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August 29, 1919.

l>*e Fe L. Richardson,
907-09 American Bnilding
San Diogo, California.

Deax - Sir:

I have becn delayed in making a report for you on the
Aot under which it has beon decided to follow in the case of the
San Imis Rey Irrization District, owing to the faoct that I have

S 1

been diverted to other work,

Act recommended oy lir. Walter Leroy Hn'ber, Hydraulic En-
gineer of the State Lngineer's Department, is the Wright Act,
Statutes 1887, page 29-

Amondments: 1889 p. 165; 1891 ppe. 142,147 244; 1895
Ppe 175, 516; 1897 p. 241; 1889 p. 2.

Sunplomented: 1889 pp. 18,21, 212; 1893 pp. 276, 52B;
1895 pp. 127, 1'74 189’7 DR 264, 394._ .

Repealed: 1897 pe 204 (éavmg olause SecCe 109).
Bridgford Act, Statutes 1897 pe. 254 ,
Amendments: 1901, pe. 815; 1906, p. 27; 1909, pp 12,
46,429, 461 988, 1068 1075- 1911 p. b09,
l'.l.ll 19].1 (extra seusion) DPPs 1o5 139,248
1913 PD. 59 781, 993; 1915 pp. 856 1291,;
1326, 1327; 191" PP 7510 :

Repeal 1917 pe. 915 (repcaling sec. 64.)

A1l of these reforences have been gotten togoether tmd com-
piled i.n one volume by attorneys by the name of Carr & Konnod;r.
Ir Carr is the attorney for the Anderson Cottonwood Irri.gati.on Dis-
trict. The oompilat:lon is published by L. Se & Je¢ K Pratt o£
/nderson, Shasta County, California, nnder the t:ltle "Irrigation i : -
Laws of California™ by Carr & Kennedy. |

//.

2o
I £ind I have & copy of this compilation in my pez;sonnl
1ibrary, vhich I vd.ll be glad to loan you, if you aeairo.
The wori on 'l'.he}i@gx:L description of the Diutrict is
progeeding and will probably by ready at the time you noed i‘b..

Kindly lot me lmow if thore is anything 1 can do to further
‘assist you in this maettexr. |

Yours truly,

T X

Eng'inﬂer .



October 23, 1919,

Mr. F. L. RiOhﬂrdaon.
909 /merican Building,
San Diego, Calif.

ily dear lr, Richardson,

Enclosed find letter from Dr, Reid, and my
reply thereto.

Flease furnish him with the 10 Maps he

ackes fOr.
Yours very truly,

EF:KIl

Al g A e '-'.'?'Cf:w

liarch
liineteenth
Hineteen
Twenty

Hr, Fe L, Richardson,
liastional Bank Bldg,.,
Sen Diego, Californis,

iy dear lr, Richardson:

You have asked me Tor arguments in fsvor of
forming the irrigation district.

FPiret: There is no other practical method of finsncing this
development, except thru an irrigation district.

Second: The lands are now worth oanly 225 to G756 an zcre, but
no one will deny that they sre worth $500 to $1,000 an agre
with wvater, and will pey interest on that invectment, &8
evidenced by Carlsbad, whieh has shipped {300,000 worth of
produce off of 400 aeres of irrigated lands this last winter.
It is water thet maker the value. :

viith forty year bonds, interest only payetle
for twenty years, any one could make enou:h money off of
their lands with water, to take cere of any assessments for
interest, and twenity years hence when the payment of
principel cowmes, the country will be s0 developed that th
burden will be light. The laws of the state now 2llow bonds
to be #0ld to take care of the firct thrse years' intorest.

Large holdinge of land in the Perris Velley sre
owned by prorerty owvners in Los ingeles. lioney hes been
raised by the Perrie people to meke & survey #ai take the
Warners water to Perris. The survey is now being made. It
is nearer to vake the water from Verners to Perris then from
Warners to San Diego, &nd ae near &s Oceancide. it 2 mass
meeting it was unanimously agreed that they would assess them-
gselves to the extent of $160 an sore in order to get water
from Varners, &8 the State Engineer has determined that it is
feasible and practical and that the only source of supply
available for the Perris valley is Varners,

- The City of 3an Diego ie waking up., A municipal
water district is being talked of, the idea being to take in =l1
the water in the county. The U. S. Reclamation Serviee heve
investigated and are interested in the projeet, and have
recommended thet an irrigation district de formed immediately
and they prefer to do business with an irrigation disérict
than with individuwals, and it will be much easier to interest
the Reclamation Service if the distriet is formed, and then
petition them for help.



