- éxpected to remain “in that location, and what compensation should
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solution to it is inequitable. I oather that the Budget Bureau is now op-
posed to it, but we will look at it, nevertheless. S e EETOT
Senator Baxer. Mr. Chairman, may I say a word in that respect. L

T think it is clearly a casé for concern and I could not say that your

- agree that Senator Tydings addresses himself by this amendment to an
area of real inequity and difficulty. I wonder, however, 1f we should
entirely limit our consideration to the “Ma and Pa” aspects of ity
because in my own experience I have seen young people just beginning

~ and commencing in business who frequentlay, are tenants and who are

f‘completely;destroyed‘ from a business stan point because they do not -
~happen to have a lease for a term of years or, as we lawyers say, any

- other freehold interest in the property. S R

T wonder if we should not give some thought to a change by this
~ bill'in the basic eminent domain relationship so that the court might
hear proof on the probability of the tenant being permitted to remain .
in that location and then apply the general rules of capitalization of

‘his reasonable expected profits, Pbecause 1 think that, really, is the

“underlying issue. The veal issue is what under ordinary circunmstances

- could a person expect to make in the reasonable time that he could be

" be paid to keep him from being left unwhole by ‘veason’ of ‘the in-
voluntary taking. I ‘thank Senator Tydings for his contribution. I
- wonder ‘though Tt we should not extend our oonsider*ation'of this
the commiittee beyond?.jusﬁt'hé*Maéa‘,nd Pa example which the Senator .
las been kind enough to. iveus, IR T
" Senator Typines. I think you definitely should. You have a re-
_ sponsibility to do ‘s;o",*Senaftdf;-'wnd*‘the‘lmerits are all as you indicate.
7 Of course you' will receive probably, stout opposition from the
i this dirvection

because it will cost: money. This whole area, the whole ‘area of fair

~ compensation for ‘those displaeed by Federal projects, urban renewal
‘and highway projects ‘deserves, as you' point out, réal overhauling, be-

cause the inequities ‘and the unfairnesses that are visited are tragic -
in many instances. SR i B AT
. And; of course,it'is generally the people least able to protect them-
~ selves, Teast ‘able to secure a da; ‘in court, who are hurt the iost. The
“cost’ will be something that ill hiave to ‘be takern i ‘consideration.
T have limited my amendment because T' think the der people, those
over 50, are hurt a Little harder than the young people. A young person -
is better able to land on his 3feet~13haﬁ‘-isom*éone‘fwh-bz,.hasi had his life -
involved in a neighborhood and knows everyone-~than the man who is
: going?intoftihe"shatdc‘vvs;inihis"déc?lif“fr'rgiy@iers:* Gy Gt AT e
7. Senator BAKER. “Well, T agree with you, Senator, but the likelihood
- is that we would ‘have less resistance from the Bureau‘of the Budget
- because of thersaving in money, but T am gure we all must bearin mind -

“that in the involuntary taking, in the eminent domain field;’ unique
“among all fields, T think we owe & positive obligation' to make sure
~ that the person whose pr perty is taken 18 not worse oit at
~ than he was before the taking. I really wonder if the (GOt
Government or: sm'ﬁ;gotfemmentgeisin‘cf)t?m pad faith to,in effect, say,
«Yéu must suffer for the cotmon good:in disptoportion‘to ‘the value
of the project to the population generally.” T e




