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rush to gain per-
water was that g
orm is predicted
d Jan. 6, the first
M.0n about Dec, 21, A
) .‘iild:exp'ecggfd New,
upe ) rd Butts maoy-
[ed that e ation be made,
45 not seconded
decided to wait un-

ija dam'novil'_ in i
portedly 'ilash g?ig'-.l
the extent t at inere A
blance of a grout curtain beneath
e guctiice snd Waler ¢ pouring and the
B ss 1. Se o gL, affermoon—until ' further
control district supervisors today. o Nt St Moot
Tn.a brief but wallop-packed ” };“:&?’ :Iﬁn Robert I efevar ask-
report to the board, the county’s d grouti
e U T byl
his opinion the grouting is and
£an {00 shovy 24 et thee 5 echnical equipment wore seoms
no evidence that a dogie. o He said that the sub-contractor,
' e o eneatn e {0k Howard, is having diffioul:
ing througn, & waork, VR |
BAILEY REPORTS ORDERS SPEED Up. -
D, Bailey's repert vias augmen- The board_ordered’ Hallock ‘to
i el e B 2o, s o
both B i s ) . the cori and  grouting;
engineer and membersof the zone even fo the extent -og%iﬂging_fhé
one advisory bﬂa’ﬂﬂ Cremer _531'3 Ventura ojl tields for drillers who
“Rome is burning,” as he Ml;llﬂnh Might be able to lend the zone
e e alodk. ook oeLin & pinc
Loy concerned™ ov i e o0k except: oAl
fil'h?.'lrythat- ‘has developed at Ma- eY's report where it stated ‘that
tilija dam, S "y - there was no grout curtain be~
“Grouting is going entirely too neath the dam. “I don't see how
slow,” Cres ter said, “I am very he can tell whether or not there is
“So far there are Just| a grout curtain there, He can't
oles n0-evidence that| |See into the bowels of the eayth
a4 grouf curtain is being formed. any farther than I can" Hallock
| L B st o G
o hole through seams in the sand- the 'dandstone formation 4
%ﬁﬂé;’-"’ e_i' explained, “but [ Matilija canyon was “tight” and
instead of grout, water is flowing |that grout was being forced into
from most of the holes. the core holes With even greater
L Pressure than was usually neces-
sary, ! .
Bailey answered Hallock by say-
ing that cores show only flakes of
grout in the sandstone seams fin
the canyon floop, He added that
the flowing water was evidence
that there was no grout curtain,
Hallock countered with the ex-
planation that he thought the wa-
ter was coming from 8prings and
not from the lake which is begin=
Ling to form behind the dam, “The
water is warm and it is sulphur,
I'll bet that a dye test would show
that the water is not coming unde;
the dam, but is coming from
|sbrings,” Halloele said,
[, The board didn't wait for Hal-
,'%Iﬂ,d -’%‘@mﬂ‘ to %W Uﬁfn Lntil it
[had passed a mo ion  calling
immediate dye testing of th
| v the dam to sea
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2nd Day on Stand:

Prichar

X-Supervisor Russell €. Cook

was questioned about his ac-
quaintance with Donald R, War-
ren in tocday’s superior court ses-
sion of the Ventura county flood
control district-Warren company
trial over Matilija dam.

Under questioning by S. V. O.
Prichard, the district’s attorney,
Cook said he had known Warren
since 1942 or 1943, that théy had
visited at each othkr’s homes and
that they had been together on
pleasure trips. He indicated such
‘relationships continued after the
situation over Matilija dam grew
tense.