You hove every advggggge w%th elooﬁréo%ﬁyﬁ
stete peved highways, frostlaas 8, ete., 88 he e
demonstrated b - the &evelopment already planned at Vista.
The State Engineer report shows that the lend is wvaluable
for thet ourpese, end the State Engineer recomnends the

dictrict and recommeuds the biaying of the Vierners project. |

The owmers are villing to sell'at & valuetion pu’ on
by the State Engineer, snd will undoubtedly be willing
to are 40 year honis in peyment, if they are approved
by the State Bonding Conmission,

Yours very truly,

- -
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F. L. RICHARDSON
LAWYER

SUITE 9090 AMERICAN DUILDING
S8AN DIEGO, CAL.

May 12, 1520.

Voican Lznd & Veter Company,
City,

Gentlienen:-

In regeré to the description to be cen-
tained in the cvetitions for the organization of the
San Luis Rey VWater District will say thz=t{ this de-
ecription should Ve Ly legal sucdivieions or ctiaer
counderies, and shculd gspecify the numter oi acres
in the propoesed district and in eecih parcel cr tract
of iland ccntalned therein, with the nawes ¢ the
owners if knowm, and iftgpt‘égqﬁnj to desiznete thenm
ae unknown. These thinfs 8¢t Zorih in the petition
in addition to those convained in the copy wihich we
have submitted ycu will be sufiicient.

Yours truly,

FLR:J1 i v
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Septembex
10
1920

P. L. Richardson, _i
1st Hat'l Bank Bldge, |
San Diego, Calif.

My dear Richerdson:

Enclosed find letter from our attorney,
Mr. Stevens. Please read it over and let's have &

gonference immediately.

Yours very truly,

F.L. RICHARDSON
LAWYER
SUITE D0D FIAST NATIONAL BANK DUILDING
SAN DIEGO, CAL.

Septeumber 14, 1220

Colonel Ed Fletcher,
fan Diego, Californiea.

My dear Colonel:

You have handed me & letter received by you
under date of September 10th, from Henry J. Stevens of Los
Angeles, in relation to the petiticn for the formetion of a
water district adjacent to the San Luis Rey River in this
county, and I have carefully noted its contents. I do not
agree with lir., Stevens in =ll petitione in what he has to
gey in his letter and I take it from the tone ¢f his letter
that he has not investigated the subject under consideration
a3 thoroughly &s he might have done. If he had cone so, he
rrobebly would not have made escme of the statements in the
letter.

In regard to the objectione tc the petition
ags set forth in Paragraph A of hie letter, will say that it
seems to me that where there are two acte of the Legislature
approved on the same date, if we comply with either of themn,
this would be sufficient. However, I see no obvjectiocn to
specifying in the petition that the act under which we are
proceeding is Chzpter 387 of the Laws of 1813. However, one
of these acts relatee to the formation of a county irrigation
district or water district, but, of course, the petition
under consideration does not comply with Chapter 370 of the
Lawg c¢f 1913 and, therefore, of necesesity, must fzll under
Chapter 387 of the Laws of 1913. However, I see no objection
to changing the petition to incliude the chapter, as suggeetecd.

In regard to the cbjection set forth in Para-
graph B, will say that the number of acres in each tract 1is
get out in a2ll instancee except the town lots and I quite a-
cree with ir. Stevens that the number of acree in each town
lot should be sprecified as required by this act. VWhen the
petition was prepared and you concluded to submit it to i,
Qtevens for examination and for his suggestions, I thought
we would make this change afterwards along with any cothers
that might be neceesary then. I think his sugzestions with
regard to the improvement of the heading is a zood une, but
can not agree with him on the abbreviation of the word "acres!
It eeeme to-me that any Court would construe the abbreviation
"ac." to mean"acres" In the case of West Chicago Street Car

Company versus Peo., 40th N.E., 599, the Court held that the



Col. E. F. - 3

abbreviation "éiv." meant "division".

Inl C. J. 276, in the text, we find the follow-
inzg:

nehort conventional expreasions employed as sub-
stitutes for names, phrases, dates, and the like, for
the saving of epace, eto., including all conventional ex-
pressions or ardbitrary signs that have passed into com-
won use, such, for exasple, as punctuation marks, the
Arabic numerazls, and other mathematical signe, and simi-
lar signs used by merchants.”

