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Augu.at 29, 1919. I find I have a oopy of this oompilo.t1on in my peroonnl 

JJr. F. L. Ridhardson, 
907-Q9 American Building, 
San Diogo, Co.l.i1!ornia. 

Dear · Sir: I 

I have baon delayed in making n roport £or you on the 

Aot lllldor whi.oh it has baon decided to fo~10l7 in tho oaae of the 
. 

Snn Luis Rey ~rigation District, owing to the faot that I have 

been diverted to other work. 

Act recommended by Mr. Wa1ter Leroy Huber, Hydra.ulio En-

gineer o:f tho State Engineer's Department, is tho Wrigllt Act, 
.-

Statutes 1887, page 29-

l\monitlmnts: 1889 P• 15; 1891 pp. 3.42.147, 244: 1895 
PP• 175. 5J.6; 189'1 P• 241; 1889 P• 2. 

Su~p1amanted: 1889 pp. 18,21, 212; 1893 PP• 276, 529; 
1895 PP• 127, ~74; ~897 PP• 254, 394. 

~ ... . 
Ropoaled: 1897 P • 254 (saving olause Seo. ' 109). 

Bridg:ford Act, statutes 1897 P• 254. 

Amendments: 1901, P• 815; 1905, P• 27; 1909, PP.12, . 
46.429,461,998,1062•1076: 1911 PP• 5091 
l]JJ, 19ll., (extra sefjsion) pp. 155,139,248; 
191.3 PP• 59 I '181, 993; 1915 PP• 836, ~291, . 
1326, 1327; 19lf »P 751. 

IlepeaJ. J.91'1 P• 916 ( renollling sea. 64.) 

All ol! those reforoncos haw boen gotten togother tmd oom-
. 

pilod in one vol1m1e by attome~s by the nam o£ Carr & Kennocl7• · 
. . 

l!r Carr is the nttorno7 for the Anderson Cottonwood Irr.tion Dis-

trict. The compilation is published by L. s & J. K Pratt of . . 
Anderson, Shasta Count,-, Califorma, under tho title 

La s of Califo~iau b7 Cur 8: K6nnocq. 

{ 
I 

libroru. \'Jhioh I \-1111 bo glad to loan you, if you doa11 .. o. . . 
, \ 

:~ot~tt~ deeoription of tho D1otr~ot 1a 

proceeding and will probably ~ read~· at the time you nood it. 
• 

Kindl~ lot mo lolow i:f thoro ia anythincr I onn do to fu-rther .. . ·. 
aasiat you .in this ma.t-tol• • 

\ 
• 

' \ • ' 

• 

Yours truJ:y, 

EngJ.neor. 

' 

• 

• 



Mr. F. L. Richardson, 
909 American Building , 
San Diego , Calif. 

1iy dear Hr. Riollardeon, 

October 23 , 1919. 

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

2lease furnish him with the 10 Maps he 
a skes ~or . 

Yours v eey truly, 

EF: KLU 

• 

• 

Yr . F. L. Richardson, 
national Bank Bldg., 
San Diego, California . 

1Jy dear Hr . Richardson: 

lalaroh 
nineteenth 
Hineteen 
Twenty 

Iou have aaked me f or arguments in favor of 
forming the irrigation aietrict. 

Firet: There ia no other practical l'!lcthocl of :financing this 
development, exoopt thru an ixrigatloa district . 

Second: The lands ere no~ n orth only ~~  to ? 75 an aore, ·but 
no one will deny that they e~e north t ;500 to \_>1 , 000 an a ore 
with ter, and n ill J>BY interest on tllt: t invectment , as 
eVidenced b;\r Cal'labed, which has shipped ,:!300 , poo worth of 
produce off of 400 ao~ea of irrig~ted lands this last ~nter. 
It 1 s ~a "'\ie!" thu t ma.::e e tho vn lue. 

ii th f orty year bonds , interest only payable 
f or t~ent  years , any one could make enou~  money off of 
their lands with wat9r, to take car of any assessments for 
interest, and tventy years henco ~ on the payccnt of 
principal oo~es , the country will be so de~ lo ~d t hat the 
burden ~ill be light . The lawe of the state nors allow bond 
to be oola to tru=e o re of t ha fu·ct ~ae yaara' ~torest. 

LArse holdings of land in the Perris Vclle -v re 
owned by prolJ erty Ol7Ders in Los .tingel.ea. tloney r, s been 
raised by th . e~ie people to me a surv 1 ~ 
Warners water to en•is. The survei is no being made. It 
is nearer to t~e the a ter from '/arnere to .Perris than from 
Warners to San Diego, and as near as Ooeancida. t n mnss 
meeting it as nnanimoua~ agreed thnt tho oul~ assess th 
selves to the extent of 6160 an aore in order to ~ et wnter 
trom Warners. ns the State E ineer has d termined that it 
feasible and praotioal and that the onlY source of sup 11 
available for the ~errio vallsy is iarners. 

The City of an Die o is . up. 
water district is bei talked of, th idea be to 
th ater in the ooun~. !l!h u. • Reols tlon s rv1 
inT stigated and ara interested in the proj ot 
r oommendad that an irri a tion district b :for 1m 
and t~e7 prefer to do business th ir.rigation d 
tban ith indiViduals, and it ill be uoh e si to the Reo t1on SorVioe if the dietri 1 for e • nn 
petition th m or help. 

