#36 12/10/65

Memorandum £5-76

Subject: Study No, 36(L) - Condemantion Law and Procedure {Obtaining
Factual Information)

We can give you only en incomplete report on the various means the
Commission might use to obtain factual‘information relating to the study
of condemnation law and procedure. Nevertheless, there are some steps
that can be taken now and these are outlined below. We anticipate that
we will follow up this initial consideration of this matter at subsequent
meetings as more information on what is available comes into our hands.

We believe that two types of factual information are needed., First,
we need information of a statistical nature. This includes information
on the extent of the use of condemnation, nature of the takings, cost
experience, and the like. It includes information on anticipated future
needs and the like. BSecond, we need information in the nature of case
studies that demonstrate the need for changes in the existing case or
statutory law to eliminate unjust results in particular types of cases,

We report below the information we have acquired, the actions we
suggest be taken at this time, and the additional suggestions we present
for your consideration,

Mailing list on eminent domsin

We have made a number of efforts to obtain the names of persons who
are interested in eminent domain and are willing to submit comments on our
tentative recommendations. We published a notice in the State Bar Reports
and in variocus legal newspapers indicating that we were working on this

project and requesting interested persons to contact us so that we could
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send them tentative recommendations, You will also recall that we
contacted a number of state agencies and reguested that they send
representatives to our meetings. In additicn, we have worked with the
League of California Cities and the Association of County Counsels and
District Attorneys. See, for example, the letter from the League of
California Cities to various city attorneys {Exhibit IT, blue pages).

As a result of these efforts we have compiled a list of approximately
300 persons who are interested in this subject and have indicated that they
afe willing to comment on tentative recommendations. This list is attached
as Exhibit I (gold pages--exhibit is unnumbered). After the list was
prepared, several additional persons indicated their interest in being
rlaced on the list,
‘ We believe that the persons on this list represent a group that is in
an excellent positicn to advise ws of specific cases where the existing
statutory or case law has resulted in injustice. We suggest that we send
a form letter to the persons on the list requesting them to advise us of

such specific cases. The suggested letter follows:




« STATE OF CALIFORNIA EDMUND G. BROWH, Governor

CALIFORNIA LAW REVISION COMMISSION
ROOM 30, CROTHERS HALL

STANFORD UNIVERSITY

STANFORD, CALIFORNIA 94305

To:  Persons commenting on teniative recommendations relating to conderma-

vion law snd procsdure prepaved by the Californls Law Revision Commission.

*

As you kmnow, the Califorenia Law Revision Commission has undertaken a
study ol condemnatisn law and nroosedure with a view “a preparing & compra-
nensive statuie on this subject. The Commissiosn is now engaged in collecting
the factual information that is needed <o insure that +he reconmendsd statute
will cowrrect the defects in the exisving California case and statuiory law.

=

We believe thet you may be in = position to assist the Commission in its .
erforts to collect this information. Specifically, we wish to be advised
of specifie instances where ihe existing case or statutory law has required
an unjust result in a particular case, For example, in the case of condemnors:
Has the lack of the power of immediate possession created sericus problems in
specific cases? Have the limitalions on acquiring property for future use
seriously hampered proper planning for future expansion? Have the limitations
on recognition of benefits to the remaining pertion of a parcel resulted in
unfairly compensating the condemnee? Has the concept of "public use" or
"necessity” created serious problems in particular cases?

(:: In the case of altorneys representing condemnees: Does the existing law
provide just compensation and, if not, what examples can be given of specific
instances where campensation has been inadequate as a result of the exigting
statutory or case law? Do the present procedures for taking immediate possession
result in serious problems for persons occupying land? Is the existing pro-
cedure for apportionment o {he award betwsen landiord ard tenant satisfactory?
Hag injustice resulted in cases where a condemmatisn proceeding is abandoned?
Have problems arisen whers buildings or other improvements are being cone
structed at the time the swmmons is served in the condemnation proceading? Has
the distinction between real and personal property created seriosus problems?
Has the effect of general inowledge that a public improvement is likely crected
seriocus problems for landowners in the area where the nublic improvement is
likely t> be constructed? Do condemnors offer a fair amount for the proparty
prior to commencing the condemmsiion proceeding?

These are merely illustraiions of the types of situations that should be
considered in determining what specific cases should be brought to ths
attention of the Commission.

The Commission is aware of a mumber of areas where the existing- law appears
to be defective. However, the Commission seeks specific instances that demon-
strate how the existing law has resulted in injustice in particular cases. We
hope that you will be able to provide us with such specific instances based on
your own experience in this field.

(:;s Yours truly,

Jotm H. DeMoully
Bxecutive Secretary
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Interim committee assistance

Ysu will recall that at the last meeting Senator Cobey indicated that

he saw no reason why interim commiittees could not he used to gather the

necessary factual information. He suggested that we contact Senator
Grunsky if the Commission concludes that interim committees should be used
for such purpose,

We have written to Agsemblyman Song to obtain his wviews on this matter.
He deoes not plan to attend the December meeting and we have not yet received
his views on this matter,

We suggest that we defer contacting interim committees until after
the January meeting at the earliest., In the event that the Commission
decides to contact the interim committees, we believe that a study along
the lines of the sovereign immunity study would be of walue. BSuch a study
would involve preparing a questionnaire to all or a representative group
of public entities and private condemnors, The preparation of the
questionnaire would be an undertaking that would require considerable
analysis in order to insure that all needed information would be requested.
We are concerned that we may not yet be in a position to prepare such a
questionnaire. (An examination of the questionnaire completed by the
California Department of Public Works for the federal congress {pink pages)
discloses a number of items that were included to determine the cost of !
anticipated recommendstions.) The tabulation of the responses to the
questionnaire would be a substantial and expensive undertaking. Perhaps
data processing equipment could be used.

The interim committee could prepare a report presenting the information 5

obtained as a result of the gquestionnaire, This report would be similar to
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that prepared by the Select Subcommitiee except that it could be limited
to factual information and would not necessarily have to contain recom-
mendations. The Comission's staff could assist the interim committee in
preparing the questionmaire and the report.

An interim committee might find it feasible to contact esch or a
representative number of persons who recently had property purchased or
condemned by a state or local entity or private condemnor to determine the
reaction of such persons to their treatment in the transaction., This
would be a castly undertaking.,

We believe that the information that could be obtained as a result
of the two research projects cutlined above might be of great value,
depending upon the degree of ccoperation received, Either of the resesarch
projects would eppear to be beyond the rescurces presently available to
the Cocmmission,

An interim committee siso might be useful in obtaining informetion
frcm public agencies in the event that such agencies fail to furnish needed
information to the Commission upon reguest.

Information provided by Department of Public Works

Annual Right of Way Report July 1, 1964 to June 30, 1965. This report

is contained on the white pages which follow the "Public Works" teb. This
report contains general background information on the volume and cost of
right of way acquisition. We plan to discuss the report at the meeting.
Bob Carlson will, we anticipete, be available to answer any guestions.

Information relating to California provided to comply with Congresgicnal

Request, On the pink sheets, a number of very valuable tables are set out.
We plan to examine this material at the meeting. Again, Bob Carlson will
be available to answer questions. We urge you to read this before the meeting.
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Unfortunately a key figure in Table V is not legible. We have asked
Bob Carlson to provide us with this information, HNote that much of the
information is based on estimates,

Information relating to All States provided to comply with Congressional

Hequest, The yellow sheets consist of a number of tables containing the
same information as the pink sheets but information for all states is set
out, Interesting comparisons can be made with the tables on the pink
sheets, We will discuss this generally at the meeting.

Steps _in scheduling a highway project. The material on the green

sheets provides a description of the steps in scheduling a highwsy project.
We urge you to read this interesting document. You will find the
information of great value in making decisions that involve time limits in
procedural aspects of condemnation, We do not plan to discuss this at the
meeting, but Bob Carlson will (we anticipate) be available to answer any
questions you may have.

Information on data processing equipment. The Right of Way Department

has advised us that the remainder parcel study material has been placed on
electronic data processing, but no programs have been set up to extract any
of the data. We anticipate that we will discover the type of information
needed in connection with a particular aspect of the condemnation study at
the time we take up that portion of the study. We can then request the
Department of Public Works to determine whether any needed information placed
on electronic data processing can be extracted for use by the Commission.

The buff sheets consist of {L) the new data processing sheet that was
put into effect on July 1, 1965 (first page ) and {2) an explanation end
analysis of the present data processing system. (We have not duplicated

certain documents relating to the system in effect prior to July 1, 1965.)
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The information fed into the data processing equipment includes the
following for each parcel: E

1. Humber of fee interests in parcel.

2. Iluxber of leasehsld interests in parcel,

3. Whether cwner is cecupant.

4. Vhether total or partial teke and areas taken and remaining.

5. Best use of property and whether improved or unimproved.,

6. Whether independent appraisers employad,

7. How settled (contract, stipulated judgment, contested Judgment) and
whether settlement amount same as first approved appraisal,

8. Amount paid for land, for improvements, and for damages (shown
geparately).

<:: 9. Additional information (see buff pages),
The three articles which follow the buff rages (on blue, gold, and
white pages) indicate the type of analysis that is being made of the material
collected in the remainder parcel sales study. We suggest you read then.