In re Lakemeyver vs. Drinkhouse, 135th Cal. 38,
the Court, in the second part of the syllabus, say:

"The courts will tzke judicizl notice of the
meaning of customary abbreviations of comnon words, in-
cluding all conventionzl expressions or arbitrary sizns
that have ctassed into common use."

In rezard to. the ditto marks, will eay that I
+hink +hzt their use is well recognized dy the Courts,and in
that connection, I desire to call attention to Vol. 18 Ciodiy P
1404, where, in the text, thies language is used:

m 1Ditto' and its abbreviation 'do.! and the
dots and markxs th-zt stand for the word are in comaon
use, znd have a perfecily well-defined meaning known
to persons generzally.

Ditto merks. Marke which are generally under-
stood to mean 'tae same as avove', a representation
of what appears written above."

In supvort of tuis text there is clted the case
cf Hughes vs. Powers 42d 8. W. 1, where the Court say:

"They are a8 much a part of the English lang-
uage as are punctuation marke, such as the couma,
semicolon and period, and are often.given an impor-
tant, and sometimes a controlling, part in the con-
struction ¢f general writings, and in the interpre-
tation of legal documents and of statutes and con=-
stitutions."

cee also Peo. va. Newell, 113 P, 643; Duer ve. Snod-
srass, 52 SE 531.

Col, E. F. = 3

However, the only really serious cbiection that
Mdr. Stevene raises, and the one that :mizght be fatzl to the
organization of - a disetrict under this law, 1s the conetitu-
tionality cf it. I do not agree with him that tiis ie the
worgst of the acts under which an irrigation district might
be formed. He 1s provably lees fawmilier with this act than
the others and that is the reascn for his cpirnion in this re-
gard. In the first nlace, thiis act dueg nct reguire thet an
election be held in order tc organize the district, out when
a vetition is presented to the Board of Supervisors oy the
nolders of title, or evidence of title, of a rejority in area
¢f the lands in the provosecd district, and, after publication
thereof, as reguired by the Statute, the Zoard of Supervisors
czn make an order orgenizing the district anc delfining its
boundariee, and an;ocintinz the officers thereof to zct until
such time as other ofiicers mzay be elected by the property
owvners of the district. It will be ncted that only property
ovmers are entitled to vote and they do not have toc reside
in the district in order to be entitleld to vote.

Mr, Stevens cleims in his letter that the Suprsne
Court of Czlifernia has held that a property gqualificestion
cen not be made z3 a prerequisite to the right to vote, zand
that the property qualification weuld provably render the acwe
voild anc¢ unconstitutional, and he citee the czse In Re Xadere,
€8 Cal. 3231, =2nd Peo. vs. Resclamation District., 117 Czl. 133,
but neither c¢f theese cases sustzin his contenticn, Ttul are con-
trary vo ais contention. However, he has neglected to exan-
ine the case of Peo. vs. Sacramento Drzinaze Tistrict, 2335
Czl. 373, where the Court, in the 1last point of the sylla-
ous, say?

)

1‘!
:

C

"Trhe nrcovision of the act restricting the right
to vote for drainace commissicneres tc the owvners cf
real property within the district, is not viclative
cf section 14 of article I of the cecnstituticn, pro-
hibiting the reguirement cf a property qualificaticn
for a voter." |

In this case, the Court cites the case of Peo. vs.
Reclamation District, 117 Cal. 114, which is one of the cases
referred to by lMr. Stevens in his letter as hiolding that the
property qualification, the right to vote, would mzke the act
of June 13, 1813, unconstitutional. Tc the same effect is
the case of Potter vs. Santa Barbara, 160 C=l. 350. ° However,
I will say this in conclusion, that the main purpose in selec-
ting this act under which to crganize the district is that
it can be organized without an election and all propositions
coming up before the distriot are voted on Ly the property
owners snd not by persons living in the dietrict who are only



rd
£
3

Mr. Fe Iu Richardson :
First National Benk “h

- San Di%Oo ‘
%) >+"M:>' ‘)W JC? (7 ﬂ‘?J
Uy dear Mr, Richardson: . [3“— =
Encloséd find letter from Ur. Stevens, vhich is
enplanstory. :
Col. E. F. - 4
5 Yours very truly,

EF /s

2

gualified e’euuors therein, and from the further fact that the
district is governed,to a large extent at least, ©y the dy-

lawa thereoi esnactied Oy the Hroparty ovnere of uhd district,
and it only requires a majority vote to determine any questicn
%o be vassed on at an election, znd, in such elections, each
property ownsr is entitled to one vote for each dellar's wortia
0L PLOvcr Ty wueicl fZie OWwas,

f March 31, 1887, it requires =a

%ors in order %0 orgs -nize 2 district
g ¢cf the present case, it seens 1o
2le to secure Tohis nuwsber.