-

11 



You ~ e every advsntege with eloatrioity, 
stnt uavad. highvroya . frostlans lc.nda, eto., as has been 
d monntratod b · the devo1opment already planned at Vista . 
The state Engineer report sho s that the land ie valuable 
for t ~t ~urp ae, e~d the state ~ngineer recommends the 
di~tri :t and r~C r.end  the · ~ Of the arner~ project. 
The o7:ners S-:L .. e \illlng to sell a.t e valuetion PU·1 on 
by the tste hngins er, and Tiil1 undoubtedly be Willing 
to t~  ~n yoar on,.;~ in pe.yraenii , i-f tl1ey are appr oved 
~ ~ dtate oniin · Commission. . -

Yours ~r truly , 

... -- , 
~ • I -· . _, .. 

F. L. RICHARDSON 
LAWYER 

8UITI tOSI AWIRICAH DUILOIHO 
SAN 01100. CAL. 

May 12, 1920. 

Vol can L:nd & \'o'a:ter Company, 
City, 

Gentle.men :-

I 

In re a1·~ to t ~ ~ea ription to be con-
tained in the ~ etitiona for the organization of the 
San Luis Rey Water District ·:ill eay th:..t this de-
scription should oe by leg~ su ~i i eione or other 
aounJ.cu·ias; Q.lld ehcu.!.d. specify the nuru,· r o:r acres 
in the propoaad district and in ec..ch parcel or tract 
of .iand contai.neu t:n ere in, with the nau~ta cf tile 
owners if knorm, an~ if ~t ~ru to desi:nc.te theru 
a e unknown. Thc:se t in~~~  .:ort.1 in the petition 
ir. adcii tion to those ont~ine i in the copy o':.llich we 
a ~ eubwitteCl ycu will be BlA.fficient. 

Yours 

FLR:JI 



j I . : 
~. 

• 
I l 

""' 

I 

F. L. Riohardson , 

September 
10 

1920 

1st uat'l Bank Bldg., 
San Diego , Calif. 

My dear Rioherdson: 
Enc1osed find letter from our attorney, 

t~. Stevens. Please read it over and let's have a -
oonferenoa immediately. 

ot~s very t1~1 , 

\ lL/ 

I 

F. L. RICHARDSON 
LAWYER 

.UITC 800 ,,,.., HATIOHA&. IIANIC ~ 

.AN DIEGO, CAl., 

~epteru er 14, 1920 

Colonel Ed Fletcher, 
~an Diego, California. -

"'y dear Colonel: 

You have handed me a letter received by you 
under date of September lOth. from Henry J. ~te ene of Los 
Angeles, in relation to the petition for the formation of a 
water district adjacent to the San Luis Rey River in thie 
county, and I have carefully noted its contents. I do not 
agree with Ur. Stevena in all petitions in what he hae to 
aay in hie letter and I take it from the tone of hie letter 
that he has not investigated the subject under cor.sideration ; 
as thoroughly ae he might have done. If he had cone soJ he 
probably ~ould not have made ecn1e of the s tatementa in the 
letter. 

In regard to the objections to the petition 
ae set forth in Paragraph A of hie letter, will say that it 
seems to me that where t el~e are two acts of the Legislature 
approved on the same date~ if we comply Tiith either of t e~~ 
thia would be sufficient. However, I see no o~ e tion to 
specifying in the petition that the act unde1· ·:: .. ich we are 
proceeding ie Chapter 387 of the Laws of 1913. HoweverJ one 
of these acts relates to the formation of a county i~ri ation 
district or water district, but, of course, the petition 
under consideration does not comply with Chapter 370 of the 
~e cf 1913 and, therefore, of necessity, must !all under 

Chapter 367 of the Laws of 1913. However, I see no objection 
to changing the petition to include the chapter, ae susseetee. 

In regard to the objection set forth in Para-
graph BJ will say that the number of acres in each tract is 
set out in all instances except the town lots and I ~ite a-
gree with ia. Stevens that the number of acrea in each to~n 
lot should be specified ae required by this act. r.nen the 
petition was prepared and you concluded to eubmi t it to 1!r . 
Stevens for examination ~~d for hie suggestionaJ I thought 
we would make this change afterwards al.ong with any others 
that might be necessary then. I think his eu~~estione with 
regard to the i·mpro~· ment of the heading is a e;ood one, 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.n to mean a rea~ In the case of West Chicago Street Car 
Company versus Peo., 40th N.E., 599, the Court held that the 
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a0breviation "di ,_.... n meant "division". 

ing: 
In 1 c. J. 276, in the text, 11e find the follow-

nehort conventional e ..~re~siona employed as sub-
stitutes for nwuea, phrases, dates, and the like, for 
the eavin[; of space, eto., including all conventional e~
preseiona or arbitrary signa that have passed into com-
mon use, such, for e ar~ple, as :punctuation marks, .the 
J...rabic numerals, and other mathematical eigne, ana simi-
lar signs used by merchants. 11 

In re Lakemeyer VS. Dl·inkhouee I 135th Cal. aa, 
the Court, in the second part of the syllabus, say: 

trThe ccurts will take judicial notice of the 
11 ea..""'ling of custon,ary abbreviations of common warda, in-
cluding all conve. tiona! e: _ reesiona or ar1)i trary signa 
that have passed into com11on use. n 

In ren-ard to. the ditto marks, will say that I 
think t ~t their us~ is 7:ell recognized oy the Courts, and in 
that onne ~ion, I desire to call attention to Vol. 18 C. J., P· 
1404, ~ ere, in the text, this lar.guage ie used: 

n 'Ditto' and its abbreviation 'do.' and the 
dots and mark a t ~ t stand for .the word are in coznmon 
~ae, an..: have a perfectly well-defined meaning known 
to persons generally. 

