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with owners, to relieve congestion in' the' courts, to agsure consistent treatment

for owners in the "m\'any;federal,pro’gram-‘s,*and to promote public ‘confidence in
federal lax‘Id'aeqUi‘s‘ition,“praeti*ces; and—". Gt R
Not the least of these items is to promote public confidence in federal land
“acquisition practices, Which"at"’the”p'refsent"time ‘is at a low water mark. Too
many people have been mistreated, mislead, and unjustly deprived of that which
was rightfully theirs—just and fair compensation for property lost ‘to the
federal government in'the ‘interest of the general welfare. .

. The Grange pelieves that all citizens bear equal responsibility to their govern- |
ment. However, this does not say that we pelieve that some people should edr
an inequitable amount of the responsibility for the general welfare, This has

been the case in our federal land acquisition policy as well as in a nu
states. : SR s R e b
In relationship to paragraph 2 of gection 901, ‘which requires that a ‘property |

" owner should be given the opportunity. to aceompany the appraiser during his -

inspection of the property, my Own experience does not indicate that there is -
" any reason for this. provision because I not ‘only ‘welcomed them, but found ‘it
- essential in order to obtain the information which is required before an accurate

appraisal ean be made. It is also a matter of just plain good manners. -
- Apparently there has been some question ‘raised by the failure to follow the
kind of policy which we had adopted, therefore to cover those instances the
Grange would support this recommendation. R R T

The only part of this legislation. hich we would question would be paragraph

10 of section 901. Under the policy which we followe:

: 3 , ch we such 1and was depreciated
or the remnant of a*p‘xoperty'by'as;“muéh’jasf9;‘0:%,.‘ In other words, the property
owner was paid that share of the’ value of the land This then left him to nego-

£ with an adjacent property owner which was sually

tiate the sale of the remnan
not too difficult to do. -~ - P , . v

We would suggest however, that in some instances these units-are so small
that it is uneconomic to keep them but it is also uneconomic to pay the cost of

the transfer of the remmnant of the property. If the government would have any
responsibility at all at. this point; it ‘would seem to us that its ‘responsibility
should be to cover the cost of the transfer ‘the property, especially when it has
to be sold at an extremely low price. To have the government acquire this prop-
erty would mean that it also would own & ot ‘of property adjacent to Tegitimate
rights of way and the problem of transferring property £ the Federal Govern-.
ment back into private hands is si ply so great and so coniplicated that it would .
have a tendency to remain with the government. ‘Most of this would have to be
. cared for, the fencing would have “to be irregular, and the whole problem of up-

‘keep would far outweigh any other | oblems' including the ‘cost of the transfer

of this property toa willing buyer. i e B b W R e

The only other suggestion which we have is that in cases where a large amount
of property is taken in one area, and in those areas where there are people who’s
roots are deep and where for many generations people have lived, then the acqui-
sition of comparable property’ becomes ‘considerably - ,ni_oreje)tpens‘iv‘e}fphan,'the
value of the property which has peen tal when that value has been established
by sales prior to the taking of this land and rty by eminent ddxrsl’aiq.‘,{rhe_’

very act of taking property creates a shortage of property in an area. Some con-
‘ farm land, to com '

sideration should be given, especial and, to o«
individuals for a part of the increme that is the d
of the shortage which has been crea sition
not sure just how this should be state
- Committee and its staff understand how
and ‘that some provision should be
provide that the person who has ,
similar value and gimilar utility.” - T T P
~ This is not quite so important in terms of single dw 11ings, nor iy it 'so irhpor-
O vty Tt is extremely important in terms of farm
n for purposes of inundatién, bécause

' n’ whic
perty may acquire roperty a

tant in terms of business Dro rty. I
land, especially when that farm land is. :

this means that in" mahytare\ais, the only prime farm land that is ay lable has
all been taken and’ the cor " is not’ ay e at’any -

- result of this, is an ‘economic problem which. n be
4negot»ig1;i‘phsand setplementfpy'p‘r(‘)pefijty“yvh_ére;t_p} § situal