DENIES CONSULTATIONS

Cook said he had talked with
Warren’s attorneys but denied he
had consulted with them or had
gone to their offices, He also de-
nied he had called Walter J. Fourt
or Warren’s other attorneys about
what was happening in the dam
picture. He had no recollection, he
said, of calling Fourt when Cook
and several other supervisors re-
turned from a Sacramento con-
ference w1th state dam officials,

Prichard showed Cook .excerpts
from the diary of ‘John Hallock,
Warrens Matilija dam project
manager, which stated Cook had
gone to luncheon with Hallock on
the day in September, 1947, when
the geological repest on Matlh]a
dam was filed by Dri Thomas L.

had a conference withtHallock but
didn’t recall it. In Ea‘,n&‘wel to an-
other diary no‘cation,l ‘he said he
{land Fourt probably went to the
Warren office in Los Angeles

filed with supervisors in Decem-
ber, 1947, Cook said he went there
a number of times.

Prichard also showed Cook a
notation’ of Jan., 21, 1948, in the
diary of Joe Hyde, another War-
ren emplos‘;a It showed Cook had
had luncheon with Warren, Fourt,
Charles Loring, one of Warren’s
attorneys, and Carl Nelson, War-
ren! business associate. Cook said
he“was sure he had been with
them and admitted that the Ma-

situation was then tense. The

showed “various phases

discussed on the present
31tuat10n ar o

Under questlonmg by Lormg,
Cook said the January luncheon
wag the first time he had met
Loring, that he saw him later at
a club in I‘__.os Angeles and last
week at a club here. On ‘'only those
latter two occasions was there talk
about the lawsuit, Cook testified.

Bailey. Cook said h'é'ﬁ@:,ebably had’

after the claim of Warren was|

‘damsite to d Ss - strlppmg, Lor-
1ng agam queried the ex-super-
visor about tmate of the first
v151t reminding “him he would
he ve. celebrated his birthday on
M -ch 12, 1946. That was so, Cook
| ' “he therefore
ﬂ:nst discussion
ntrif ping and a
946 instead

noon in saying Warren had told

supervisors there would be 4,000/
acre feet to sell from Matilija dam;
Warren had said there would b
4,000 acre feel annual yield, Cook
declared. Cook didn’t believe
Walren ‘had ever set‘!a specific
amoynt of water available for
sale, He also told Lonng that when
bids for the dam were discussed,
supervisors discussed proceeding
with the project regardless of cost
because water was needed.
Prichard, again questioning
Cook, asked him if he had not had
a hallway conversdtion with War-
ren . after, his testimony in court
yvesterday and if Warren had
brought up the matter. of Cook’s
birthday and that his testimony

|ditions to plans would have to ba
‘made as work progressed to adapt

on 4,000 acre feet was wrong,
Cook said Warren may have men-
tioned the birthday but he did not
think Wanen had said anything
about the‘*ﬂl 000 acre feet matter.
Prichard also queshoned Cook
about statements of various su-|
pervisors when bids on the dam|
were discussed in executive ses-|
sion. He said he could not recall |
what any ‘of the supervisors or
Ryan had said. He said at all timeg
he relied on Warren for engineer-
ing and.geological information *“as
far as the dam was concerned.”
Cook testified yesterday that
(See COOK page 2)

VVanen “was unhappy about strip
pmg” prior to his presentation c
plans dnd specifications to = th
board of supervisors April - 23
1946. He believed Warren had ad-
vised supervisors -they had two
cheices: to wait for County Sur-
veyor Robert L. Ryan fo do the
stripping work or to proceed.with
the plans and do the work as part
of construction. He said various
board members stated to Warren
they wanted him to go ahead with
preparation of plans in order to
get construction started so that

Cook said he didn’t hear Ryan
say he was unable- to.sink a test
pit at the damsite until about the
time stripping was finished and
just about the time that plans
were presented, He said he never
heard that Ryan didn’t have the
personnel nor equipment to sink
the test pit prior to the filing of
the district~-Warren lawsuit.
EXCAVATION DEPTH

Accordmg to Cook Warren told
superv1sors when he presented
plans .and . specifications that he
did notﬁknow how far excavation
would havexto 20, to reach bed-
rock, Q'Lsald Im!_ler supervisors
were aware ‘the plans called for
an assumed rockline. Cook also
reported that Warren in executive
session’on May 28, 1946, when bids
for the dam job were opened,

|ing from the state, Cook declared.