Ditto :arks. 1Iarke which are general~  under-
s-cood ~o mean '-che sau,e as aoove 1 , a representation 
of ~ at appears ~itten above." 

In sup9ort of t~is text there is cited the case 
ci nughea vs. o~era 42d . W. 1, where the Co 1~t say: 

"They are ae much a paxt of the English lang-
uage as are punctuation marks, such as the comma, 
semicolon and period, and are often.given an impor-
tant, and sometimes a controlling, part in the con-
struction of generaJ. writings, and in the interpre-
tation of legal documents and of statutes and con-
stitutions. " 

see also Peo. va. r1ewell 1 113 P. 643; Duer vs. Snod-
grass, 52 SE 531. 

Col. E. F. - 3 

However, the only really ee1·ioua objection the.t 
:.h·. Stevens raieeeJ :md the one t ~t l:ight be fatc.l to the 
organization of · a district lli'l'}der this law, is the conati tu-
tionality of it. I do not agree with him that t ?-.ia is the 
worst of the acts under ~  an irrigation C.ietrict lAight 
be formed. He ia p1·obably lees fabiliar with tliis act tha.."l 
the others and that is the reason for biA ooinion in this re-. . 
gard. In ·the first place, t~ds act dves nc.t require tha-t an 
election be held in order to organize the clistrict, but r.hen 
a petition is presented to the Boa1·d of eupervisors by the 
holders of title., or eviC.ence of title, of a t.s..j·ori ty in area 
of the lands in the propose C. ~iistri t., and, aft.er pu~ li ation 
thereof, as required by the Stat~te 1 the : oar n 0 f ~u~er isore 
~n make an order org~ni in~ the district an~ definin~ its 

boundaries, and a ~ . oi::tin~ the uf _ leers t r ereof to act until. 
such tirrte as othe1· ofz icers l!..ay be elected by the pl'O erty 
or;ners of the district. It ,;ill be noted the.• only prop erty 
orme1·s are enti t1ed to vote a.l"ld they .:to r:· ... t have to reside 
in the cistrict i~ order to be e~ti tle ~ to vote . 

,.Ir. Steveus claims in his letter .tha t the e upl .. et .e 
Court of C4::.lifornia has he.!.C:. that a prope1·t~r qu::.lificGtion 
can 11ot be rr:~d.e aa e.. prerequiai te :o the ri;ht to vote, :me! 
that the :. l l: l t~r qua.lific z.:t ion ;·:culd p:ro· ,a0ly xe-::aer t!le act 
void and unconstitutional, and he ci tee the cas e In Re :~aderal 
92 Cal. 321, md Peo. ve. Reclc:Jlia"'ion District: 117 C~l. 1.23, 
out neither of these cases eust~in his o~tention; cut are con-
trary to his contention. o,:.~e er 1 he !1- s neglecteC. to exaa.-
ine the case of Peo. vs .. _s.craJrento r i: a:~ e -·i tric"t, l .3: -

~ l. 373J ·:;here the Court, in the last poir.t of the s.rlla-
oua., aay: 

"Tr,e r icvision of the act restl·i ctino ~l e l'ight 
to "·ote for r ~ ina :e oomruiasicnera t ~ t':c O\-:ners ~  
rer:l ~rooert  within the ,,istrict, is not ··i lz...L, i v·e - - .. 
cf section 14 of al.'ticle I u:f the consti t·tticr.., p l·o-
hibi tinE; the requirement c: a _: roparty qualification 
for a voter. n 

In this case, the Court cites t~e ca3e of Peo. va. 
Reclamation District, 117 Cal. 114, 't':hich is one f the cases 
referred to .by .~. ~te ena in his lett .... r as 1101 ·1n~ "'"h a t the 
p1·operty qualifi cc:.tion, t he ri ..~ t to vote .. -:;oulu. :. e:.ke the act 
of June 13, 1918, unconstitutional. To t' e s~ne effect is 
the case of Potter vs. Santa ar~ara, 160 C~. 350. · o~e er, 
I will say this in conclusion, that the m~in purpose in ~le
ting this aot under which to ol·6 c.nize the (:.!strict is th""-t .. 
it can be organized without an alec"'"ion enj all propositions 
omin~ up before the dietriot are voted on '"..y ~ e prop ... rty 

ovmere and not by persona living in the tiiet~i~t ~o a=e only 
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q,ualified electors therein,. me. from the fw:·ther fact th:1t the 
_,ist •ict is .;o e:rn~d .. to a larue extent at least,. oy tha . y-
lawa thereo .. enacted OY tha ?rOpel•ty OVffie!re Of the district, 
an~ it o~l  requires a majority ~ote to detar. ine any question 
to 'be ~aa~e~ on at a."'l election j and, ir. s·.1ch alec tions, each 
~ropert  ovmar is e: titled to one vote fer each dollar ' s ~ort  
vf f'.&."U}J..;;J:ty , •• iC-.L .f!C ,y.(.L6 • 

