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¢ On Jenuary 11, 1967, in the United States Distrioct Court at San -
& Diego, Calif., alawsult was flled by the U.S. Government entitled 5 4 e,
i;U.S. Ve IMPERIAL IRRIGATION DISTRICT. This lawsult 1s to compel the -\LfY,
fr Imperial Irrization District to supply dnly enough water for one person e
 to farm 160 acres which principle 1s ¢ommonly known as the 160 acres e !
¢ limitation. The lawsuit 1s identified as Civil No. 67-7-T. T &
E 5 A ’ e,
You, Judge Turrentine, were appointed to be Judge of the U.S., Lﬁb

¢ District Court at San Diego on April 27, 1970 and thils lawsuit has been :
- assigned taq you. There are certain serious irregularities about
h}this lawsuit that must be brought to your attention. . 5 Ly e

b untll Sept. 25, 1970 which is 3% years. If this lawsult is again post- ' .

'Thls'iawsult has been constantly postpdned from Jan. 11, 1967

¥ poned, it means that the next scheduled hearing will be in 1971 or 4 ha 4
. Years of postponement. This 1s most serious for I am sure that you P .
§: Will recall the old saying, "Justice long postponed, is not. Justice | . . 7
g at all., It 1s Injustice."” : ‘ 5 PR e

Tty W

Now postponements in legal proceedings sxe very common and ofteﬁ g
necessary. During the 1llness and death of Judge Fred Kunzel, your

f: predecessor to whom this lawsult was assigned, postponements were e
i neécessary. But there has been many postponements for which the reason = /..

3

» 6an not be.easily obtalned. \ , , 1k
N ; : 7 - k ) s £

- The reason as given in the local newspapers and the San Diego ; s}%]
. Union, 1s usually a quotation by Reginal F. Knox of the law firm of -~ ..~ &

- HORTON,KNOX, CARTER, & FOOTE, which is the law group handling this law- . /"’
. 8ult for the Imperial Irrigation District. This 1s highly objection- - /}'
i able for the public may not get the correct explanation for the post- '
¢ Ponement , a - ; | 2 % PR v:‘;{':v
s : 3 ) S . (.1‘.

: My objection can best be understood by this incident. In the S
Tamous IVANHOE WATER DISTRICT v« McCRACKEN case which involved the very .
Same question of the 160 acres limitation, this very same law firm was | <

f. the lawyers for the big ranchers who were fighting this limitation. The ' °,
. lawsult finally went to the U. S. Supreme Court where it was unanimously' -

f decided that the 160 acres limitation must be applied. Harry Horton

4 Who was the head of this law firm and who personally appeared before
¢ the U,8., Supreme Court on this lawsuit, had the effrontery to issue a
. statement to the EL CENTRO POST-PRESS which took up one entire page, e
w Saylng that all the 9 U.S. Supreme Court Justices were wrong and rehash~- -
¢ lng the reasons which were the arguments he had personally presented - '
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toithe‘U.Sa Supreme Court.
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" You ean therefore understand why it 1s highly objectionable for thef;;}
Public to get its information from the statements of the law firm of e

' HORTON, KNOX, CARTER, & FOOTE. I have attacked this law firm for pub- .-

liclty statements it has put out before. Publlcity releases to news= '/ |
Papers are a way of practicing law before the BAR OF PUBLIC OPINION . .. ./~
and & method of moulding public oplnion especially if done by a law o AR
rll”m. b , Y & 4 § Soad - : a? _'_v“, 4 _‘\&(
it ' | > peta R
To explain these innumerable postponements, Knox is quoted by the .

Q' newspapers as saying words to thils effect, "The San Diego Federal °°“r§,’7;
- 18 very busy with criminal cases so all civil lawsults are being post- /%,
i Poned since criminal cases take precedence." Now this sounds like a .
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ensonuble stutement on the surface but is it the truth or half truth?

4 If the final decision i1s for applylng the 150 ncres limitution
iplus & favorable decicion in Yellen et ul., v. Walter Hieckel (Civil No,
$69-124~S in the U.S. Dlstrict Court, Sun Diego) wilch 18 & luwsuit to
‘pompel enforcement of the residency limitation so that only persons 1live
Ang here cun get water to farm, IT MFANS THAT THE LOCAL PEOPLE WILL NOT
;f'” DEFRAUDED OUT OF %50 MILLIONS YFARLY IN PROFITS FROM FARMING.