Under the Act
swo=thirds vote of the ele
and, under the circuwstand

3

- B - - - e ey
ne tazt it would bhe i-.:;d::.

I ¥l ]

<

ery zlad to go over she matter with lir, i
." ]

Stsvens, =nd ifhe can arrange to come to Szn Dieso, I would be ;

very zled to westv nim at almost any time it would be convenient |

to h_m. QOmever, if it is imposgsible for him to come here, 1 ;

woulé Le very zlad to meet : aim in Los Angeles. I feel that a |

confarance in regard to the matter would te cf benefit to 21l
uorc'rned. ‘ .
: : 3 )

FLR 1S Yours truly, : Oct. 6, 1980 ‘
Il{rC P. L HOhﬂIdﬂﬂn, : b -f“. .“-‘
First Hat'l Benk Bldg. :
sSan DiﬂgOo

\
h *
\ |

iy dear Ir. Richerdson:

p.S. I em herewith enclosinz you & copy of this letter for | :
Yr. Stevens. _ | ¥nclesed find letters from lr, H. J. Stevens,
Encl. i ) - wvhich ore explonctory.

Yours very truly,

Er /mls




pacinic. Main S48

L

F. L. RICHARDSON
LAWYER
SUITE 909 FIRET NATIONAL BANK BUILDING
SAN DIEGO, CAL.

December 37. 1920,

1. Ed. Fletocher,
230 - 8th Street,
San Diego, California.

Dear Colonel,-

- In the organization of the San Luis Rey
Irrigation District, it has become necessary to have the
poat office addresses of the property ommers in the pro-
posed district, in order that we may get into commumicat-
ion with them and have them sign the petitions - for the
organization of the district. I think that it is important
that these addresses should be obtained before we finally
decide upon the boundaries of the district, for the reason
that if it should develope that the majority of the property
owners in the proposed district are against this organizat-
ion, we could change the boundaries so that there would be
no question that the majority of the property owners in

the district would be in favor of it. I am informed that
the cost of securinz these addresses will not exceed $300,
and might be much less than that amount.,

If we proceeded to have the petitions for
the organization of the distrist signed before ascertalning the
sentiment of the property owners, i1t might deveope that a
majority of the property owners in the proposed distriot
would be against the organization, and if so, the distriot
of course, could not be organizéded, and by ascertaining this
fact in advance, we will no doubt save a great deal of time
and expense,

Wiehing you a Happy New Year, I beg to re-

main,
Yours truly,
FLR ,GH ; S ;; /S

PACIFIC, MAIN B840

F.L. RICHARDSON
LAWYER
SuITE POP FIRST NATIONAL BANK DUILDING
SAN DIEGO, CAL.

January 5, 1921,

Col, Ed, Fletcher,
gan Diego,
Californisa.

Dear Colonel,-—

If you can do anything to expedite securing
the list of namee and addresses of the property ovners
in the proposed San Luis Rey Irrigation District, 1
wish you would do so, &s it ie quite important that the
matter be pushed along as rapidly as possible, The
orgenization of the district has been somewhat delayed
on account of thinge over which we had no control, but
now, it seems to me, is an opportune time for making an
extraordinary effort to secure the consent of the property
owvners to the organization of the district, and if you
can do anything to hurry the matter along, we would
very much appreciate it,

Wishing you & prosperous New Yeer, I beg to
remain,

F.ILR.GH
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iy dear lir, Richardson:

\’ .1“““:;,
kTSR

Thia will introduce lxr, Dannesboe, with . -~ =
whom I huave disoussed the matter of forming a dis- Ty
triect including the lands that want water at
Victe, together with tho lands between Uceanside s
and Carlsbad, and a 1700 aore treot south of Areleie
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Carlsbad. These should be -thrown into a dlstirict i
of about 15,000 or 20,000 eeres end eliminate ~ e
oiitirely suan ilercos and that whole gountry. AN

i'y suggestion is thet you and ho get iy
together, that you be thore at that Vista meeting, Gt S AR
know who your friocnds are zand spring this proposition R A
on that day. : Mgk L A

Yours very truly, P

EF: L1l

Ho%t reviewod
aftor dioctation

i
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van Diego, Czlifornie
July 21, 1921.

