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loses theincaSe,_,,the. Governmeutipays he cost of th , : ,
~on the part of the person who has 2, )pealed their decision. This would
_ bring justice back 1in the picture. I d%not think it would create a lot
more court cases, T think 1t would solve a lot of court cases. L
Incidentally, T think your legislation here would take g great many
~ cases aut of the courts because 1f they had offered the reasonable price
at the first time, this is all it would have taken to get a settlement.
When they do not, then people get angry and they go to court.. They
have a right to 80 to court. That is what courts are for. I think this
bill would restore some of the confidence that people have in the
Government, I am getting pretty annoyed at this continual attack on
our Government, because I think it Is extremely dangerous . for
Go‘yerjnment.,,5, ;,» e e s , ;
‘But I am also annoyed at the >eople who, by their arrogance and by
~ their undue exercise of power, bring this criticism about, R
- We suggest that where eminent domain proceedings are instituted

- OF negotlations are entered into prior to the taking of whole areas of

;j;h,’{eost‘ of the court prO'ceed\ings

of understandable language, preferably in a printed brochure, of their
rights in this case. ) ost of them do not know their rights as well as
~ the rights of the Federal Governmentv.tThis,Wou‘ld. avoid a lot of the
- confusion, I do not see why this could not be done and done very easily,
to the benefit of all concerned. e ‘ S :
_In terms of the testimony that was given by the Department of
Defense, I would like to make & couple of comments on that. A great
‘share of the correspondence I get has to do with the Corps of Engineers
and their taking procedures, A T R A o
. We would oppose their suggestions, under section 802 on page 8.

| 1 do not think any?odyks}lould write into this kind of leglséla,tiqntha;t

ment, then where is our defense? ‘ T ‘ :

- We also would oppose their suggestions for amending  sections
803(a) and 803(c) where they would include the words “to the max-
imum extent applicable.” This is on the bottom of page 9 of their
testimony. LT e | e T ;

~ This is an escape clause that is a nothing word, “to the maximum

extent ,a.pplica;ble;;’,”{WHO’;{'dgtermine.s’,What}isfthe ‘maximum extent

applicable? These are ways out of responsibilities, A
~ The Bureau of the Budget recommendations on 804 we would oppose
and we would oppose them especially in relation to the flood control
projects. (S e S L e
In 805, the substitution of the word “property” for “farm? might
accomplish the same 'objectives,'butffrank]y,l* think you have an awful
lot of discontent in the farming'commﬁnity over some of these takin.
proceedings. I think that you might want to include “property,” but

I would not exclude “farm.” T wonld want these farmers to Enow that
they were being considered and they are almost special cases. T know
I am prejudiced, but T think they are pretty much special cases,
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