Obtaining Information from Other Sources

We are now in the process of contacting various sources that might
provide pertinent information:

Department of General Services

Department of Water Resources

Department of Education

City of Los Angeles
We do not expect to have any information from these sources availsble in
time for the December meeting,

(:: Respectfully submitted,

John H. DeMoully
Executive Secretary




CONDEMRATION MAILING LIST

STATE BAR

Mr. Jack A, Eayes, Secretary
The Siate Ber of California
601 MeAllister Street

San Francisco 2, Celifornia

Mr. Hezen L., Matthews
Legislative Representative
State Bar of California
601 HcAllister Street

San Franecisco, Californie

STATE BAR COMMITTEE ON CONDEMNATION
LAV AND PROCEDURE

Southern Secticn

Richard L. Huxtable (Vice Cheirman)
T4O Rovan Bullding
3458 South Spring Street
Los Angeles 13, Califcrnia
{listed with Attorneys for
Condemnees )

Richard A. Del Ouereto

112 Hobil Building

612 South Flower Street
los Angeles 13, California

(listed with Attorneys for
Condemmees

Donald J. Drew

621 South Hope Street, Suite 1206

Log Angeles, California 90017
{11sted with Attorneys for

Condermees )

Jerrold A, Fadem (listed on p,15)

5455 'ilshire Bouleverd

Lo? .!m%eles California 90036
listed with Attorneys for
Condemnees)

STATE BAR COMMITTEE -~ Southern Sec., Cont'd.

George C. Hadley
621 South Hope Street
Los Angeles, Californis OOLT
{listed with Attcrneys for Condemmees)

Homer L. MeCormick, Jr.,
Lol West Bth Sireet
Santa Ana, California

John K. Melaurin
411 West Pifth Street
Los Angeles 13, Californis
(11sted with Attorneys for Condemmees)

R. B. Pegram, (listed under Dept. Pub: Wks.)

D;ﬁgrtment of Public Horks
3540 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 1100
Los Angelss5,, California

Enog C. Reid ‘
Box 152, 3800 Orange Street
Riverside, Califormisa

Roger M. Sullivan
709 Rowan Bullding
458 Bouth Spring Street
Los Angeles 13, Califcrpia
(1isted with Attorneys for Condemnees)
Northern Section

Holloway Jones (Chairman)
369 Pine Street
Sen Franeisco b, Californis

(11ated under Dept, of Public Works)
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State Bar Committee - Northern Sec.

JUDICIAL COUNCIL

Cont'd.

Richard A. Clarke
1634 Fifth Avenue, P.O. Box 1257
San Rafael, California

George De Leu
620 MHarket Street
8an Francisco, California

Stephen W. Hackett
2k0 Stockton Street

San Francisco, California 94108
(listed with Atiorneys for

Condemnees)

Jese 5. J&Ckson, Jrf

16 Third Avenue

San lMateo, Califcrmia
(1ist under Atty*s for Condemmees,
p. 18)

Lawrence W. Jordan, Jr,
111 Sutter Street
San Francisco, California

Robert E. Nisbet
508 - 16th Street
Dakisznd, California

jorman S. Wolff
206 City Hall
Sen Francisco, California 9hlc2

Jon D, Smock

Judicial Council

Administrative Office of the Courts
Lh200 State Buillding

San Francisco, California

STATE AGENCIES

OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL
Los Angeles

Thoemas A. Freiberg, Jr.

Deputy Attorney General
Department of Justice, State Bldg.
Los Angeles, California 90012

Walter S. Rountree

Assistant Attorney General
600 Stete Building

Los Angeles, Celifornie 90012

Sacramento

Mr. Charles A. Barrett
Asslstant Attorney General

Room 500, Wells Fargo Bank Bldg.
Fifth Street & Capitol Mall
Sacramento, California 95814

Mr, F. G. Girard
Attorney Generalls Office
State Capitol

Sacramento, Californis




GFCI OF ATIT. Gmo - Cont-'d.

Mr. John M, Morrison

Deputy Attorney Genersl
Bepartment of Justice

Fifth Street and Capitol Mall
Bacramento, California 95814

Mr. Villard Shank

Asgistant Attorpey General
Library end Cowrts Bldg., Room 538
Sacramento, Californin

San Francisco

Mr. Robert L. Bergmann
Attorney General's Office
State Bullding

Sen Francisco, Califernia

DEPT ., OF PUBLIC WCORKS

Los eles

Mr. R. B. Pegram (14sted w/St. Bar)
Dept. of Public Works

3540 Wilshire Blvd., Suite 1100
Los Angeles 5, California

Sacramento

Robert F. Carlason

Dept. of Public Works

1120 "N" Street - P.0, Box 1499
sacramento 7, California

DEPT. OF PUBLIC 'JORKS « Cont'd.

Harry 5. Fenton, Chief Counsel
Dept. of Public Yorks

1120 "N" Street

Sacramento 7, California

San Diego

Riehard G. Rypinski, Attorney

Dept. of Public Vorks, lLegal Division
530 San Diego Trust & Savings Bldg.
San Diego, California 22101

San Francisco

Holloway Jones (under State Bar Committee)
Department of Public Works

369 Pine Street

San Franeisco, California

DEFT, OF GENERAL SERVICES

Mr, Thomas H. Clayton, Senior Counsel
Dept. of General Services

1108 "0" SBtreet

Sscramento, California 95814

Mr. Louis J. Heinzer, Chief Counsel
Dept. of General 3Bervices

1108 "0" Street, Room 217
Sacramento, California 9581k




STATE AGENCIES - Cont'd.

UNIVERSITY CF CALIFCRNIA

Mr. John P, Sparrow

Office of Vice Pres. & Gen, Counsel
590 University Halli

2200 Unlversity Avenue

University of Californisa

Berkeley 4, California

RECLAMATICON BOAHRD

Mr. Thomas T. Jordan, Counsel

The Reclamation Board of the State
of California

1416 Hinth Street

Sacrauento 14, California

DEFT., OF WATER RESOURCES

Mr. Richard D. Msrtland
Department of Water Resources
1416 Hinth Street {P.0. Box 388)
Sacramenteo, Californis

COUNTIES AND COUNTY AGENCIES

COUNTY SUPERVISORS ASS'N

Mr. Jack M. Merelman, Legal Counsel
c/o County Supervisors Ass'n.

1100 Elks Buildirpg

Sacramento, Californis {1%)

COUNTIES & COUNTY AGENCIES - Cont'd.

COUNTY COUNSELS & DISTRICT ATTORNEYS

Eureka, California

Mr. Thomss M. Montgomery, County Counsel
Fumboldt County Courthouse
Eureka, Californie

Fairfield, California

My, James M. Shumray

County Counsel of Solanc County
P, 0. Box 154

Fairfield, Califcrnia

Los Angeles, California

Mr. David M. Ager, Depuby County Counsel
Suite 648, Hall of Administration
Los Angeles 12, California

Mr, Walter R. Burkley, Jr.

Ofe. of County Counsel of Los Angelee Mounty
Suite 648 Hall of Administration

500 West Temple Street

Los Angeles, California 90012

Mr, Harold W. Kennedy, County Counsel
648 Hall of Administration
Los Apgeles 12, Californie

Mr, Terry C. Smith, Dep. County Counsel
Suite 650, Hell of Administeation
Los Angeles 12, California
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COUNTY COUNSELS & DISTRICT ATTY'S.

San Diego, California

Cakland

Mr. Willism S. Coit

Deputy District Attorney

Alameda County Courthouse, Bm. 900
Cekland 12, Californis

Redwood City, California

Mr. James M. Parmelee
Deputy District Attorney
Hall of Justice and Records
Redwood City, California

Mr. Irank Piombo

San ilateo County Distriet
Attorney's Qffice

Hall of Justice and Records

Redwood City; California

Riverside, Califorais

Mr. Ray T+ Sullivan, Jr.
County Counsel

Court House

Riverside, California

Sacramento, California

Mr. John B. Reinrich, County Counsel
County Administration Building

827 Seventh St., Room 433

Sacramento 14, California

Mr., Bertram Mclees, Jr.

County Counsel, County of San Dlego
302 Civic Center

Sen Diego, California

Mr, James S. Milch

Deputy City Attorney

City Administration Building
San Diego, California 92101

Mr, James Miller
Deputy County Counsel
302 Civle Center

San Diego 1, California

Mr, David B, Walker
Deputy County Counsel
Room 302, Civic Center
San Diego, California

San Jose, California

Mr, Richard S. Harrison
County Counselfs Office

T0Q VWest Rosa Sireet

San Jose, California 95113

Office of Santa Clara County Counsel
TC West Hedding Street, Suite 507
San Jose 13, Californis
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COUNTY COUNSELS & DIST. ATTY!S-Cont'd

San Rafael, California

County Counsel of Marin County
235 Civic Center
San Rafael, Californisa

Santa Ana, California

Mr. Adrian Kuyper
Assistant County Counsel
County of Orange

P. 0. Box 1863

Santa fns, California

Santa Rosa, California

Mr. John C. Gaffney
Assistant County Counsel
2555 Mendocino Avenue
Santa Rosa, Celifornia

Ventwra, Californis

Mr. K. D, Lyders

Office of District Attorney
Ventura County Courthouse
Ventura, Californise 93001

COUNTY AGENCIES

DEPT. OF COUNTY ENGINEER

Mr. John A. Lambie, County Engineer
Dept. of County Engineer,

Mapping Divieion

102 Vest 2nd Street

Los Anpeles, California 90012

Attn: Mr, R. E. Garcia

EAST BAY MUN. UPIL, DIST.

Mr. John B. Reilley, Asst. Atty,

Fast Bay Municipal Util. Dist, Legsl Dept.
P. 0. Box k616, Bayshore Station

Cakland 23, California

LOS ANGELES COUNTY FLOCD CONTROL DIST.