t :1o- thirde 
and, U""lder 
..,, !:> ... n ~ t 1· • -v t~ ...... c, 

... _ der the Act of ;.:arch 31, 1897, it requires a 
veta ._f t~1e e1 ectors in order to org::...."liza a district 
the ~ir u~ ~t~ es cf the present a~e, 1 t seelt a to 
t.·· • • .·i ·-• .::. i ··· _..., ::o -i· , e l~o s ~ ... ~ , · e • · -= .. n,, ,,,,_.!1"1 .. .t I.A..l-..... ... -·· v .... ':J ,..,. "' ;.. ~o ..1.:::1 .. ~ .a., -

::: :t i~. l ~ vcr ;2..:._ to ~o e ver t~1e matter with ".ix . 
~t~ ena, ~~0 ifhw c:n arra1;e to come to s~~ Die~o .. I would be 
very ~lad. to rl.~~ -c hirr. at al ... ost any tiu:e i-: would be convenie:1t 
to :·.1m. However, if it is i : :osai~le fo:r him to come here , I - -
; ou .~ ~e ~r  ~l ad to moeet ~irli in Lcs Angeles. I feel that a 
o~fer~r e in regrxd to tne ~atter would be cf oanefit to all 

You.xs truly, 

P.S. I ~~ herewith enclosing you a o~  of this letter for 
H-. ~te ens. 

:ncl. F.L.R. 

\ 

, 
• 
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Ur. F . L. Riomrdson.L:. · 
Firat National Bonk .tadg • . 

. San Diego. 

lq dear M.r. Riobardson t . 

Enalos6d find letter 
enplanat~~. 

• 

• 

1920. 

• 

fran Lfr. Stevens, vhioh is 
• 

Oct. 6, 1920 

• 
Mr. F. L. Richat-da on, 
First Nat 1l. l3onk Blclg. 
Sen DJego. 

Lrs dear Mr. Richerdson: 

:Rncloaod :find ·l ett era :from 1!r . H. J. Steve11.s , 
\7h1oh are expJ.D.no. to1·y. 

• 

Yours vary truJ.y, 

' 

" t \ 

-

, . 
• 



F. L.. RICHARDSON 
LAWYER 

SUITI: 808 Pl ltiT NATIONA&. IIAHIC BUI&.DING 

December 27. 1920. 

~l. Ed. Fletcher, 
l~ao - 8th street, 
San Diego, California. 

Dear Colonel,-

In the organization of the San Luis Rey 
Irrigation District, it has become neoeseary to have the 
poet office addresses of the property owners in the pro-
posed district, in order that we may get into oommu~ioat
ion with them and have them sign the petitione - 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 ~undaries eo that there would be 
no question that the majority of the property owners in 
the district woul.d be 1n favor of it. I am informed that 
the coat of securing these addresses will not exceed $300. 
and mi ght be much less than that amount. ··· 

If we proceeded to have the petitions for 
the organization of the distrist signed before ascertaining the 
sentiment of the property owners, it might deveope that a 
majority of the property owners in the proposed district 
wou1d be against the organi ation~ and if so. the district 
of course, could not be organizaed, and by ascertaining thia 
fact in advance, we will no doubt aave a great dea.l of time 
and expense. 

Wishing you a Happy New Year, I beg to re-
main, 

Yours truly, 

FLR.GH 

~ 

C ~t :. MAIN 848 

I 

F. L . RICHARDSON 
LAWYER 

SUlfa 808 ' ' "aT NATIONAL IIANIC Dun.OIHG 

SAN 01100, CAl.. 

Col. Ed. Fletcher, 
San Diego, 
California. 

Dear Colonel 1 -

January 5, 1921. 

If you can do anything to expedite securing 
the list of names and addressee of the property owners 
in the proposed San Luis Rey Irrigation Dietriot, I 
wish you would do eo, as it is quite important t hat the 
matter be pushed along ae rapidly as possible. The 
organization of the district hae been somewhat delayed 
on account of things over which we had no control 1 but 
now, it seems to me, is an opportune time for making an 
extraordinary effort to secure the consent of the property . 
owners to the organizatiQn of the district, and if you 
can do anything to hurry the matter along, we would 
very much appreciate it. 

Wishing you a prosperous New Year, I beg to 
remain, 

F.LR.GH 
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~. F. L. Richards on , 
San Diego, Cal i f. 

1~ dear Ur . Riobardson: 

This will introduoe L;r. Dannas oe~ w1 tb 
whom I ~ a disoussad tho mat ter o ~arming n d1s-
tr1ot including the lands tha t want \'Jatar at 
Vict e . t oge t her wi th t ho l.Elnds · botv1eon Ooes.n· 1de · 
and car lsbad, and n 1700 aoro traot south of 
Ccrlsbnd. ~oao shoul d bo ·t hrown into a d1~tri t 
of about 15,000 or 20.000 eoroa and oltmtnato 
,a .. ; ·el~ &ln i..:.aroos unc.t t11n t tJholc oountry. ·· , 

~ ~nggo~tion i s that you nnu ho ge~ 
t ogether. t h&t you bo thor e at that Vista meeting, 
know r1ho your i'1•1onde urc and cpri !J8 th1o propoai t1on 
on t ha t day . 

