regulate ~te either 
1na1de or outside the City of San Diego. Tbie being rue, 
we aeaume that the City ot San Diego. pursuant to such po~ers 
aa it may have under its charter, Ul fix the ratea in ques-
tion. 

If tb1a Commie ion can be of any turther a 
anae to you~ pleaae inform ua • 

Very truly your•, 

(algned) Carl I. lbeat 
Aea1 tant ttorneJ. CIW:ILB 

1 t-

. . -
f 
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Colonel Ed Fletcher, 
San Diego, California. 

Dear Sir: 

La Mesa, California, 
November 2, 1923. 

The La Mesa Scout prints a definite statement 
~rom the State Railroad Commission that the City of San 
Diego, if it buys the Cuyamaca System, will have complete 
jurisdiction and establish all rates for domestic and 
irrigation water, both inside and outside all municipalities. 

As the City of San Diego is now charging 20 cents 
a thousand gallons for irrigating water within the city 
limits, irrigators in this section are particularly 
interested as to whether or not San Diego buys the 
Cuyamaca water System. For the benefit of this community 
may I ask the following questions: 

1. ~re there any negotiations for the sale of the 
Cuyamaca System to the city? 

2. What is the price at which you would sell the 
Cuyamaca System and what would be included in the transfer? 

3. Being ailc'!e owner and directly interested in the 
success of the irrigation district, what is the safe 
yield ith the Cuyamaca System fully developed, and how 
many acres of land Should be within the boundaries of 
the irrigation district. 

Thanking you for an early reply, I . am 

Yours very 

• 

·. 

Mayor E. w. Porter, 
La Mesa. California. 

My d oar !.lay or t!ortor: · 

HOvamber 2, 1923. 

Do you cure to ~rite me a letter oimilar to 
the oncloeed~ I f so, kindly oend it a~d I will give yon 
an ansuer . 

I would like to sec both you~ letter to ron ~nd 
m~ letter in reply pu~~lshei in tbG La as~ paper. ~hie 
1.:. probably the la ~t v~me th.«lt your section '.till h~ve 
the opportunity of ac qulring the Cu:va.-naoa System. I ·.~unt 
to be in the clear that they have bc~n givon every 
oppo-rtunity so there oan be no harci feel ings if uo 
dlsuose of the system to others. 

Yours sin oroly. 

, 



TRUSTEES 
E. W . PORTER. Prc•ideot 
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CITY OF LA MESA 
LA MESA. CALIFORNIA 

E. C. UPP. Cluk 
C. ,V. BALL. Tnuuru 

La:· Mesa . .tl o;v-; 3 .• 23. 
C-ol , . Ed J:o"..le.tcher .. 

,~ 

ll.y dear.::>ir.!. 
r1eaae :r-J.nd ilerewi .th thr 

the request! f.orJ. fu~tner ihf.-orma.:tli.on wit'J1 
regard to t:r.e.. OflY-ama:ca: "'at:e r sis tem whio·h 
beg ins t ·o seem qui"te interes-ting t io mauy o£1 
oun o i. td. E!ns~ 
l~ er a: ~ clS;y ii:f· noitt very f..ar of.£1 when soma of: 

t ('le- water matte.rs C'a.n. be.. defJ.hite~  se.ttle<i 
to the advantage: on the lr~igating cro au~ 
! tiea~! so t:.ey cnn sa:fe.ly proo-eed in deve~op
ing the back--.., =?.nd unuaecL lands of_ por_t-ioris 
o.t: San :Jiilgo. C ... Qun ty 7hi~h will be grea-tl.y 
needed f'.On t'Jle ~rea ten: San l1.iego in whio:h 
·,ve a-re all so deeply ihte res·i.e~ .. 

november 13, 1923. 

Mayor\E. w. Porter, 
City of La Mesa, 
Californi.a. 
Ky dear Ur. Porter: 

Answering yours of November 2d, I will answer 
your three questions as :follows: 

1. There are no negotiations direct with the City of San 
Diego at the present time. There are negotiations pend-
ing with the Special water Committee of the Cbamber o:f 
Commerce. 