Colonel Ed Metcher,
Mletcher Bldg.,
San Diego, Californis.

1y dear Col. Fletecher:

After several months work I am now in a
position to tell you vie are reedy to go ghead with +the Viete
District. The last few months we heve secured & complate
list of The owners and secured &n expression from most of then

J'—‘

28 to whether or not they want to go into the districs.
J S

In the San liarcos section & mejority ore oppce ed
but both east and west from Viste we hcve erbditrarily es

I first took the metter up with your attorney, 1=.
Stevens. The form of the petition has been ggreed upon by
both of us. Your lir. Xing has prepered the legul descrirptions,
and the petitions sre now ready for signsture.

There ere no lands in end around South Cceanside £nd
Carlsbad included in this 13,000 or 14,000 scre distriet. I3
hes been a serious question in my mind whether or not to include
Carlsbad and South Oceenside. There ere so meny living there
with smell acreage that they might out-vote us. MThe situstion
vthere is complicated. 1y recommendation is that we proceed
with owr 13,000 or 14,000 acre distwrict, as above sitated,
eliminating South Oceanside and Cerlsbad, ani vnen the pesition
is presented to the Board of Supervisors, it is &n easy motter
for the South Coest ILand Company = I1'e Henshaw, and others,
to petition to join the district. The Roard of Supervisors
will finelly determine the boundaries of this district in
any event.

The question is, shall we, &t the present time, includie
the South Coast Land Company's lands and other lands vhich desire
to go into the Vista District - so-called. lie could change
the legal boundaries of the district egcin, snd prepare a new
petition, but it all takes time. I would like yowr =advice
on this matter as to what to do. :

e could eliminate the town of Cerlsbad and only
include such lends as you people control. Uncuestionsbly there
will De some lands tlat will petition %o with-draw fNrom the
distriect so that, even including the 35,000 or 4,000 ccres uwhieh
I understand you and the South Coast Iand Compeny control, I do
not believe there will be over 14,000 or 15,000 acres in the
whole distriot. I believe the simplest way to do is to go
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csheed with our present distriet, and it would help us to some
extent if we had letters from the South Coast Lend Company &nd

- - F-‘-

the interests thet you represent, to the effect thaurﬁhey_ R
desire to come in, znd then the final boundaries of The district

cen be edjudicated before the Roerd of Supervisors.

I held & meeting with the Oceanside committee yesierday
end found them very enthusiastic over the resu}ﬁs of their
meetinz with you the day before. I c&utlonedpufeg to give no
publieity to this work, and tThey asswred me 0¢'uh18, apd_sald
it was also yowr request. I feel that this should originate
in 2nd around Oceanside and Vista without it being advocated
by anyone on the outside, in order %o et the best results...
The officials of Oceanside informed me yesterday that the City
of QOceenszide was considering coming invo the algtrlcu, and.%n
any event the unofficial opinion is that Cceanside would like
o miliion ~alions of water daily if it cen be secuwred from
tiis disﬁrict, &t least, Dr. Reid and lir. Spencer mede
perticuler mention ol 1iv.

Yours truly,

/ =
/""’... »
: . )
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PACIFIC, MAIN S40
i :
F. L. RICHARDSON
| i
)

“ LAWYER

SUITE D00 FIRST NATIONAL DANK DUILDING
SAN DIEGO, CAL.

Ooctober 39, 1931.

Mr, Ed Fletocher,
930 Eighth Street,
San Diego, California.

Dear Sir:

I have had a conference with the San Luie Rey Irrigation
Committee, also the City Trustees of Oceanside, in relation to
water from Warner's Danm,

As you probably know, I am attorney.alao for the city of
Oceanside.

The San Luis Rey Irrigation District wishes to have a
letter from the Volcan Land & Water Company, or from you as its
authorized representative, stating what the water will cost de-
livered into our proposed distributing system from the Escondido
Irrigation ditoh, which I understand is the point at which you wish
to make delivery. The report is that you have made a price of $15
per acre foot, or about 5 cents a thousand gallons to Escondido
Mutual Water Company, and we assume the same price will prevail to
our irrigation diestrict. :

In addition thereto, the City Trustees of Oceanside have
authorized me to find out what price you will charge the city of
Oceanside for water, and the suburban section adjacent thereto.