Mr. Morton H. Crystal, Valuation Engineer
Los Angeles County Flocd Control Dist.
Box 2418, Terminel Annex

Los Angeles, California 90054

Mr, Olof W. Olson

Los Angeles County Flood Control District
P. 0. Box 2418, Termina}l Annex

Los Angeles, California S0Q5E

Mr, A, T. Rugk, Valuation Engineer

Los Angeles County Flood Control Distyist
Box 2418, Terminal Annex

Los Angeles, California 90054

Mr, James R. Yallace

Los Angeles Couniy Flood Control District
P. 0. Box 2418, Terminal Annex

Los Angeles, California 9005k

METROPOLITAN TRANSTT AUTHORITY

C. M. Gilliss, Executive Director
Metropolitan Transit Authority
1060 South Broadvay

Los Angeles 15, California




SACR/.. ENTO MUNICTPAL UTIL. DIST.

David S. Kaplan, Attorney
Sacramento Municipal Utility Dist.
6201 & Street .
Post Office Box 2391

Sacramento 11, California

SOUTHERN CALIFCRNIA RAPID TRANSIT
DISTRICT

Mr. Milton McKay
So. Calif. Rapild Transit Dist.
1060 South Broadway
Los Angeles, Celifornia 90015

CITIES

LEAGUL OF CALIFORNWIA CITIES

Mr. Jack D. Wickware

League of California Cities
Hotel Claremont Building
Berkeley 5, California

INDIVIDUAL CITIES

Mr. Mark C. Allen
City Hall
Inglevocd, California

Mr. Rcdney R. Atchison
City Attorney

115 Vine Street

Santa Cruz, California

Mr. Donald C. Atkinson
Deputy City Atiorney

Office of the City Attorney
Room 412, City Hall

Zan Jose, California 95110

Mr. Robert H. Baida
City Hall
Fresno, California

Mr. Stanley B. Christensen, City Attorney
City of Fullerton, City Hall

303 W. Commomwealth

Fullerton, California

Mr. Robert G, Cockins
City Hall
Sante Monica, California

Mr. Richard E. Gardella, City Attorney
Office of City Attorney
Redwood City, California

Mr. Frank Gillic
City Attorney

P. 0. Box 607
Sunnyvale, California




INDIVIDUAL CITIES - Cont'd.

Mr. Samuel Gorlick, City Attorney
City of Burbank

275 East COlive Awvenue

Burbank, California

Mr. Roland Henning

Deputy City Attorney

City Hall

San I'rancisco 2, California

Mr. Harold A. Irish, City Attorney
203 South School Street
Ukiah, California

Mr. 4. B. Keel
City Lttorney
Hawthorne, California

Mr. Harry Kevorkian, Dep. City Atty.
Room 412 City Hall

First and Mission Street

San Jose, California

Mr. John A. Klein, City Attorney
City Hall
Santa Rosa, Californis

Mr. Philip M. kadden
Office of the Cliy Attorney
Suite 600, City Hall
Long Beach, California 90802

Mr. Charles R, Martin
City Hall
San Marine, California

Mr, Henry McClernan
City Hall
Glendale, California

Mr.: Paul N. McCloskey, Jr.
MeCloskey, Wilson, Mosher & Martin
801 Welch Road

Pale Alto, California

Mr. Hilton J. bHelby
City Attorney

City Hzli

Oakland, California

bMr., Peyton H. Moore, dJr.

Div., Chief Deputy City Attorney
2011 City Hall

Los Angeles 12, California

8-




INDIVIDUAL CITYIES, Cont'd.

Mr. Ralph H. Prince

City Attorney

City Hall, 426 W. Third Street
San Bernardino, Californis

Mr. Richard G. Randolph
City Attorney

330 ilest Twentieth Avenue
San Mateo, California g4k02

Mr. Stanley E, Remelmeyer
City iAttorney - City Hall
3031 Torrance Boulevard
Tarrance, Californis

City of Santa Clars
1500 “laxrburton Avenue
Santa Clara, California

Mr. Vendell Thompson
City Hall, Room 202
Pasadens, California

Mr. Gilmore Tillmsn

Chief Asst, City Attorney
Dept, of Water and Power
207 South Broadway

Los Angeles, California

Mr. John Woodhead

City Attorney

Office of City Attorney
Riverside, California

SCHCOL DISTRICTS

Mr. Harold W. Culver

Director of Building Planning & Construction
San Diego City Schools

Park Boulevard at [l Cajon

San Diego 3, Cazlifornisa

FEDERAL AGENCITS

Regionel Solicitor
Department of the Interior
P. 0. Box 21527

Sacramento, CaliTornia 95821

Mr. Paul L, Lewis

Federal Netional Mortgage Assoclation
Housing and Home Finance Agency

3540 Wilshire Boulevard

Los Angeles, California 90005




PRIVATE CONDEMNCRS

PACIFIC GAS & ELECTRIC CO.

Mr, Francis J. Cary, Mgr,
Tax Department

Pacific Gas & Electric Co.
2h5 Market Street

San Francisco 6, California

Pacific Gas & Electriec Co.
245 Market Street
San Francisco 6, Californisa

Attn: Maleolm A, MacKillop

SOUTHERN CALIFCRNIA EDISON CO.

Mr. Hovard P. Allen, Vice President
Southern California Edison Company
P, 0. Dox 351

Los Angeles 53, California

Mr. Tom P. Gilfoy, Assistant Counsel
Southern California Edison Company
P, 0, Box 351

Los Angeles, California 90053

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA GAS COMPANY

Mr. Joim Qrmassa

Southern Califeornia Gas Company
Box 3249 Terminal Annex

Los Angeles, California 90054

Mr. Robert Salter, Attorney
Southern California Gas Company
Box 3249 Terminal Annex

Los Angeles 54, California

SCOUTHERN COUNTILS GAS COMPANY

Mr, Milford Springer

Southern Counties Gas Company
P, 0. Box 2736, Terminal Annex
Los Angeles 5%, California

SQUTHWEST GAS CCRPORATION

Mr. Charles H. lcCrea, General Counsel
Southwest Gas Corporation

P. 0. Box 1450

Las Vegas, Nevada 89101

JUDGES

Hon. Frank G. Finnegan

Lept. 12, Superior Court

Court House, Tth and Eye Streets
Sacramento 1%, California

Hone Percy . Heckendort
Judge of the Superior Court
Santa Barbara County
County Court House

Santa Barbara, California
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JUDGES - Cont'd.

Houn. Robin S. Heyer
Administrative Hesring Referce
5500 Harmond Court

Citrus Heights, California

Hon. Zli H. Levenson
Judge of the Superior Court
San Diego, California

Hon. Stanley Mosk

Supreme Court

State Building

San Francisco, California 94102

Hon. Raymond J. Sherwin

Judge of the Superior Court
of Solano County

County Court Houwse

Fairfield, California

APFRATICERS

I“h'o Davis Brabant, M.A.I.
T300 State Street
Huntington Park, California

Mr. Roy E. Davis, Member
American Society of Appraisers
1054k Olive Street

Temple City, California

Mr. Normen D. Fitzgerald, M.A,I,
1077 East 20th Street
Merced, California

Mr. Paul N. MeCarron

Director of Covernmental Relations
California Real Estate Association
520 South Grand Avenue

Los Angeles, California QO0LT

E, R..Metcalfe & Associates
Valuation Engineering

2457 Hyperion Avenue

Los Angeles, California 90027

Attn: Mr. Eerl R, Metecalfe

Pacific Institute of Earth Seciences
L48 Horth Avenue 56
Los Angeles 42, California

Attn: Dr, H. A, Shiffer
Head of Legal Secl-

Mr., Richard G. Rayburn, M.A.I,
Froperty Acquisition Service
417 South Hill 3treet, Sulte 675
Los Angeles, California 90013
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ATTORNEYS FOR CONDEMNEES AND OTHERS NOT IDENTIFIID AS BELONGING TO

Mr, Seymour J. Abrashams
Attorney at Law

270 No. Banta Cruz Avenue
Los Gatos, Californis

Mr. Thomas Barrows Adams
16 East Third Avenue
San lMateo, California

Mr. Richard E, Allen
3202 '"B" Street
Secramento, Californie 95816

Bank of America, Legal Dept.
300 Hontgomery Street
San Francisco, Californis

Attn: Mr, Thomas E. Montgomery

Mr. Robert T, Anderson
220 Hall of Justice
Berkeley 3, California

¥r. Vialter N. Anderson

340 5. Sepulveda Blvd.

P.O. Box 517

Manhattan Beach, California

ANY CTHLR GRQUP

Mr. Richard D. Andrews

Andrews, Andrews & Thaxter

fth F1. Helm Bldg. - 111 Fulton Mall
Fresno, California 93721

Mr. Thomas G. Baggot
550 8. Flower Street
Los Angeles, California 90017

Mr. Harrison R. Daker, Jr,
393 East Green Street
Pasadena 1, California

Mr. Albert D. Barnes

39 No. California Street
P. O. Box bho

Ventura, California

Mr. David W. Barry, III
Attorney at Lav

1113 Edison Bldg., P.O. Box 351
Los Angeles, California 90053

Mr. Philip T. Boyle
P. 0. Box 960
Yatsonville, California
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ATTORNEYS FCR CCNDEMNEES - Cont'd.