2. As to prioe will say, I \tJOuld recommend to my associate, 
llr. Charlew ]•. Stern, that the Cuyamaoa Water System, if f 

3. 

disposed o:f at an early date, including El Capitan damsite 
and water filings, Fletcher damsite and water rights, also 
the El lionte pumping plant and all water ri~ts, as well 
as the present e•isting system, be sold for $1,500,000 and 
accept oi:r percent bonds of tho La. Mesa Irrigation District 
at par, when approved by the State Engineer of California 
and the State Bonding Commission: ~or e will take bonds at 
par at any other value Vlhich the State Engineer of 
California muy award. 
On A uguat 12, 1919, the state Engineer of California, :r. 
F. UoClure, placed a sales value of ·1,451,850 on our 
syatem to tho La Uesa District.. Since then we have added 
between E;200,000 and 300,000 in oupital development. 
Answering question Mo. 3 will say that the system as at 
present oonntruoted has a· net safe -,leld of approximately 
etTen and eight million gallons daily, includio the El 
Monte pumping plant • Wld approximately eleven million 
gallons dailJ ith Fletcher and South Fork dame built. 
The estimated ooct of Pletcher and South Fork dams is 
approximatel)' 600,000. 
Eliminating the reoord of aovon years of drought. th . 
normal not safo i1cld of the Cuyamaoa S:vatem do elopod, 
not including El Capitan dam. i.e sixteon to oovonteen 
million gallon a daily. ~ho pro sent Cuyamnoa Sy t m deT l-
oped has ouff1oient nater for 20,000 oren 1th1n th 
boundaries of the La .Ueso. Irrigation. District, and I r oo -
mend that amount. '!'here are about 15 .ooo aorea in th 



-2-

presont diatriot and we will be Hlad to put in 
2,000 or 3,000 more, if desired. 

Ten or fifteen yearn henoe the Diatriot should build 
~1 ~pitan dam and dovelop an additional large supply of 

tar hen conditions warrant it. As El Capito.n dam io only 
1th1n 300 ft. of our flume line. and as the pumping lift 

1~ nominal, the conEtruct ion of Rl Cupitun dam is only a 
question of time. 

The Cuyamaau iater omp~y ~ould roeorve Mlaoion Gorge 
No . 3 in ossa a sale was made to the d1atr1ot. 

I£ the it~ of San Die o shonld purchase tho Ouyamaca 
~yatem, tho city council would cetnbl1oh ratee both for 
irrigstion and domoetio supply to all the oonnumers of the 

. cu,amaca ··•a tor Company. This was rooently the daoieion 
o~ tho upreme Court of the Stato of California in the 
case of asadena vs. the State Ra1l r OQd Commission, which 
ia !dent 1 with tho present ituation. ' 

If La Mesa ru1d the adjoin1n .. territory nre desirous 
of coming into the City of san Diogo , it is pous ibly not 
for the best interest of the diotrict to buy the cuyamaoa 
Sy'·tom, altho it certainly puto you in a more independent 
pooition. If you aro opposed to joining the City of san 
Diego it 1e vital that tbe distriot aoquiro the Cuyamaoa 
System at onoo, nd sottl8 •ha ter ~e ction for all tim 
for your preaent and future growth. 

I ~111 be ple sed to cooperate in evory ay 
th~t I oan. 

Thanking you ~or the interest you re taking in 
this matter, I am 

Yours vory truly, 
ED FIIETCHER 

. ' 

• 

November 14, 1923. 

Uayor E. w. ? orter. 
Ci ty of La llesa . Calif. 

Uy denlr llr . rorter : 
Enclosed find original also copy qf my letter 

to you; also copy of your letter to me. 
I v7oul6. suggo ·t t l1at yon furnisb thift informa-

tion to the La llcsa ~cout for f:"Oneral information. 

I certU.inly tho.nl:: you for your interes; i!l 
this matter. I"· is probably tbe ls.nt ti!:lo the .uo. "iesa 
aeotion ~ill ev~r have an opp~rtunity to avon con~ider 
the purchaae of the Cnyamuoa ~yatom . This ~tatement 
is f or your inf ormation alone. 

Yours very truly, 

E1t' : i~  al.'l 

• 

. . 
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