{application to store water would

||be expected because all new dams
lleak some. He, too, said, Warren

there would be water that winter.’

22999
maide a statement that there would
noi. be enough money from the
bonu issue to complete the three
portions of the dam project and
that additional money would be
needed. Warren told the board
Cook said. he would make a com-
putation of figures of the addition-
al money that would be needed
and would take up the matter
with supervisors and the zone onc
advisory board.

Both in June and July 1946,
Warren advised that additional
money would be needed to com-
plete the project, Cook said, add-
ing Warren also made a similar re-
port after excavation of the dam-
site had been completed.. No board
member said the ‘construction
should not proceed, Cook testified.
He also reported that Warren told
supervisors wwhen bids were being
considered that changes and ad-

plans to geological conditions.
Cock said he inspected the floor
of the damsite when it was ex-
cavated and that the place looked
to him like hard material. He also
reported that when Warren resign-
ed from the dam job Feb. 6, 1948
he did so at the request of super-
visors shortly after a settlement
had been reached with contractors
on the dam., He said at the time
the settlement with the contractors
was madde supervisors were not
advised about the basis for pay-
ment, -
GROUTING DISCUSSED
~ JAfter the Warren company re-
signed 'and until Cook left the
board of supervisors on Jan. 1,
1949, the supervisors received no
direction or suggestion for grout-

He also reported that in the sum-
mer of 1948 state division of dam
leaders told him, Ryan and Su-
pervisors Robert Lefever and Rich-
‘ard, Bard that Matilija dam was
satxsfactory, the state would re-
quire no further work and that an

beé granted if made by the district.

Cpok reported that both Warren
and A, W, Simmonds, grout ex-
pert-called in by the dzslrict, told
supervisors that dam leakage could

had presented plang and specifi-
cations for a rockfill dam when
plans and specifications for an
arch type dam were considered.
According to Cook, Warren said
he was presenting both sets of
plans < fo establish comparative
costs -between the two types of
dams_and also to try and get a
lower bid on the arch-type dam.
The - district attorney advised the
board not to advertise the rockfill
dam plans for bid, Cook declared.

Under questioning by Prichard,
Cook. said that Warren on trips to
Matilija canyon prior to the filing
of the zone one report had point-
ed out and discussed only one dam-
site, 'He also said he understood
the damsite spoken of in the sup-
plemental zone one report was the
one used in construction and that
Warren had so informed him. /-

Cook told Prichard there had
been board room discussions with
Warren about the sale of dam wa-
ter, He said he' believed Warren

rainfall of 1946 and 1947 and that
ynanxgen had m:tar? "H‘iere w?suid be
acre or 81.!]301‘\"

sell, Coole %ﬂt Wa T
advised tH.é for
\&%‘cer would range from $15

During questlomng, Cook told
Prichard he had littlesrecollection
of dates or sequenc
said he ‘pelieved a

*t (o]

‘ook trxp to the d-amslte to discuss
ripping came after Ryan had
cen authorized. to do. t'he‘ ‘work,
e‘}dwl not recall that Warren at
:hat time said anythmg \about
blans  and specifications. Cook
could not recall whether Warren
commented on the use of a bulls
dozer to do the stripping work.
Prichard asked Cook if, after a
May 1947 letter from Warlen ap-
peared in a newspaper, supervisors
discussed the matter in regard to
Warren’s disatisfaction with abut-
ment stripping. Cook said he did
not remember but believed super-
visors probably had discussed the
matter., He said he knew one let-i

had told the board they should get

the dam built in order to capture

ter was published before super-|
visors saw it but he thought they
“got on their ear” about a later
letter. He said the boardi knew
very well Warren wasadlsat-xsfrgd
with the str1ppmg:befo1_e_ that time.
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