Breed, Robinson & Stewart
Financial Center Building
Qakland, California 94612

Bressani and Hansen
1205 DBank of America Building
Sen Jose 13, Californisa

Mr. Irl Davis Brett
361 Flintridge Caks Dr.
Pasadcena 3, Cglifornia

Mr. Claude ¥W. Bridges
3600 Uilshire Blvd., Suite 1732
Los Angeles, California 90005

Mr. Steven Broldy
Associate Counsel

Union Bank Head Office
Fighth and Hill Streets
Los Angeles 54, California

Mr. leRoy A. Broun
2000 Peralia Boulevard
Fremont, Californias 94536

Bruner, Minder & Chandler
220 Juana Avenue
San Leandro, California

Mr. John Brusaiil

Reed Printing Company

11350 Burbank Boulevard
North Hollywoed, California

Mr, Robert E. Burns
155 Montgomery Street
San Franeisco L4, California
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HOTEL CLAREMONT
BERKELEY 34705
PHONE 843-3083

League of (i E&Eeu’nm Cities

Menber '\.:lmn.az' Leagie ol Chies fevn Ciryt Offtcial Publication

782 STATLER CENTER
L0S ANGELES S0017
PHONE 624-4934

TOGETHER

Berkeley, Celifornis
Avgust 17, 1965

TO: City Attorneys of Alamedas, Ansheix, Berkeley, Burbank, Downey, Fremont,
Fresnc, Fullerton, Jerden Grove, Glendsle, Inglewood, Long Beach,
Los Angeles, Norwelk, Oekland, Palo Alto, Psssdena, Redwocd Clty,
Richmond, Riverside, Smeraments, San Bernardine, gSan Diego, San Francilsco,
San Jose, Sen Mateo, Santa Ans, Sente Monica, Stockton, Sunnyvsle & Torrance.

SUBJECT: Study of Condemnetion ILaw and Frocedure,
California law Revision Commission

The Califormia Law Revision Commission plans to prepare a comprehensive eminent
domain statute which will be recommended for enactment at the 1969 leglslative
session. In order to meet this deadline, the Commission will be working on this
subject on 8 falrly regulayr tesic for ithe next three years.

The attached extract from the minutes of the Commission's July neeting indicates
the general precedure the Commission will follov vwhen making this study.

The plan of the Commission Is to dlatribute a series of tentaiive recommendations
to persons who sre willing to review and comment on them. If you are willing to

do so, would you please send your name and sddress to the Coumission st Room 30,

Crothers Hsll, Stenford University, Stenford, California.

If you bellieve that any sspects cf the stetutory or decisional lsw should be
changed, the Commigsicn wowld also appreciate being sdvised of these mattsrs
within the next few months 3¢ that your views can be itsken into conslderation
vhen the particulsr aspect of the subject is being considered by the Commission,

The meetings of the Comnissioch are open to sll loterested perscns who wish to
attend snd observe. From time to time Cormission members may call upon those
present for their opinions on matisrs helpg discussed by the Commlssion. If you
wish to ettend the weetings of the fommission, plesse advise the Commission of
this fact slsoc., The league would sppreciate coples of any correspondence sent
to the Commission,

Qmu&re“ 3 B
g&@?ﬂdék ’ﬁ? };2},A’A£ééﬁﬁ/LA»/f

.//
¢ Jack L, Wickware
ssslstant Legal Counsel

JDW: gh
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STATE OF CALIFORMIA

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS
ANNUAL RIGHT OF WAY REPORT JULY §, 1964 TO JUNE 30, 1965

SUMMARY .
DISTRICT 1 | DISTRICT (2 DISTRICT C3 CiISTRICT 04 | DISTRICT (5 DISTRICT 06 | DISTRICT 7 DISTRICT 08 DISTRICT 09 DISTRICT 16 DISTRICT il TOTAL
XPENDITURES: B
1. Right of Way % 1,760,650.12 | & 2,030,194.47 |815,457,058,49 | $35,820,948.14 | § 2,748,090,61 | 5 6,278,977.36 | 365,820,389.18} § 6,567,355.19 | § 354,161.30 ! § 4,281,381.18 | §13,208,828,67|(5155,328,034.71
2. Utlities 166,265.31 355,295.70 751,209.29 4,131,492.30 541,825.29 642,384.83 3,948,853.21 765,871.07 131,723.09 813,739.28 1,033,371.47 13,282,036.84
3. Acquisition other than Right of Way 38,193.00 3,531.82 795,783.50 182,505.46 3,750.77 131,999.19 2,234,030.09 B6,B76.00 g 2,110,406.26 450,396, 00 6,037,512.00
4 Overhead 605,477.51 804,104.96 2,027,715,52 3,831,006,51 874,951.05 972,592.86 5,957,084.25 1,223,247.26 176,242,59 1,091,652.49 1,716,709.40 20,290,784.60
Total Expenditure $ 2,570,585.94 | § 3,193,126.95 |319,031,766,80 | §44,965,952.41 | 3 4,168,657,72 | § 8,025,954.24 | 578,970,356.64 | § 8.643,349.52 | § 662,132.98 | 5 §,297,179.21 | 316,409,305,741$194,938,368.15
5. Rents, Leases, Land and House Sales(credit) & -91,399.46| § -70,55L.76 |S -849,918,86 |3 -2,601,613.67[ § -343,240,07 | § -493,142.78 | §-6,766,545.92} 5 -473,035.37 | §  -2,376.12 | § —462,536.23 5—1,154,159.34 $~13,308,519,60
TRANSACTIONS:
b. Right of Way parcels secured 302 426 892 1548 369 533 2121 797 110 h23 268 8589
T. Utility Agreements signed 2b 21 65 122 55 52 190 58 9 26 73 121
8. Parcels acquired other than shown in & and 7
above 6 4 35 6 6 34 23 12 g 167 11 304
PERSONNEL:
9. Appraisals and Negotiations 16.70 2160 48.31 89.71 16.26 24,56 122.00 32.50 3,26 23.13 14,92 433,35
10. Rentals, Sales, Clearance, etc. 5.52 4,80 18,67 35,69 7.22 9.98 91.80 13,60 0.90 10,82 12,75 211.75
11. Clerical and Stenographic 14.06 11.00 32.63 61.50 10.14 13.17 194.40 23.60 44 11.% 28.10 400,56
12. Righi ot Way Engineering 18.92 28.20 71.00 88.90 19.71 25.5% 157.80 36.70 5.92 35,30 61,20 549,24




STATE OF CALIFORNIA

GEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS
DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS
ANNUAL RIGHT OF WAY REPORT JULY 1, 1964 TO JUNE 30, 1965
CONDEMNATION RECORD

CISTRICT 01 DISTRICTOZ | DISTRICT 03 | DISTRICT 04 DISTRICT ¢5 | DISTRICT 06 | DISTRICT 07 | BISTRICT 08 | DISTRICT 09 DISTRICT10 | DISTRICT 11 TOTAL
1. Parcels under condemnation as of beginning of
fiscal year (fuly 1, 1964) 123 50 157 414 93 183
‘ 439 119
2. Parcels on which condemnation was filed during ’ 2 8 1992
fiscal year 113 68 235 345 107 161 '
) _ 574 183
3. Condemnation parcels acquired during fiscal year by 3 24 T 2160
a. Right of Way contract 136 i 206 988 g
‘ 3 90 30
b. Stiputation 4 17 15 97 3 34 8(7; 13; g 125 " 12
4. Condemnation parcels tried during fiscal year by- 17 301
a, Trial 15 17 g 52 8
26 76 8
¢. Retria 2 g a p p 1 e e p g 3
5. Parcels uader c}undemnation at the end of fiscal o g 7
year(June 30, 1965} 7z% 44 162 312 94 194
6. Total amount an depasit as security at the 348 154 3 311 7% 2001*
beginming of fiscal year {July 1, 1964) $361,959.40 5638,730.40 | $2,187,423.39 | $7,299,620.00 | $536,408.9C
. - Y /959, L 130, . 187,423, ,299,620. ,408. $904,775.46 $7.859,530,37 | $538,318.86 g $797,548.03 31,9
1. Ueposited as secmltyrdunﬂg fiscal year 382,824.50 142,953,600 3,152,850.00 | 10,948,773.11 | 41588500 | 1.767.505.00 7,675,159.00 | 2,305.090,00 38,248.00 957’152 67 ngggig:g 5223 3015;? 195533 7531
B. Deposits released during fiscal year 506,657.80 409.204.40 | 2722,044.22 | 7,984,800.27 | 433,856,50 | 1386,560.11 | b,814,952.00 | 1142 924.66 o 02,850, 587,857, 493708,
9. Total on deposit as security at the end of SRR AL TR 502,850.05 2,587,857.43 | 24,493,708.44
fiscal year {June 30, 1965) $239,126,10 $372,479.00 $2,618,229.17 | $10,263,591.84 | $518,437.40 31,278
. LA, 016,229, ,263,5%91, ,437. ,278,720.35 § $8,719,737.37 |$1,700 484,
10. Paicels under condemnation over three years as of 31.700,484.20 | $38,248.00 $1,281,850.65 | $1,338,494.72 | $28,369,398.80
beginning of fiscal year (fuly 1, 1984) 6 1 1
50 b
Y1, Parcels under condemnation over three years as of L 12 3 g 4 o 86
end of fiscal year (June 30, 1965} 11 1] 13 26 2 g 19 6 ]
1 a 78