EF: VPJ 

Dot 1•oyiewod 
after dio ta t i on 

Yours er · trul~ . 

.. 

, 
' 

Colonel ~d Fletcher , 
Tilletcher .9lclg . , 
.uan Diet;o , California. 

I.!y deer Col . Fle tcile1·: 

0on Diee o, C~lifornie 
July 31 , 1921 . 

l1fter seYerel months 01 ~:: I am no\1 i n a 
position to tell you ~e are re~d  to ~o e~e~d ~ it  tl~ i~t~ 
District . The last few mouths r1e have secnrecl u co i i l·~te 
li s t of tile m•.:ne1·s and se cnrecl e.n exj_)ression fron n:ost of the r.. 
as to \'Jhet1.er Ol .. not they ,_·:ant to ~o into .. Ghe distric"!; . 

I n the San L:urc os section a. msj ori ti) ..- re o_p·· CE ed 
but both east and west from Vista \7e h'"ve a.rbi trl.n"il;:;' e ~ te li. 1ed. 
a district of nearly 13 , 000 or 14 , 000 acres , ...:.1ll_ r:e l:uve ·· l·i tten 
e:-rpression from 10 , 000 or 11 , 000 acres +"avorable to the dico tr.:.::t . 

I first took tile m~tter up rJiti! ~·otu  attorne~l , I.i ... 
Stevens . The form of the petition rES been agreed upon b-
both of us . Your l!r . Yin,:: has prepared the leg..:.l des 1·i~tions, 
and the petitions are nor res.d~7 for signature .. 

There e.J.:•e no l ancls in end o.rouncl .... out!1 Cceunsicl.e e.ud 
Carlsbad included in this 13 , 000 or 14, 000 acre ·district. I t 
has been a serious question in my mind. rJhet1le l' or not to include 
Carlsbad and South Oceen side. There ere so me:. ny li'vint; t1:ere 
\'"lith small acreage t11a t t e~  might out-vote us. The .;itn.-..Lion 
there i s complicated . Ey recomr.1ellcla tion i ' tL t ;e :pl~o eed 
with our 13 , 000 or 14, 000 acre district , es above stated, 
eliminating South Oceanside ancl carlsbad , an~ ~ en tLe Ietition 
is presented to the :Board of ijup ervisor s , it i~ en e .. .,., t• .Ptter 
for the South Coast Lund. Com! ny enl I.:.r . !..en hat • and ot 1ers, 
to petition to join the clistrict. The l:lo ... rd o.:- su ...... rvisors 
will finally determine the boundnrie s of this dl& t:ric t in any event . 

The question i s , shall we, at the present ·~i .. e , i1 ~d.e 
the South Coast Land Company ' s l ands und other lends ,.,h icL desire 
to go into the Vista District - so-called. '.ie could ~ntfe 
the legal boundal"ies of the district u~ in, ::;n l :prc_1:nr e a ne\"' 
petition , but it all takes time. I \·:ould like :your alvice 
on this matter as to wro·t to do . 

r!e could eliminnte the t0\'11 of Cerlsbnd nd only 
i nclude such lends as you people control. Un _ue tiouo.bl ~e 'e 
will be some lands that \'.ill petition to \'li th-dl.'aw from the 
district so that , even includ.i the 3 , 000 or 4 , 00 a cres :l:ich 
I understand you and the South Coast U;.nd Com ' u1 con· ... 'ol, I d.o 
not believe there will be over 14 , 000 or 15 , 000 ores in t1e 
whole distl~iot . I believe the simplest way to ~.1o i to ~ o 

.. 



. . 

e..heecl .~i th our present dis trio t , anc1 it ,w auld hel:p u..;; to some 
extent if \1e had letters from the South Coast Lend Com1n1ny and 
the interests that :)'OU re:pr esent , to the effect t ~ t they 
desire to come in , end then the final 1~undaries of the district 
cen be edjudicatdd before the Boerd of Supervioors . 

I held a me etill6 ,:Ji th the Oceanside COI!'Jni ttee y ester~a; : 
end :founcl. thE\m ver:1 enthusiastic over the resnl ts of their 
meetin;; •i th you the day bef'ore . I cautioned them to g·ive no 
publicity to this \·;orl\: , ani t:Ley ussm~ea. me of this , c.nd said 
it \Jas als o your request . I feel that this should ori £;ina te 
in and around Oceanside and Vista ,.:i thout it being advocated 
by a nyone on t'!1e outside , in order to get the best results . 
~ne o:1icial s o= e~nside infor ·~d me yesterday that the City 
o~ oceans ide \'H?.s con=::. idering comin0 into ·~ e district , and in 
a.~r event the unofficial opinion is tha t Oceansic1e \'Jould like 
u million gallons of \"Je.tel" daily if it ce.n be secured from 
this district, t leas t , Dr . ~eid a ncl Er . Spencer made 
pcrticular mention of it . 

Yours truly , 

.. AC:IriC:, t.IAIH !14 0 

Hr. Ed Fletcher, 
930 Eighth Street, 
San Diego, California. 

