
1740 18th Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 

June 10, 1924 
 

Dear Dr. Church: 
 
Mr. Hester completely misinterpreted the agreement he had with me about last year’s rent. I have just 
written him a pretty sharp letter in regard to the matter. 
 
The understanding was that he was to pay me $65.00 for the month of April 1923 and $100.00 per 
month for the remainder of the year. When he came to me with the complaint that he had been under a 
good deal of expense in putting up fences and remodeling a chicken house into a cow shed and certain 
other handicaps, -which actually were such, -I agreed with him that he might defer a part of that $100.00 
rental till the next year. By this arrangement the rate remained at $100.00 but was to pay me at least 
$65.00 per month for the remainder of the first year and should pay me the full $100.00 plus $35.00, - 
total $135.00, - per month from the first of April 1924, thus trying to catch up with the deferred 
payments. The $65.00 payments he has not fully kept up and he has, of course, done nothing on the 
balance of $35.00 per month. 
 
In coming to a new arrangement with him at $75.00 per month, I voluntarily offered to count the rentals 
from the first of May 1923 at the same rate, thus releasing him from about $300.00 of back account. 
 
I have written him to the effect that if he signs the new contract as per agreement, that remissal of a 
portion of the back account holds, but if he does not, the old arrangement of $100.00 continues as long 
as he remains on the place and I shall hold him accountable for the complete back account. 
 
Please do not have him sign the new note I made out unless he first signs the lease, for the new note is 
based on the remission of a portion of the former debt under the $100.00 per month agreement. 
 
A provision allowing firewood for himself and servants on the place would be all right, but none to be 
taken from the property. 
 
If the well should again run so low as to make it impossible to pump water for more than one or two 
days, we might see if it would be possible to have the well dug a little lower and pump extended 
downward, but I would not think of guaranteeing that the engine or air pressure pump would work, as 
that might involve the expenditure of several hundred dollars for new equipment, which the rental of 
$75.00 per month would in no wise justify. If he can make the system work, well and good. 
 
Hester ought to consider that he is getting a very liberal offer, as he ask $35.00 per month for his own 
place with one house, no usable barn except a cow-shed and only 13 acres of land. For a little more 
than twice as much money he gets two houses, large barn and other buildings and 100 acres of land. 
The man, I believe, generally means well, but he gets some very lopsided views of things. 
 
He has considerable debt, but with his mail route and the dairy, he is able to meet current obligations all 
right, if he will manage right. I have told him that his rent must come next after food for his family. 
 
Of course, if he won’t sign, the only thing to do is to seek a new tenant. 
 
Have sent for insurance assignment papers, but they have not yet arrived.  
 
Yours Truly 
Percy B. Tripp 
 
Source: Special Collections 
University of Virginia Library 
“Papers of Merton Elbridge Church, 1866-1959” 