"5 PARCELS WERE DISMISSED IN DISTRICT 02




STATE GF CALIFORMIA

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS

ANNUAL RIGHT OF WAY REPORT JULY 1, 1964 TO JUMNE 30, 1945
COST ANALYSIS

DISTRICT 02

DISTRICT 01 DISTRICT O3 | DISTRICT 04 | DISTRICTO5 | DISTRICT 06 | DISTRICT 07 { DISTRICT 08 | DISTRICTGS | DISTRICTLIO | DISTRICT 11 TOTAL
DIRECT PAYMENTS (INCLUDES RW ACQUISITION
FUND)
NEGOTIATED SETTLEMENTS:
1. Land § 636,681.97 | $1,006,471.16 | §7,730,773.63 | $10,854,766.88| $1,636,000.11 | $2,805,021.18 | §31,781,589.76 | $3,665,633.78 | § 223,632.22 | $1,446,218.42 | $6,794,266.77 $68,591,055.88
2. Improvements 416,237.30 589,590.18 | &,060,268.96 9,718,297.06]  222,345.45 | 1,358,170.60 | 17,459,837.11| 2,239,509.07 £8,344.58 | 2,240,058.84 | 3,383,085,15 || 43,755,744.30
3. Damages 151,289.87 215,918.70 457,016.92 66,238.20)  368,496,85 614,759.91 695,697.98[  216,826.89 62,184.50 457,769.03 732,089.14 4,098,327.99
CONDEMNATION AWARDS
4 Land 296,606.75 11,507.30 672,624.83 | 13,143,987.36|  334,310,10 805,043.00 | 13,698,975.26 |  312,855.90 ] 45,616.41 | 1,809,861.65 || 31,131,388.5
5. Improvements . 150.664.25 —2,042.52 423,502.00 1,712,332.10]  159,212.00 488,880.30 970,377.35 82,918,24 g 54,861.65 413,065,08 4,453,770.45
6. Damages (Less benefils if any) 82,313.40 110,111.25 62,163.97 1,195,135.03 18,244,87 151,993.15 745,027.9% 33,632.76 g 26,610.32 13,590.00 || - 2,a38.822.71
1 1ntereit |F'aud 26,856.58 28,638.40 50,708.18 130,191.51 9,481.23 55,069.22 468,883.76 15,978.55 g 10,246.51 62,870.88 '858,924.82
Tota $1,76G,650.12 | 52,030,194.47 |$15,457,058.49 | $36,820,948.14 | $2,748,090.61 | $6,278,977.36 | $65,820,389.18 | $6 567 355.19 354,161.30 ; 034,
B. Total Benefits (as shown in condemnation 36,567, $ ! $4.281,381.18 |$13,208,828.67 |15155,328,034.71
awards bul nol computed as an accounting
credit herein) a $ 11,728.00 [ § 35350.00 | §  20,000.00 a g g ¢ a $ 39,250.00 0 $  106,328.00
OVERHEAD COSTS:
9. Salaries $ 33525245 % 554,271.87 |§ 942,928.17 | $1,415038.55 | § 416,750.89 |§ 513,776.01 |5$3,046,511.20 |$ 737,25232 | S 121,493.55 | § 517.598.69 $ 889,585.26 9
10. Expenses 39,841.85 34,224.21 60,266.38 340,079.94 79,590,31 41,568.12 507,057.65 70,557.52 9,469.63 30,410.48 59,846.84 ! 133%?332
11. Titie and Escrow 2475 [ aa727.28 | 8972023 47,722.04 18,116.85 |  28,539,30 | 419,649.47 58,464,85 6,038,50 63,572.15 | 125.095.73 || %5,862.15
12. Legal Appraisal and Trial Costs 36,268,47 58,421.25 94,271.57 482,256.37 83,361,010 |  125989.97 729,472.60 16,966.88 3,700.00 156,841,32 94,522,04 || 1,882,071.48
13. R/W Administration and (Undistributed) 87,280.28 43,253.91 282,032.21 458,578.84 145,721.87 66,910,27 375,472,531 177,907.04 16,853.27 159,642.88 248.618.78 2,062,271 66
Total ¥ 512.857.80 1 § 734,898.52 | $1,469,219.56 | $2,793,675.74 |5 743,540.93 | 776,783.67 |$5,078,163.23 |$1,061,148.61 |§ 157.554.95 | § 928,005.52 | $1,417.668.65 || $15.673 57718
PARCELS ACQUIRED:
14. By Negotiation 283 393 878 1486 359 507 2043 788 110 580
15. By Condemnation 19 33 14 62 10 26 78 3 a 43 8?: 8278
Total 302 426 892 1548 369 533 2121 797 110 623 %68 aiéé

*Due to condemnation awards.




STATE OF CALIFORNIA

DEPARTMENT QF PUBLIC WORKS

DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS

ANHUAL RIGHT OF wWAY REPORT JULY 1, 1964 TO JUNE 30, 1965
COST ANALYSIS Continued

DISTRICTOL | DISTRICTOZ | DISTRICT 03 | DISTRICTO4 | DISTRICT 5 | DISTRICT 06 | DISTRICT 07 | DISTRICT 08 QISTRICT 09 | DISTRICT1D | DISTRICT 11 TOTAL

QVERHEAD COST PER PARCEL:

16. Salaries $1,110.10 $1,30L.11 £1,057,10 § 914.11 $1,129.41 5 963.93 §1,436.36 $ 925,03 $1,104.49 $ 830.82 $1,024.87 $1,104.96

17. Expenses 131,93 80.34 67,5 219.69 215.69 77.9% 239,07 88.52 86.09 48.81 68,95 143.20

18. Tille and Escrow 47.07 104,98 100.58 63,13 49.10 53,54 197.85 73.35 54.90 102.04 144.12 112.45

19. Legal, Appraisal and Trial Costs 120.09 137,14 105.69 311,54 225.90 236,38 343,93 21,28 33.64 251,75 108,90 219.13

. Miscellaneous 289,01 101.54 316,18 296.23 394,91 125.54 177.02 223.22 153.20 256.25 286.43 240,11

Total $1,698.20 $1,725.12 $1,647.11 $1,604.70 $2,015.01 $1,457,38 $2,394,23 $1,331.40 $1,432.32 $1,489,67 $1,633.27 $1,824,84

AVERAGE TGTAL COST PER PARCEL $7,528.17 $6,490.83 $18,975.64 | $25,590.84 $9,462.42 $13,237.83 $33,426.95 $9,571.52 $4,651.97 $8,361.87 | $16,850,80 5191 509,37
PERSONNEL ASSIGNED TO APPRAISAL AND

NEGOTIATION:

21, Right of Way Agents 16.70 21.60 48,31 8%.71 16.26 24.9 122.00 32.50 3.26 23,13 34.92 433,35

22. Clerical and Stenographic 12.00 9,30 25.17 42.53 8,33 9,88 125,20 20,30 g 8,58 17.60 278.89

23. Right of Way Engineering 15,18 20.10 71,00 88.90 19.71 19,79 137,60 3.10 4.38 25.30 53,20 458,26
PARCEL PRODUCTION:

24. Per Agent 18.08 19,72 18.47 17.26 22,70 21.35 17.40 24,60 33.70 26.90 24.86

25, Per Agent Per Month L51 1,64 1.54 1.43 1,90 1.78 1,50 2,10 2.80 2.24 337 12'32




STATE OF CALIFQRNIA
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS
ANNUAL RIGHT GF WAY REPORT JILY 1, 1964 TO JUNE 30, 1955

e . —_————.
DISTRICTO1 | DISTRICT 02 ISTRICT 03 | DISTRICT B4 DISTRICT 05 DISTRICY 06 | DISTRICT 07 § DISTRICT o8 | DISTRICT 09 DISTRICT 10 DISTRICT 11 TOTAL
ACQUISITION OTHER THAN RIGHT OF WAY
Amount Paid $37,993.00 §3,531.82 $316,500.00 $150,000.00 | § -52,21% a 520,615,090 # g $10,000.00 $244,3%.00 $1,282,983.61
ACQUISITION FOR OTHER STATE AGENCIES
Amaunt Paid $ 20000 g $479,283.50 $ 32,505.46 | $3,842,98 $131,999.19 | 51,713,415.00 | 586,876,00 g $2,100,406,26 {  $206,000.00 $4,754,528.39
TOuay O NCQUISITION OTHER THAN RIGHT OF | 039 19300 | s3s3182 | s79s783.50 | 18250506 | 3379007 | s131999.09 | $2.234.050.00 | 586.876.00 8 $2,110,406.2 | $450,396.00 | $6,037 512.00
RIGHT OF WAY ACQUISITION FUND
DIRECT PAYMENTS
1. Land o o $231,042.55 | $1,343,341.24 a $316,128.95 | $2,289,205.53 B ] ) $357,430.00 $4,537,148,27
2. Improvements o 0 61,163.45 224,753.63 o ] 45,500,00 | Q | 1,100.00 332,517.08
3. Damages 1 ] 7,700,00 27,748,93 g 6,491.05 226,090.00 g g ] i) 268,029,98
Total ] ¢ $299,906.00 | $1,595,843.80 1) $322,620.00 | %2,560,795.83 a @ g $358,530.00 $5,137,695.63
TOTAL OVERHEAD COSTS g ' 7 3688,240.67 g $4,905,95 $16,316.43 ] ¢ $1,558,65 $5,102,18 $116,123.88
TOTAL PARCELS ACQUIRED ] ] 9 25 @ 3 5 g g g 7 50
AMOUNT REIMBURSED TO THIS FUND FROM
REGULARLY BUDGETED PROJECTS DURING
THE FISCAL YEAR. g 8219,193.78 ? $417,580.00 1 516, 085.00 g $3,062,292.84 g g @ $19,750.00 | 53,734,%01.62

“REFUND OF UNEXPENDED BALANCE FROM AFB. FOR RELOCATION OF UTILITIES. THESE ADVANCES WERE MADE iN HQ. SCHEDULE #3455 FOR
AUGUST 1962 AND 449511 FOR FEBRUARY 1963.