Dear Sir: 

F. L. RICHARDSON 
LAWYER 

SUI!C DOIJ Fll'lf NATIONAL DAN IC IJUILOINO 

tiAN DIEOO, CAL. 

October 29, 1921. 

I have had a conference with the San Luis Rey Irrigation 
Committee, also the City Trustees of Oceanside, in relation to 
water from Warner1s Dam. 

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

The San Luis Rey Irrigation District wishes to have a 
letter from the Vol can Land & Water Company, or from you as 1 ta 
authorized repreaentativet stating what the water will cost de-
livered into our proposed distributing system from the Escondido 
Irrigation ditch, 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 6 cents a thousand gallons to Escondido 
Mutual Water Company, and we assume the same price will prevail to 
our irrigation district. 

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 prioe will be the same in either case. It is 
just possible that Oceanside may go into the irrigation district. 

Roughly, I would like to know the maximum amount of water 
you will agree to furnish and the price and terms. I understand 
·that Carlsbad ie aleo desirous of getting considerable water 1 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 oontJ'aot with the city of Oceanside to pump 300 
inohea of water out of the San Luis Rey River for the Carlsbad 
lands. They are exceeding this amount today, and are negotiating 
with the city of Oceanside to install a muoh larger plant and fur-
nish the o1ty of Oceanside with water, and furnish an additional 
supply to Carlsbad. 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 Luia Rey Valley, or acquir it 
from the Voloan .System, or make a contract with the South Coast 
Land Company. 



,. • .:,r..: "'" ' " ,_.,. 

lb:. Ed Fletcher 

F. L. RICHARDSON 
LAWYER 

SUIYC DOD .. llliT H.o\TIOIUII. 8A .. IC 8UILOIHO 
SAN DIEOO, C:AL, 

-a- October 29, 1921. 

I must have something definite before proceeding further with the San Luis Rey Irrigation District. I have every assurance that if a fa~ora le 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. 

FLR-K 

.. 

• 

• I 

' 

• 

• 

, 

Ootobor ~1, 1921 

ur. F. L. Richardson, 
First Hntionol Bnnk Dldg., 
San Diego, California. 

Doar uir: 

Aneworlng yo urn of October 29th, will auy that · 
wo have an undorstunding \11th the Escondido llutual ;a~or 
Company that they will got water at v15.00 por aoro foot, 
or roughly 5 oonta a thouoo.nd coJ.lono, dolivcrod into 
tho Esoomido Ditoh. This ie tho prioo that !!r. Honsh:.t.\1 
hno nuthorizod mo to muko to you. 

Aa to the quantity of wuter to be usod by you, 
thore is no uoo in obligating oureolvee at ~o prooent 
time. until we get some def1n1to idea how c ·•ny aoreo 
want wator. wo have figurod, however, that we can 
furnish water to, roughly, 10,600 or 15,000 .sores • 

I understand there ie oome oppoo1 tion to the 
formation of the district, and it may bo ndvisuble for 
you to out your dietriot around Vietu to roughly ton 
thouonnd aores. Howover, thut ia for you to deoido. 

It uill bo neoe~aar  ror tho diotriot to · 
inotal.l its own d1atrilnt1ng line, ond tho water rnouourod 
ot tho point of dolivorJ - the Escondido ~ito . the 
definite· locution on tho Eooondido Ditoh to bo Dutual.ly 
agreed upon. · 

.. 

It ma1 bo advioobl.o, and cheaper, for tho Cit. 
of Ooeonaido to oooperato w1 th the .-:iouth ooaot r. und Con~an  
ln devolop1ng eurplua ater for Ooeanoido and Carlsbad. I auppooa thnt 1a o quootion for tho Ci~ or Oooano1do to 
dotorm1no, but you oun rest .asaurod no will eoll to your eeotion water at 6 oonto a thousund rr~lone, or ot any 
othor price that we may O()ree upon with tho Sscond1do 
L'Utuul ~. uter Oom .. llY• • . . · . . Your a vory tmly, 

EF:KLJ! 
. . 

' 

• 



• 

Uovernber 
Sixteenth 
Uineteen 
Twenty - one 

1ir. F . L . RichtLl·dson , 
First Uationul ~nl  Blde. , 
Stm Die BO , Cul if orniu. • 

Dear Sir: 

.:lns\·Jcrinc ~ t  of October 29th, ~ ill say \'1e 
h uve un tmder t~nding t•li th the Sscond ido I.!utuul ~· uter 
Cor.l.:_JUny tl1u.t they \'Jill get wuter ~t 91o . 00 per acre 
:foot, or ront.d1ly 5 cents a thousund t~ullons, d li~ered 
into the Escondido Ditch . Of c our Ee, you und erst!.!nd 
th_t there !lre other considerutions involved in the 
00-Ze of tho Escondido J.!utu..ll •.r/uter Como:1ny; we intend 
to set the uec of their c nal us a link in our ffi!.liD 
system -ror the distribution of u p.:!rt of our w:J.ter • 

. As to the quuntity of wu.ter to be used by you, 
~1e cannot obligu.te ourselves '"'"t the present time . .\ny 
negotiations ..-Je h.l ve \.Vi th you are ne ess~ril  subject 
to prior disposition of the water. We would like, hov1ever, 
to get a de:finit e id eu. about how m~n  ucres wunt wuter . 

