Professor F. A, Russell Q=30-14,7

In addition to the property that the city has proposed
to take into its limits, I own some additional acreage,
being the South 600 feet of the tract, the front of which
is owned by Mr, Drake,

Under the circumstances, it seems to me an imposition
to include my property within the city limits, lhe supposition
raised by Hare and Hare that it was desirable for the city
to own 200 feet on the outside of public streets for the
purpose of protecting property owners, has no effect, 1in
my case, because I own ‘the property and am interested in
protecting its value,

As I have for a good many years, been one of the
.larger taxpayers of the city, I feel thatl I have been doing
my full part toward the support of the city, and 1 vigorously
inst the inclusion of the fifteen acres South of
whiegh' includes two vacant fivee
| N} five-acre tract occupied Dby
One interesting feéature is that the ilve-acres
occupied by my house fronts on Haskell property and all of
the lots to the North fronting the other ten acres are owned
by my daughter, Mrs, Dolph Simons, ana are already in the city

y

1imits., No improveménts whatever, occupy these lots at this
time,
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excluded ifrom fhe proposea action by the city, @na Ui ex"eby,
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save me andthe city the expense of litigation,

1 am sending Lvnis letter DY messSenger, Lchat 10 may
reach your nands without 1elLaVe. » & 'if%t-lilf chat VOou

city will see the justice of my stand, 1 remain,

Hespectl Lilly y AT S 4

Ne Ce Simons