STATE OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS
DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS

ANNUAL RIGHT OF WAY REFORT JULY 1, 1964 TQ JUNE 30, 1965
RENTALS, LEASES AND SALES

DISTRICT 29

DISTRICT 10

TOTAL

[
DISTRICT 01 DISTRICT 02 DISTRICT U3 1 DISTRICT 04 DISTRICT 05 DISTRICT 06 DISTRICT 07 i DISTRICT ©8 DISTRICT 11
1. Gross Rental and Lease Receipts $22,780.16  |$-10704.22 1 5-066,797,55 [$-1,133,190.71 | 52299073 | 5_162,626.98 | 5-2,925.990.00] 5-123,345.86 | 5237602 | § 87.609.39 | S 294,976.78 $-5,263,436.70
Z. Gross Returns from Sales -68,615.30 -59,807,34 283,121.31 1,468 418.96 ~-310,249.34 —-1330,517.80 -3,840,555.92 | -349,689.51 4] -374,926.84 —859,180,58 8 045,082,90
3. Overhead
a. Maintenance 37.65 586,04 32.606.19 11,151.77 12,943,50 3,043.48 372,916.71 3,623,52 111.45 1,683.71 3,229.92 441,933.94
. Operations 62,0%,13 28,232.17 411,808.08 802,029,31 46,777.93 111,098.34 1,127,138.31 83,873.99 1,013,99 117,117,32 204,731,99 2,995,858,63
Total Overhead 5 62,073,78 $ 288191 $ 444,414.27 5§ 813,151,08 $ 59,721.43 | § 114,141,872 % 1,500,055.02] & 87,497,51 5 1,125.44 § 113,801,10 % 207,961,911 |5 3,437,792.57
4. Net Receipts % -29,325.68 §-41,732.55 5-405,504.59 |5-1,788,432.59 ) $-283,518.64 { % -379,000.%9 $-5,266,490,90 $ -385,537.86 3-1,250.68 $-343,735.13 $-946,197.45 $-39,870,727,03
TRANSACTIONS
5. Total number of Rental and Lease Units,
July 1, 1964 30 36 408 793 76 268 3922 103 z 190 631 6459
6. Total number of Rental and Lease Units,
June 30, 1965 29 65 429 572 64 285 3042 145 7 149 358 5125
7. Number of Sales
a, Land (inc/uding imnrovements sold w/land) bl 51 87 122 86 152 389 110 s 76 95 1229
b. Improvements Ej | 17 197 112 27 103 684 24 g 195 554 1954
PERSORNEL
8. Right of Way Agents 349 1.80 12,67 26.94 2,81 4.09 71.80 5,90 Q 5.52 5.58 140,80
9. Clerical and Stenographic 1.64 0.90 5.46 14.17 0.85 2.14 55,90 110 [ 2.34 8,50 93.00




STATE OF CALIFQRNIA
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS

ANNUAL RIGHT OF WAY REPORT JULY 1, 1964 TO JUNE 30, 1965
UTILITY REMOVAL
MSTRICT 01 DISTRICT 02 DISTRICT 03 DISTRICT 04 DISTRICT 05 DISTRICT e ]
PAID OBLIGATED PAID OBLI(;&:rED PAiu OBLIGATED PAID OB LIGA TED PAID OBLIGATED PAID OBLIGATED
1. Utility Payments $166,265.31 | $239.493.90 $355,295.70 $138,816.52 | $751,209.29 $49,377.34 | $4,131,492,30 | $5666,657.08 | $541,825.29 | $211,478.11 §642,384.83 | $528,828.24
2. Dverhead $30,545.93 $40,387,23 $114,081.69 $224,149,69 $71,688.69 $81,667,37
3. Number of Agreements 26 21 65 122 55 52
PERSONNEL _
4. Wility Engineering 0.05 2,90 6,00 8.25 4.41 3,93
5. Right of Way Agents 1.78 6.10 0 0.50 o 1.9%
6. Clerical and Stenographic 0.42 0.80 2.00 4.80 0.96 1'15




STATE OF CALIFQRNIA
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS

ANNUAL RIGHT OF WAY REPORT JULY 1, 1964 TQ JUNE 30, 1965

UTILITY REMOVAL Continued
DISTRICT o7 DISTRICT 08 DISTRICT 09 DISTRICT 10 DISTRICT 11 TOTAL
PAID OBLIGATED PAID OBLIGA TED PAID QBLIGATED PAID GBLIGATED PAID OBLIGATED PAID OBLIGATED

Utility Payments $3,948,853.21 |$3,759,547.97 | §765,870.07 | S1.787,923.60 | S131,729.09 §93,505.50 | 5813739.28 [ $1,544,663.40 |51,033,371.47 |$1,938,622.00 || $13 282.035.84 $16,405,953.66
Overhead $388,866.00 $74,601.14 $17,562.20 344, 785,87 $91,079,04 $1,179,414,85

Number of Agreements 190 58 9 56 73

727

RSONNEL

Utility Engineeting 15.30 6.50 0.90

t . . 5.3C 7.

Rlﬂr_t of Way Agents 4.70 1.20 i s 0 f? ig::

Clerical and Stenogaphic 13,30 2.20 g 1.04 2.00 28.67
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U.S. DEPARININT OF OGMMERCE

Bumzay or Pustic Roass

TABLE ¥ « REAL PROPERTY ACQUSISITION FOR INTERSTATE HIGHWAY PROJECTS DURING THE PERIOOD JiLY 1, 1862
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Bupacy Buacas Aerpovar No. 41-6426 exrraes 93064

ORETIME FORN (TO GONPLY MITH COMGRESSIONAL AEQUEST) . U. S. DEPARTHENT OF COMMERCE
{(RCS 39015 (O1Y - SUNEAY OF POSLEC 20ASD

TABLE | « REAL PROPERTY ACQUISITION FOR INTERSTATE, PRIMARY AND SECOMDARY FEDERAL-A1Q
HIGHRAY PROJECTS FROK JULY !, 1862, WiTH PROJECTIONS THROUGH JUNE 30, 1972

STATE hane - CALIZOZNIA
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1TEN SYSTEN SYSTER SYSTEN TOTALS TOTAL
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Toieb2 vo S-30-64:
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{nca"39.01-5(0T))

BuoGer Suaeau Arenovar No, £1.6426 exranes 9e30.64

SME=TIME FORN

UeS. EPARIMENT OF COMMERCE

BUREAY DF PUSLIC KOARS
TABLE 11 -~ REAL PROPERTY OWNERSHIPS ACQUIRED FOR (NTERSTATE, PRIMARY AND SCOONDARY FEDERALAID
HiGHWAY PRCJECTS FROK JULY i, 1962, WiTH PROJECTIONS THROUGH JUNE 30, 1972

STATE Mt CALIZORUIA
| INTERSTATE PRINARY SECONBARY .
17N SYSIEN SYS e SYSIEN F0TAL
T. Owuznssirs ACQuinED From
Talab2 1o 6-30.54:
k‘ ulll" HEIS(HHHIER) bbbl iR L 4'1‘3‘;‘ 3?52 Bx 32‘7
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TAKINGS 65 % o3y £ A0 %
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nas * £5 % &5 % 96 1
L. AL snzas (xomeen). revecessrsesieecess | Q1,839 20,632 8,381 61,0852
(YT LsTIMATER FERGENTAWE OF TOTAL - _ 2
TAKINGS 3g % 3G 3 p & B4
(2 TSTIMATED PENCENTAGE OF PARTIAL
TAKNGS 62 ¢ 53 ¢ 89 ¢
3. ToraL cwmersmies acquinzs, oa 10 ap
ACQRIRES FAOM T=]a62 1o 63072,
(usm:n} 39;615 ‘ 36. 619 9‘ ?3’ 7‘0 9713
fo Esremavco avenaur owmersHirs To s
3 ACQUINED FER YEAN FOR NEMAINENG
B veaas, " 2,730 34 (2375 lpm ,0633
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.5, DEPARTRENT OF COMMERCE

TABLE Ti) == PAYHENTS OF COMPENSATION FOR REAL PROPERTY ACQUIRED FOR INTERSTATE, PRIMARY AND SECONDARY
FEDERAL-ALD HIGHWAY PROJECTS FROK JULY {, 1582, WITH PROJECTIONS THROUGH JUNE 30, iR

Buncas or Pustie Roaes

STATE BAME  CAL [FORNLA
I TEN INTERSTATE PRIRARY SECONTARY GRARD
SYSTEM SYSTEN SYSTEN TOTAL
la Pavuesy oF comrcxsaTion faom .
7-1-62 to 6.30-64:
A. Frograi: .
(I} Urasn AREAS sovnsncunsesnnesvesnnsanmses l B?‘G?“’?99 ! 0 ; 0 ' 87'611"799
S lz}_ﬁ.”lll AREAD sussvcscnssntassonnennnnuse h? 1309505 g 9 1‘7-2093598
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(3) TOTAL (Bots AREAS) wevsevneracnssennens 12,169,303 125,779,125 18,838,518 156,987,346
Co FeoemaL rLus Stare:
(f} Unau AREAS wosoevesnnansnssssnstrnsinn 93,?]1}.8“6 81 1?56;“31 1.130.335 1?8_._601_.6‘2
(2] Rulll AREAS suevvecessnnvasnoncnsnnnnas 51 5538.?6" hh,ﬂzz,ﬁg‘i‘ 1?01°8l583 113tzTDl°k‘
(3) TOTAL {Boru ameas) sosesmononsuanrenne. | 147,253,610 | 125,779,125| 18,838,918] 291,871,653
o PAYRHENT OF COMPEKSATION ESTINATED FOR
7 iefd 10 6u30-72:
As FeozaaL:
(I) Hllll ANEAS sowanvesmensersnanuovennsan 3285 lm916hh s O ' 0 ’zaﬁ'mg'su
{2) RUNAL SREAS seeresoassnsnanssnarsonnnse 153:’465!!’32_ 0 ¢ 153,466,732
{3) TOTAL (BOTH AREAS) cesocavronencernness | %38.476,376 0 o %38 476,376
B Stare: ;
{I} uualu AREAS AR AL AR NI F AR PR AN R EA R 26l1363256 hha'zh? .1% 8'513 'uoo h&)'896'156
(2} RU'M. AREAS ssvusnssvsanscssnunacnvnens 1“')073!368 21"0]2863900 133!3‘?606m 387.?36.8@
(3} TUTA-L {BQTH ABEAS} it it L L2 XTI TN I‘Glzngtszu 586!531‘0000 11“ -8903000 868l633 iszh
€. Feotas eLus Stave:
(‘) ul’h" *'E"s FREENASB AP AL RGNS GBI R A TS _§l1 :”*5-900 k%lzk?liw 8'5130%0 TGS'ms'koo
(2} RUR‘L ANEAS AEB A E AN AR A LTINS 167 ‘51}0'100 21‘012'86I%0 ‘33!376'600 5"‘ '203'm
2 T0TAL {Boru spras) 1 478,686,000 686,534,000 141,890,000} 1,307,110,000
4o ToraL COMPENSATION FOR REAL PROPERTY ACGUIRED
or To se_scouineo raon 7-1-62 1o 6.30-72:..... 1§625,939,610 | §812,313,125 $160,727,91851,595,980,653

4. Estimaten AVERAGE PAYMENT QF CGMPERSATION FEA
YEAR FOR AEMAINING 8 vEans CEsstERRERILis O NN

} 59,835,150

} 85,816,750

$ 17,736,250

§162,588,750

Se Starr Hiquway DEPANTHENT GEMERALLY CLAINED
FEDZRAL PARTIGIPATION 1N NIGKYwOFaAY
cosTe sunias FY 1964

1ES L]

YES N0

S L1}

-i/ Oags sor 1ncLuse an NESTRATIVE GONTE OF ACQUISITIOR OR NELSCATISN CONTE.