It will bo necessary for the district to install 
its 0"-'111 distributing line, and the water ma~sured ut the 
point of delivery - the Escondido ditch , · tho. definite 
location on the Escondido Ditch to be mutually \1greed upon . 
It v10uld seem to me the proper thing to do is for your 
proposed district to acquire lierriam reservoir site, and 
muke your deliveries from sume. 

It m y be udvisuble , and cheuper, for the City 
of Oceanside to cooperate with the South Coast Lund Com!)any · 
in developing sur !,)lus water for Oceunside ancl Carlsbud, 
I suppose t ~t is a question for the City of Oceanside to 
determine. 

t~  0\1ll ide·a of the price for uny water that is 
sold your section it tlklt it will be on the same relative 
basis ua sold to the Escondido Uutuul Water Company . My 

I 

I 

.. 

i' ...Lge Two/ 

private opinion is that it is up to ~  to c.;et busy, :;.nd 
quickly, if you u.re plunning on tiettin£5 u.ny of the .farner r s 
water, f'or !.!r . Henehuw does not intend to tie ug ~n  of 
thut water except to some leg'-!.lly org(,1nized district and 
for a definite length of. time • 

Yours very truly, 

EF: l:rJ.I 



Col. Ed Fletoher, 
920 Eighth Street, 

F. L . RICHARDSON 
LAWYER 

SUITC tOt ''"IT No\TIOHAL DANK DUILDIHQ 

SAN 0111:00. CAL. 

November 18, 1921. 

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 6,000 acre feet of water per annum and possibly a 
maximum of 8,000 acre feet per annum; in other warda, 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 
o\?llers who are putting forth an effort to organize thi a dis-
trict ~ould like very much if it could secure a definite propo-
sition 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 a point to be named within a certain distance of 
the eaatern boundaries of the district aa now proposed. 

I wish you would also 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 ~ i  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 furniah water for the irrigation of the territory in 
the vicinity of South Oceanside and Carlsbad, naming a minimum 
and maximum quantity of water, to be delivered at a given 
point. I ~auld suggest that these propositions be contained 
in separate letters, eo 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 propoei tiona outlined above are to be accepted. 

Awaiting your early reply, I beg to remain, 

FLR-M 

• • ) 

( . ' -

..... 

• 

'Deoember 10, 1921. 

, 

! , 

Mr. ~. L • . R1obe.rdaon, 
First lint ionaJ. Bank Bldg. , 
San Die so, -California. 

) . 
. . 

Jq dear IJr. Richardson: 

.. 

.. 

.. 
I .. Eno loa ed f:l.m 1e ttor from Mr. 

• 
Troanor, repreeonting 1-Ir. lienohaw, \\hich is explo.nator,, 

• 

. and for your information. Let me see you tho first 

of the week. 
Your e vecy t ru.ly. 

I 
• 

.. 

.. 



F. L . RICHARDSON 
LAWYER 

SUITC 1 08 lti"IT N ATlONAL IANIC 8 UILOINO 

S AN DIIEOO. CAL. 

·De cember 31 , 1921 . 

Col . Ed Fletcher, 
sao i~ t  street , 
San Die~o  Cali fernie. . 

reo.r Colonel : 

In regE-rd. ~o the San Luia R.ey Irl'"igation 
District -:il say th&t the Irri c,;at"ion CoD!!!Jittee 
fir..d.s it r.ccesse.ry, in order to oec··re si3natt..1.res 
~~ the ~. eti t ions fer t~e orga~i ~tion of the dis-
trict, to p,_·_t ~on.e one in the field. to solicit the 
p: ~ erty c·;.r:are to si;:.r.:. the s~e. 

:.:r. F. 0. Popenoe: of Al taaena, i ~ an owner 
of l-'1·c_ erty in ;;he d etl'" ict, z.nd is a. man of fine 
e ·uce-tio:n, pr:: reonc.lity a.. .. d business experier:ce, and. 
e.~ .r.ao ::.uch experience aa a solicitor, and is \·;ill-

in .:; to devote ~i:1.~ tc ~ e se , :rin~ of these signa-
- ··zoea, ~u  :r.e feels ~na.1i he co.nnot C.o so r;i tnout 
se-e con . .~ ens ..tion. He ie (; .. tnuaiaetic about toe • 
or~ :: .iz.:.tiion of t.u.e .iistr:ct, ·t..:l.G. is of the opinion 
-:hc..-v it ,·,·oulu be a great thing for the property 
o~r..ers, a.d onse ~entl  feels that if the proje ct 
shoul u fail iti ~oul~ be a great loss to everyone 

~ er:ei . He is riillir ; to undertake the matter 
for ~ mpeneat~on of ten collars per day , or ten 
cents ~r. acre for each acre of land owned by the 
person: ~i~ ins the ~etition. 

Of couree, the corurui ttee hae no funds a.vail-
a0~e ~o pay for this service, ana if you feel that i t 
woul:! b:. a . iaal.:~ le to employ lllr. Popenoe to make the 
e:f rt to sec.!.I'e the ~isnatt ree, a..Tld can provide the 
ne e~ ~r  funds for ~a ing for the sa~e, please advise 
nte 'tO that effect end I will take it uo with him and .. 
eect:re hie services. It ie my opinion that· it would 
· e n.oQt aC.viaable to C:o ·eo . 