I have assumed the price will be the same in either case. It is
Just posesible that Oceanside may go into the irrigation diestrict.

Roughly, I would like to know the maximum amount of water
you will agree to furnish and the price and terme. I understand
that Oarlsbad is also desirous of getting considerable water, and
would undoubtedly join in with Oceanside, South Oceanside and su-
burban territory, if water were brought to the coast.

You may not be aware of the fact that the South Coast
Land Company has a contraot with the ocity of Oceanside to pump 300
inches of water out of the San Luis Rey River for the Carlsbad
lands. They are exceeding this amount today, and are negotiating
with the oity of Oceanside to install a much larger plant and fur-
nish the oity of Oceanside with water, and furnish an additional
supply to Carlebad. It is up to the city of Oceanside to decide at
an early date, whether or not they will continue pumping their own
water from the gravels of the San Luis Rey Valley, or acquire it
from the Volocan System, or make a contract with the South Coast
Land Company.
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F. L. RICHARDSON
‘: LAWYER
SUITE 900 FIRST NATIONAL BANK BUILDING
SAN DIEGO, CAL.

Mr, Ed Fletcher -3 - October 39, 1931.

I must have something definite before proceeding further
with the San Luis Rey Irrigation District. I have every assurance
that if a favorable report is received there will be no trouble in
going ahead with the organization of the district. '

Your early attention to this matter will be appreciated.

Yours very truly,

FLR-M

October 31, 1921

Mre Fe Lo Richardson,
First Hational Bank Bldge.,
San Diego, California.

Doar Sir:

Answoring yours of October 29th, will say that
wo have an understunding with the Escondido liutual tater
Company that they will got water &t ${15,00 per sere foot,
or roughly 6 conts a thousand gallons, delivered into
tho Escondido Ditch. This is the price that lr, Honchuw
has authorized me to make to you.

A8 to the quantity of wuter to be used by you,
there is no uooe in obligating ourselves et the present
time, until we get some definite idea how muny eores
want water. 1o have figured, however, that we can
furnish water to, roughly, 10,000 or 15,000 acres.

- I understand there is some opposition to the
formation of the district, and it may be advisuble for
you to cut your district around Vista to roughly ton
thousand aores. Howover, that is for you to decide.

It will bo necegsary for the district to -
inotall ite own distributing line, and the water measured
at the point of dolivery - the Escondido Ditoh, the
definite locution on the Escondido Ditoh to be mutusally

agregd upon.
It muy bo advisable, and cheaper, {for the City

of Oceanside to cooperate with the South Coast Lund Comnany

in devoloping surplus water for Oceanscide and Carlsbad.
I supposo that ie a quoction for the City of Oceanside to
dotorminoe, but you cun rest assured we vill sell to your
section water at 6 conte a thousund gullons, or at any
other price thaut we muy agree upon with the Xscondido
lutual Viater Companye. g

.- Yours vory truly, g -

EF$KLM -
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Twenty-one ‘
ir. P, L. Richardeson g
Pirst n:tional Ranlk éldg., private opinion is that it ie up to you to get busy, znd
San Diego, Culifornia. quickly, if you are plunning on getting uny of the .Jarner's

. water, for llr. Henchuw does not intend to tie un zny of

Dear Sir: ) thut water excent to csome legully orgunized distriet and

for a definite length of time.

Answering yourc of October 29th, will say we Yours very truly,
have an wndercstunding with the Escondido lLiutual Jater
Comnany thut they will get water 2ot $15.C0 per acre
foot, or roughly 5 cents a2 thousund gullons, delivered
into the Escondido Ditch. Of cowrse, you understund
that there ure other considerations involved in the
cace of the Zscondido llutual Yater Comnuny: we intend
to get the use of their canal as & 1link in our main
system for the distribution of u purt of our water.

!
£

~ As to the quantity of water to be used by you,
we cannot obligate ourcselves at the vresent time. Any
negotiutions we hive with you are necesszarily subject
to arior dispocition of the water. ile would like, however,
t0 get & derinite idec about how muny acres want water.