Bunaet Bueaw Arenovat No. 41-6426 exrinca 9-30-54

ONE-Tine roan (70 cOeLy w/lowers meQe) U, S. GEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE | Bueeaw or PusLic Roass
(RCS 3%.01-5 {0T)
TABLE IV o REAL PROPERTY AQUISITION FOR INTERSTATE HIGHKAY PROJECTS DURING IHE PERIOO JULY t, 1962
THROUGH DEC. 31, 1963, SHO¥ING THE PROPORTION OF PURCHASES AND RELATED CH&R#CIERIST!ES

STATE mAME _CnI‘Il'D_-HRIh

FTEK HUNBER PERCENT AMOUNT

» OWNERSHIPS PURCHASED: Y/

i Cn"'z
_.__&._1!] AL NERHEER_FURCHASED spspssvenne 'wmm—-uwim‘ um
- '. PHIGI‘“. AR PERCEHTARE OF ALL 2

L

"94. 190.631

{oo oY wsr THIS SPace)

. » g

c. &"E!Sl'ﬂbl FALD AL EERAERLEIRIRITE RIS RN DN XYYy

Ou PERCENTAGE ¥Y WHICH TOTAL AMCUNT PAID WAS MORE THAN
O LES3 THAN STATE'S OEVEANIMATION OF varue; 2 ,.....
(fxoicate + rom mone, - Fox Less)

.......

E. Puncrases ix WHICH THE FAITIAL OFFER WAS LESS THAN
STATE'S GETERMINATION OF WALUE cuvesesnosrounamssnsns

(1) PENCENTARE OF TOTAL WUMBER PURCHASED «\veseesansass

Fo PURCRASED SELOW STATE!S BETEAMIAATION OF YALUE cenewveen

(1) PEmcenvaGE 0F TOTAL NUMBER PURCHAZED ocnesersacence

E. Pu‘“inﬂ AT STIA'!E'S DETERMINATION OF YALUE ecovsccusnas

{1} PERCENTAGE OF TOTAL WUMBER PUNCHASED sevcevesovanee

" He PUACHASED ABOYE STATE'S DETERMINATION OF YALUE sesveses

(1} Percentace oF TOTAL WumpER PURGHASED +osssassssscas
2. TOTAL NUMBER OF OWNERSHIPS ACQUIRED & IN WHOLE OR iN PART
Br m UR m"mmiim ASCAAFEFEB LA pnlCRanndenrkdesn

3
2
k.

Hr )

* All Apnralsals are Davicwed prior ¢o purchass and RO
setilements 2ro xado above oX balow State's dotormine
ation of valua,

e 211 offcxs to oottlo are in accordunca with Stata't
cetozmination of valuza,

!! fon Puarosc or Tiis TAZLE, A FAOPERTY WAS "PURGHASEO™ IF AGAEEMENT WAS REACHED ON FRICE BEFGRE ANY JUDICIAL

L Wenrleie————
FAOCEEDENG WAS JNATITUTED,

2’ Keans Stare Hiuwway DesaRTMENT REVIEWING APPAAI SEATS CETERM!NATIONS OF YALNE OF MLAL PROPEATY ALGUIRED.

-

3{ iNCLEUOES ORLY ACQUISITIONS OF FEE FITLE AKD PERMAKENT NIGHWAY RIQHTaOF«WAY CABEMENT,
L]




GUDGET UURERU Asrroval NO, §i=0AZD CKPIRES Yeduabi
DefTing Fonp [ro roMpey WiTH GoMgw: 981 DKAL REQUE ST ) U.5. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
FCS $9-Gl3l0i ) ) Bukzau or PusLic Roaps
TABLE ¥ « REAL PROPERTY ACQUISIHTION FOR INTERSTATE HIGHWAY PROJECTS DURING THE PERIOE JULY t, 1952
THROUGH OECEMBER 31, 1463, SHOWING THE PROPORTION OF CONDEMNATIONS AND RELATED CHARACTERISTICS

.

STAVE NAME ) Crniroang s

TilLE NUNBER PERCENT AMOUNT

.

]- TG?AL RUMBER OF OWNERSRIFS ACQUIEED Ik WHOLE OF 1% PART BY

PURC“ASE 1] GGHOEMHATEQH --oc--n--a-u--.--q--c--cbiacu.-o&luno-or
2. CONOEMNATICNS TRAT HAD BEEN SETTLED, THIED OR WEh: PENGING 1N
JudiGiaL racceedings as of Decessen 31, 1963

52%

ae ToTar Numsea rom THe ROl s e tenntranssaveirtanteiseoncnns

8. 10TAL CONDEMNATEQNS 1N THE GROUFP A5 A PERCENTAGE OF ALL
OWNERSHEPS ACQUIAED Al bt R L L L kL L L T

¢ Comoemuxtions [N WNICH STATE BETERMINATION OF VALUE wWAS:

{1) 51000 OR Ltss!ul10.!.!..-..-!.!-&-lino;loalcooo't-l.oa-tl

{2} D?Eﬁ llﬂﬁﬂ.-.-.-..-....q-.-..-..-*--...-.-....-..---a-o.-

v LowoEmnaTiONs seTTLED jfav Decemser 37, 1963

(I) SeTTLED AT S'I’HT!E GETEAMINATIONS OF YaLut

(i) HIIHEE#I .ll.".'...ll'...QII!ll.l‘lt!!..l.lll.l‘..illl.

(!) PE&GEHT&GE DF TOTAL NUMBER FOR THE GROUPsaessatsincnese

(2) Setrien asove StaTE pereamnaTiONS 8F VALUE

(‘} NIJIG!I !rliinl.tl-ll'ltu»--oo.o.o-notq‘-onullono.q--on

(8) PercexTase oF ToTaL NUMBER FOR THE GROUPeuvremennonses

{c) PercEnTARE 8Y WarcH TOTAL SETTLEMEXTS EXCEEDED STATE
DETERMINATIONS OF YALUEwsaosvmsnsarrusroanrrsnnrannenne

E. CoMDEmsATIONS TRicD gfav'ﬂtc:nazn 31, 1953

{1} Nu”nEn.-..-.aIl.l-til.ittl‘l.t..tlloi'lt.‘tilii.-id.lc'..!

(2) PercewTaGE oF ToTAL WUMBER foR THE GAOUPs v nnensaasssnsna

{3} Torar oF Stare QETERMINATIONS OF YALUEscsacassrnnnnsrssnssn

{4} Toral oF Srate nrcnest TESTIMONY e ssusunmornarssnnsssanses

(5} Torll OF COURRT K”‘ﬂos.--ot---tout-.o--b-.-.o--.ltoona---yo

(6) Pencentase ay wiicn TOTAL OF COURT AWARLS EXCEEBED TOTAL E
OF STATE DETERMINATIONS OF ¥ALUE & batvusonnssonennanenneras
(7] PERCENTAGE oY WHiCH TOTAL OF STATE RUGHEST TESTIHONY
. EXCECOER TOTAL OF JTATE QETERMINATIONS OF VALUE evunneneens |

(3] PEHCE“T*EE BY WHICH TOTAL OF GOURT AWARDS EXCEFDER m?#l
- - =- aF STlTE HIGHEST TEETIMONY i A LA L L I
N {comeLeve nevease sine)

L




rhoLe v feonvinues ) Pace 7 of 2 paces

LTEN NUMRER PERCINT ARDUKT

TETNTY

Fo CONDEMNATIONS PENDING AS oF [kcEmpen 31, 1363

{I} Nu"ﬂ[ﬂaaluoo-l--oo---¢---o--oct.--u-«lnuaoneu--lo--c.--o--o

(Z) Pemcentace oF ToTAL Wumack FOR TiE BROUP, auvossscesrensnnan

du ATMINS STRATIVE TAR (NG5S THAT HAD QT BEEN INCLUDED (N JuDICIAL
PACCEEDINGS A3 of Decemaen 37, 1962

- Humanll-ltnt'ot-l'olltcovt.n-clb.lu-&alniQnoo-ootn.lotvloonnl--

8s  AUGMINISTRATIVE TAKINGE A A PERCENTAGE OF ALL OWNERINIPS
ACQUIRED o R o

l,f ALSO INCLUDES conneunnnns id WHECH THE Su're AGGEPTS AN AWARD OF CONMISSIONENS, BOAND OF APPRALEERE, TTO/,
"WHER LT NAB THE NIGHT To APPEAR “ns uu'n:" TO THE COURT On A JURY TRIAL C : - -

1

ZI INCLUOES O oMLY THOSE: conoeuunlua WHEGH WEAE BROUGHT TO TRIAL SEFONE A 4UOGE, "JuNY, coMMIsStoN, ETE., OF TNE-
CTYPE WHEAE ANY APPEAL WOULO BE MADE 7O AN APPELLATE COURT [N THE BAME MANNER AR ANY n‘ruu crviv st {nov &
TAIAL 'n nuvo'} o , - S e e e e




Bunser Bumcau Arraovar No.o #1-6426 cxrinen 9:-30-64

OKE<TiME ForM (RCS 39-01-5(07};

UaSe SEFARTMERT UF CGMHLRCE

-TABLE ¥i_» FANILIES AND INDIVIOUALS, BUSINESSES, FARM GPERATIONS, AND NONPROFIT ORGAWIZATIONS EXPECTED 10 BE
BisPLAGED Y By ReAL PROPERTY ACQUISITION FOR FEDERAL-ATD HIGHWAY PROJECTS FROM JULY 1, 1964 THROUGH JUNE 30, 1972

Burcay or Pusiic Rowns

STATE NAME

. ‘ L CALIPORIL A

FTER

INTLRSTAE
EIRIIS .