# < The Irvine Co,, Purex Corp., United Fruit Co., Dow Chemical Co,,
#Tenneco, Inc., Kailser Chemicul & Aluminum Co., Southern Pucific Lund Co.,
“petc, which are amongst the biggest corporations in the U.8., aure furm-
fing in thils area and they are not doing this for smyll profits. I strong-
iy doubt that the U.S., District Court ut S8an Diego has on the criminal
fcalendar any case involving the stewling of %50 millions yeuriy. 1If the
PU.S. Government is correct in its lawsult and if I um correct in mine,
#3t puts the Court in the untenable position of helping in this fruud Aif
~postponements are granted without good reason. These may be civil uctions
j.but they really cover criminnl actions of misfeousance, mulfeusance,

»8and nonfeuasance by officlals of the U,S. Interior Dept. The Interior
'*Dept. is notorious for such blemiches on 3its reputation und I give
,O0ffhand the famous Teapot Dome Scundal of the 1920's when Secretary of
“gInterior, Albert Full, was convicted of tuking %100,000.,00 u3 u bribe.

9 Gosslp alrendy 1s heard here which is putting a tarnish on the

& integrity of the U.S. District Court at San Diego by these innumeruble

& postponements. People are saying the big farm corporations have enough

#-political influence to stull the lawzuilt indefinitely. The citizens

¢ remember the testimony the Culif., Stute Attorney General's office gave
i beforca State leglslature comnlttee that the assessments.on the Irvine

% Co. 80,000 acres ranch in Orange County, were so false that instead of

i;pavlng ¢10% millions yeaurly in prCﬁerty taxes, Irvine was paying only
41% millions. THE TIRVINE CO, "SCAPFD PAYING %9 MILLIONS YEARLY AND EACH
i FAMILY IN ORANGE COUNTY HAD TO PAY %36.00 MORE PER YEAR IN TAXES TO
..MAKE UP FOR THE TAXES IRVINE DOES NOT PAY. People are no foolq., They

" have a good idea how thils fraud is brought about. :

i The Irvine Co., in Imperial Vulley has %16 millions of valuable

farmland and 18 in vioclation of the U.S. Reclumution Law if the Fed- ;
eral Gov't and I are correct. Irvine escupes 66% of its correct farmlund

% taxes here by faulse ussessments. It ezcupes lurge mmounts of wuter

;% biils by an electricity swindle whereby it and the cther absentee farm

{& corporations pay only 1/4 of the corrzct price for “:rigaution water

# while the residents are forced to pay 3 times the correcst price four

4t electricity to subsidize the blg ranchers wilo are mainly absentee

- and own 70% of the farmland here,

‘There 18 a big outcry for LAW & ORDrR novws, I feel that you will
i agree that LAW & ORUDER s=should apply to the low and high. “Innumeruble
¥ postponements to these blg corporations which control the Imperiul

' Irrigution District just hurts the reputution of tlie Court. X

These big corporations are controlled by very clever people. When

P 1t was announced that the Federaul Government wus golug to enforce the

¢ Reclamation lLaw, the Irvire Co. sent 1its Vice President Long down here

» to mnunke speeches and to orgunize the IMPERIAL RESOURCES ASSOCIATES to .

¢ collect money and enter the lawsult U.S5. ve IMPERINL IKRIGATION DISTRICT

| @8 "intervenors". Wlth the exception of Stephen Elmore, & big local

3 rancher who 18 1n violation of the 1£0 acres limitation, the other 9

i 1local lancdowners who entered us "intervenors" AxE IN CONFORMANCE WITH.

b THE RECLAMATION LAW, Not one blg avsentee fulm corporution hus its nume
on the legal puper asking to be admitted us Mintervenore". They stuy

well hidden behind the 9 misgulded locul furmers who signed this paper.

. *' Thig Imperial Resources Assocjutes hired O' Melveny & Myer y 8 luw
firm thut probably has the bigzcst political influence of all law firms
E in California. It has both big Republicans and Big Democrots und ex-
2 Deputy Attorney General of the U,S, Warren Caristopher. ILawyers fronm
O'Melveny & Myers came down to Impcerianl County and nude speeches advo- .

. ed in the local pupers and the San Diego Union. I started the atiawck on
¥ this law firm by accusing 1t of "practicing law before the Bur of .
JPublic Opinion" by mesns of Newsletters., These Newsletters were dist-
ributed to the generaul public, luwyers, Judgees, and Bur Assocluations
ull over California. My pueuphleliccring stopped tnem. The locul news-
papersa in collusion with the blg furmers keep a “Curtain of Silence”
on_uhatul.say“andrhow.the reputation of the Court 1s_-heing besmirched.

cating non-enforcement of the Reclummtion Law and were prominently quote - o
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