It will be necessary for the district to install
its own distributing line, and the water measured at the
point of delivery -~ the Escondido ditch, the definite
location on the Escondido Ditch to be mutually ugreed unon.
It would seem to me the proper thing to do is for your
oroposed district to acquire llerriam reservoir site, and
make your deliveriec from same. ‘

It may be advisuable, and cheaper, for the City
of Oceanside to cooperate with the South Coast Lund Company
in developing surplus water for Oceunside and Carlsbad,
I suppose thut is a quecstion for the City of Oceancside to
determine.

liy own idea of the price for uny water that is
sold your section ic that it will be on the same relative
basis us s0ld to the Escondido lLlutual Water Company. Ly
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, F. L. RICHARDSON

LAWYER
\ SUITE 909 FIRET NATIONAL DANX DUILDING
SAN DIEGO, CAL.

November 18, 182l.

Col. Ed Fletcher,
920 Eighth Street,
San Diego, California.

Dear Sir:

I am in receipt of your favor of the 16th instant,
in regard to water for the San Luis Rey Irrigation District,
and have carefully noted the contents of the same.

In regard to the proposed San Luis Rey Irrigation
District, will say that as the same is now outlined it will
embrace about 14,000 acres, and it is thought by those who are
familiar with the situation that this district could use a
minimum of 6,00C acre feet of water per annum and possibly a
maximum of 8,000 acre feet per annum; in other worde, it is
estimated that there will be from 6,000 to 8,000 acres of the
land in this district that can be irrigated. The property
owners who are putting forth an effort to organize this dis-
trict would like very much if it could secure a definite propo-
gition from the Volcan Land and Water Company, offering to
furnish a minimum quantity of 6,000 acre feet of water and a
maximum of 8,000 acre feet of water for this district, to be
delivered at a2 point to be named within a certain distance of
the eastern boundaries of the district as now proposed.

I wish you would aleo let me know at what price the
Volcan Land and Water Company would furnish water to the city
of Oceaneide, specifying the maximum and minimum quantity of
water which it would be able to furnish, to be delivered at a

~named point. I wish you would also let me know at what price

you would furnish water for the irrigation of the territory in
the vicinity of South Oceanside and Carlsbad, naming a2 minimum
and maximum quantity of water, to be delivered at a given
point. I would suggest that these propositions be contained

in separate letters, so they may be taken up separately, or al-
together, as desired.

If you can give me this information, it will greatly
aid me in the organization of the San Luis Rey Irrigation Dis-
trict, and also in any settlement of any controversies that
have arisen over the right to the water of the San Luis Rey
River. It might be well, for your protection, to name a time
in which the propositions outlined above are to be accepted.

Awaiting your early reply, I beg to remain,

FLR-M

+ T R

Degember 10, 1921,
A

Mr, F. L. Richardson,

First lational Bank Bldg,,

San Diego, California.
. )

My dear lir, Richardson: R
et s Enclosed find lettor from lr.

Treanor, represcnting lir, Henshaw, vhich is explanatory,

and for your information. Let me see you the first
‘of the weeks.

Yourse very truly,

Ep ;KIM ‘ | '
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F. L. RICHARDSON
LAWYER
SUITE D09 FIRST NATIONAL BANK BUILDING
SAN DIEGO, CAL.

-December 31, 1921.

Col, E4 Fletcher,
S30 Eizhth Street,
San Diego, Czlifcrnie,

> Colcnel:

M

-
Le

ne fan Luis Rey Irrigeation
he Irrigation Conmumittee

, in crder to secure signavures
cr tre organizetion of the aieg-
one in the field to solicit the
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Nf couree, the coumittee heas no funds avail-

able to pey for this service, and if you feel that it
would ©ts advisahle to employ Mr. Popenoce to make the
effort to secure the signatures, and can provide the
necescary funcés for raying for the same, please advise
me to that effect znd I will take it up with him and
gecure nhis servicea. It ie my opinion that it would
be noat acdvisable to Co 80.

Wishing ycu a happy New Year, and hoping to
near from you, I veg to remain,

Yours truls

January

Tenth
1922 7

¥r. F. L. Richardson,
First NHational Bank Bldg.,

San Diegp, Calif.

ily dear Richardson:

-

Enclosed find cooy of letter from

Treanor which is explanatory. You better have lir.

EOpenqe g0 2nd see HMr. Treanor in Los Angeles.

EF:KLi{

Yours truly,
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Harch Seventeenth,
1 9 3 1

Mre Fo Le Bicmrdson’
First National Bldge,
San Diego, Californiez.