Vri ahing ycu a happy New Year, and hoping to 
bear from you, I beg to remain , 

FLR-U 

7 

• 
j 
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January 
Tenth 
1922 

Mr . F. L. Richardson, 
.Firs,t Dntional Bunk Bldg., 
San Die 6J , Cali£ • 

My dear Richardson: 

• 

• 

Enclos ed find co py of l etter f ro n 

Treanor \'hich i s e :-:-planat ory. Yon better have Jr . 

Popeno_e go a nd see Mr. Tr eanor in Los Angelos . 

· · Yours truly, 
• • • 

• .. 
-.. . . ~ -

EF : KLlJ 

. . ' 

0 

• ... . .. 
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• L. Richardson March 17th, 1931. 

In 19 N.riter ~ede estlmut or cost 
o£ t 11o types o£ clams at Mi soion Gorge No . 31 

knorm us the lower ai te, I have personally 
· inveatieated this site today again and atter 

exao.ining the survehs, cross sections, core 
drilling records, et c., I ~ convinced that 

· hlission Gorge No. s, is the ideal si tc f or 
a single arch tqpe or dam SiL111a:· to th Pacoima 
dam, the highest in the world and bull t by 
our firm. 

!here is now under construction the same type 
or dnm, 443 feet in height on the Dr{lg River · . 
in Switzerland. 

We have re-checked -our e~t m tes. on the husis 
or todny1 s ·cost of :r:atcrinl and e are il:.lling 
to tuke a contract to u~ld ~ission Gorge No. 5 
d&tl an !ollo11s: 

1151 000 yards of onCl~te in plnce 7. 50 a yard 8621 500.00 
20, 000 yards or excavation ~ $2. 85 a yard 57,000.00 

'ile esticate tho cont or s pil1;1nys, independnet 
of dam on southside, -

TOTAL COST . . 

~919, 00.00 

~2 0,000.00 

1,169,500.00 

This covers the cost or a ·dam in lJis5ion Gorge 
no. 31 230 feet tn height and s.n eoticsated cost 
tor spillway entirely independent or the dnm 

· ad uate ~ carry major floods . · Shoul d a siphon 
s.~. lll-.ray be prcrerable, the ..,,2501000. 00 alloHance 
·ror gra i~  spillway &Tould be applicable tor 
constructing the syphons. 

I have never seen a mor e ideal site for the · 
locstion of a dam or thts type . The cor e drlll~gs 
sho.z a splendid rock bed nnd nll cor.di tiona :from 
a construction stand int are the best. 

Yours very truly, 

l~  BRO.lHEnSJ. lNCe 

SF By ~· ST LEI BmT, ( Signed) .. 
Certainly s ion Gorge 1 o. 3 should bo given 

•• 

-5- Mr. F . L. Richardson Unrch 17t h, 1951 • 

surious conaiderntion and it io a factor in cetercining the 
development of tbe San Diego River ns the en~est ~at ~r in 
the county can be developed at Lli ss lon No . 3. 

T.here is no r -ason why a dam 260 feet in 
} eight cannot be bul lt ut i·,1issiox: J..lo . 5 or lO:J, OOO acre 
teet, of water ll!lving a ne·t safe yielcl or erounJ 12 or 15 
million gallons ally ~nd developing the ~uter at f ive or 
six cents a t ~usnnd eallons. ~ e totnl co. t of a :so root 
dm:1 is a million and half dollars oi th an i · eal natural 
Gpill•·tay on the 3outh side indcpen· ent of the dao i t selr. 

I Ggni:-1 rep'" at, for- a c "llio!l E.Dd e hal£ 
dollars the db.i-:1 complete : reservo · :- l~C.:; noodod cun 
be acquired for u million ~d a hulf dollaro6 ~ 0 f eet in 
height and the ·:·ater . ill be stored ::here it elo~g  

. at Mission l~o . 5 with a net s t~ yi·l · of eie.,~t. Dillion 
gnl.lons daily unuer prcst,nt co .. c i tic c t.n u store ~r 

451 000 ucre feet o~ 15, 000, 00;J, OOO gc.llon.., o;;.~u.re. e only 
to I·orena, Barrett atlc.. Otuy. . 

It l~e  no difference to rc :;hnt da:: ioJ 
built first o the river but it t s r·~inal, in y 
opi!;ion, t.bilbuild .'"is;;ion Gorge t:o ~ ~ undc_· c.ny :: no~ tion 
both £ro:n tAe ste.ndpo in t or the till~ payer• s pocketbook 
nnd the conservation or ·.·.·atcr. 

Yours ver;/ truly, 

P.s , Enclotcd fine cop. of letter I h vc ju3t r eceived . 
Mr. Savage est"ontcs the reservoir lrmd ... in · is~ior: Gorge 
No . 2 will co t 250. 00 a.~ acre. I n ... eking my sta tecent 
that the dam at t lssion Gorg Uo . 51 tot;et.he-r .·1 th all 
the lnnds necessary ru1d to be flooded t.•ill co.., t not to 
exceed n ::tillion anu ·a hal£ dollnrD f or t~ cnt• t roj ct, 
I huvc included ,.,sso.ooaan acre ns the estltu.. tea cost o£ 
the lands ae yet not acquired. · 
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