My dear kr. Richardsons

Enclosed find pictures taken by me of the
big Santa Anita Dam built by the Los Anpeles Flood
Control near Azusa similar in type to the iacoima and
big Tujunga dams, a single arch tyre.

This dam can be built todey for a million

dollarse It is 240 feet in height and cost $£1,200,000
three years agoe

I am sorry we did not see 1t that dey we
visited the other two.

This Santa Anita pam is almost identical
in character and size to the one at Hission lo. S, which
I recommend, 230 feet in heighte

fiith 47 of these dums built the last fifteen
years, five by the Ue. S. Government, 5 by the City of
Los Angeles, and 15 of them from 240 to 365 feet in
height, whose opinion must ve take, iire Savage on one
side or the Ues S, Government, State of California, City
of Los Angeles, and ten or fifteen of the most prominent
engineers in the country on the o’ther side?

I am convinced that this type of dam with
its rudial arch has much larger factors of safety
than any gravity arch dam that car be built for one~third
the cost,

- Bent Brothers have mvastiga'wd Mission
Gorge Noe 5 dan within the last three days and a copy
of their letter which will be of interest is as followss



-2~ Wre F, Le Richardson tarch 17th, 1931.

°In 1921 writer nade estimate of cost

of two types of dems at ikission Gorge No. 3,
known as the lower site, I have personally
jnvestigated this site today egain and after

exanining the survehs, cross sections, core

drilling records, etce, I am convinced thet
" liission Gorge Ro. 3, is the ideal sitc for

a single arch type of dam sinila: to the Pacoima

dam, the highest in the world and built by
our firm. |

There is now under construction the scme type
of dam, 443 feet in height on the Drgg River
in Switzerland.

We hzve re-checked our estimates on the hasis
of toduy‘s ‘cost of material and we are willing

to tuke a contract to build Lission Gorge Roe 3

dan as followss

115,000 yards of concrete in plece @ $7.50 a yard $862,5004,00

$919, 500,00

20,000 yurds of excavation 8 $2.,85 a yard 57,000.,00

7ie esticate the cost of spillways, independnet

of dam on southside, - $250,000400
TOTAL COST $1,169,500.00

This covers the cost of a dam in Mission Gorge
loe 3, 230 feet in height and an eatimated cost
for spillway entirely independent of the dam

adeguate £o carry major floodse Should a siphon
spillway be preferzble, the §250,000,00 allowance

‘for gravity spillway would be applicable for
i constructing the syphonse

I have néver seen & more ideal site for the

locstion of a dam of this typee The core drillings
show 2 splendid rock bed and all corditions from

a construction stendpédint are the beste.
Yours very truly,

BENT BROTHERS§ INCe

SF - By g. STANLEY BENT, (Signed)

Certainly Mission Gorge lid.‘ 3 should be given |

-3- Mre Fo Le Richardson Merch 17th, 1931,

serious congideration and it is a fuctor in deteruining the
development of the San Dicgo River as the cheapest water in
the county can be developed at Lilszion No. Je

There is no rceson why a dam 260 feet in
tieight cannot be built at ilission Ho. 3 or 103,000 acre
fecl of water having a net safe yield of around 12 or 15
million gallons caily cnd developing the water at five or
six cents a thousand gellonse The total cost of & 260 foot
dan is a million and half dollars with an iceal naturel
cpillway on the couth side indepen ent of the dam itself,

I ggain repeat, for & million &nd & half
dollars the dam complete. reservoir lencs flooced can
be scquired for a million und a helf dollarg, 230 fect in
height and the water will be storod where it belongs

.at Nission No. 3 with & net safc yiclc of eight million

gallons caily under present conditicns and e sterage of
45,000 ucre feet of 15,000,000,000 gellons coxpurable only
to Morens, Barrett and Utaye.

It nekes no difference to wc shat dan is
built first on the river but if &s criwiral, in oy
opirion, tdgbuild kiission Gorge llo. 2 unde: eny condition
both from the stendpoint of the taxpayer's pocketbook
and the conservation of water.

Yours very truly,

EFs ASK

PeSy FEnclosed fincd copy of letter I have just received.
lire Savage estimates the reservoir lunds in idissior Gorge
Noe 2 will cost $250,00 an acree In neking my staleczent
that the dam at ldission Gorge Noe 3, together :ith ell

the lands necessary and to be flooded will cost not to
exceed & million and a half dollars for the entire project,
I have included $350.000an acre as the estimcted cost of
the lands as yet not acquired.

FTeFe
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