PRIHARY
SI3IEH

SECONDARY

TOTAL

1. Famitaes ) ang iabivibuaLs

A, Unsan Apeas

(IJ &'“RS Y Y R I T T T I 9‘ 1“): 5'413 éga 15.930
{2} HGIOHHERG L L T LY L L T R . G";:t} 3‘ 327 as 9’8.41
i (3) Tﬁrlls--nnolooialltolt-oouo-ot---c--cq_tou- 13':‘33 g.?‘:a 4:3 25.821

B. Runar Amreas )

(11 Owngns L T T e T 1T T Y ey, 1‘61? ?13 404 2‘734
(2) NQIWHERH L Y Y Y Y N TN A LIS 1‘1:5 376 a.} 1‘539
(3] IuTiL AR AL T Ty 2‘?52 1.633 c{ia 4. 323

€ AL Angas
(1) DWHERS veeresursnssacassrasnnconsecancanse 10,751 7,126 o7 13,714
{2} Nouquuzns R y R 3,697 1.9 11,430
(3 TOTAL serereinrenaressernsenincninccncnns 14,245 16,523 876 37,144
2, f::::u:zzlii_nfﬂ n;srucsnzn OF FiMILLES AND 4,203 1,353 +on 3,763

3. Busincsses (OTHER THAN FARMS) anD NOWPROFIT

[ _ORGANIZATIONS

A, Unsan Aress

(1) Owners o Reat PROPERTY vivereencsnennnses 617 547 11 1,175
(2) HMDHIUEH L L T T Y R YT T T T L ey 3?3 333 4 ?1-5
{3} Tofll- (I X RN TEIR LSRR R RE TN RN T PRy I gy 9?5 :20 15 1‘853

B. Ronar Aneas

(1) Owuers oF REAL PROPERTY vivvensancosoasns 10% 97 &0 «Gh
{2) Nﬂ“ﬂ"lfls L T NN N R T I I 6? sg 25 ul
(3) TOTAL sesanroerasconns .'..‘..-,.-...,....;.'." 176 1:;6 sb "17

é-hl.ﬁltis"'

(1) Owuens of Rea Prorsaty .'.'...I..“.......

exs 0

(comriere mevense si0c)




TABLE Vi LGOSTHRULE )

riGE ¢ OF 2 banes

P ey
NORFROFIT ORGAMERATIONS PER YLAR FOR THE O

YEARS

Gl I e T

(2) NOKOWNEAS suvcrnercnssansrsnssensnsnsnnns 445 352 29 866

{3} TOTAL sirrsvitinnserernesennssornensurnans 1,171 1,036 100 2,307

4. ESTINATED AVERAGE DISPLACEMENT OF BUSINESSES AnD 146 129 13 288

S Fanm Orpasvions

Tie 8 vyeans

A, Dwugn OfEﬂlTE' L N T S ST s ey 1?6 123 23 322"‘

5. Nﬂlqwuiﬂ B'EﬂlTEU L R T 12'9 82 12 . 223

C. Tﬂfll. ..-t--lun.....Q.tcttl..lt.i-i...lllunbl 305 ve - 205 35 545
6. Esrmrru AVERAGL NUMEER OF FARMI PER YEAR FOA 3. 26 & . 'e8

semanrg:

REGAROLESS OF YIME.

j |IGI..U!£S FARILIES AMD 1WDIVIDUALE TO ll DISPLLﬁEﬂ rnun FARM AKD HUI-FIRH ﬁHﬂ.LllﬂSs

y ALL LAWFUL OCCUPARTS CAUSED TO MOVE {IRGLWIHE FARM QPERATOAS IHBHRRIHG EI!EISEI Ik lil{.liﬂlﬂ PERADAAL uorut!r}

y Fﬂl THE PURPOSE OF THIS TABLE "FamiLy MEans TWO ON MOAE FEHSUR! LIVING TOGETMER \N THE SAME BWELLING.




(ReS 39-01-5(01))

Jus5et BusEau ApprovarL o, 4i=8470 exrFeRes %=lgeb4

[OxteTine Fonn U5, DEPARTHENT OF COMRERCE - Ovacat or Pootrc Rosos STATE
. TABLE Y11 « FANILIES AND INDIYIDUALS BISPLACED Y BY FEDERAL-ALD PROJECTS DURING TE CALITCEHIA
PERIOD OCT. 23, 1562 THROUGH WAR. 31, 1964, AND NUMBCR RECEIVING MOVING EXPENSE PAYRENTS e

ITEX IRTERSTATE] PRIMARY | SECOMOARY TOTAL URBAN RURAL TOTAL

Ocroven 23, 1962 tuacuen Mancw 37,1964

To Famivics akp 1#DIVIOUALS Bi5PLATED FROME

et adetatetara tatal
W

As DHRE!S:---.....-t-ioc»o‘-l--‘u.accu

[ Ho.oﬂ'tns...ts...-.lll.lllt.i-l.dl!

c. Numacn (oweens ano wowowmeas)......

0. PEItEﬁtaBE.......-.-........-......

2o FAMILIES AND JNDIVIDUALS FOR WHOW STATC
LAN u:nluor PEAMIT FAYMENT GF MOVING

ERPENSE

Ae m.i'act--at.t.'ttl--‘l..l..‘toclIa

8. HﬂlWHEIS.------.-..uo------.ua.-

. NuMaen (owweas AND WOROWNERS )y snes.

Be PERCENTAGE.aseanesrasvransnnncsaras

3:gFAHlLIES ANG LNDIVIDUALS RECEIYiNG
MOYI NG EXPENSE PAYMENTS OR qa?l?g
di, 1364

CLAIMS 1k PROCESS ok Mamcy

Au BWNERS avesnccssacsrosessinasnnens - B JATVINT MDD

B NOKOWNERS: cosacasnenscnrcansanneres

Go Numoen (OWnEns ANG NONOWKEAS)e..ses

0u PEACENTAGE«ssrsessasesassannrcorses H 2 3 10 3 pd 5 100%

T" FAMILIES AND INDIVIOUALS THAT HAD *OT
uueE m“gi COST PAYMEKTS A5 OF
aty S,

A« [2SPLACEES WITH TIME TC FILE A3
ne Hancw Ji, 1964

(I) ﬂ“":ls-..al-.itcltqlltciltdt--l

{2} HDIW!EIS. (AR L R I R T T Yy

(3) Numsen (ownens anp wonownzas}..

{4) PERCENTARE. varvacanoscooasesens

B DiSPLACEES FON WHOM TIME 70 FILE
HAD PASSED o Manck Ji, 1964

{T} OHIEI‘-..-.--C--oloscloclna-l--

(2} HUIDU*E“--.--an-cu--u.----aa-.

{3) Numeen (owner3 ana nowowneRs)..

{‘) PEHCE‘T&QEc---..-----tt-pnooto

4

2

4

100 £

H

4

00f |

IfincLuses aLL #amtLies & supiviouaLa,
Tras or veavse. Foa punrose or

LAMFULLY OCCHPYING FARM § NOMFAAM DWILLINGS, CAUSES TO MOYE BY A PROJs REGAMD=
THES TABLE) “FamiLy™ Meand 2 OR WORE PEASONS LIVING TOALTHER N 3AME SWELLING WNIT.



aﬁ%'sa.m.s(om

Bupcer Bunzay Arenovac No. 4[-B426 gxeinen 93064

NE-TINE FLORM

Pl’i TE NAME

Uo Su BEFARTREAT DF LORIERCE

TABLE VEII - BUSINESSES (OTHER THAX FARMS) AND MONPROFIT ORGANIZATIONS DiSPLACED -l—lB'l' FEDERAL-A1D
EEE'ERPH PROJECTS DQURING THE &Eﬁ;‘gﬂ OCT. 23. {962 THROUGH MAR. 3!, 1964, AND HUMBER
3G MOVING FXPENSE PAYNE

Buncau of PusLic Rosos

CALIPORIIA

iTeN

INTER-
STATE

PR {NARY

ARY

SEOOND-

TOTAL

URBAN

RURAL

TOTAL

[+ DISPLACED FRON 10-23-62 THROUGH 3wi-64:

A, OWRERS OF BEAL PROPERYY.urensnrernsn

b Sels)

8. Homll.'--ua-c--n-'.ucuco--o-o.--tt

- ¥

C. TOTAL {owwens 80 WONOWMERS Jeessooss

27

=3

0. Peacenvase. ELLSREELEBbus LAt b ey

4

£ o0

2. FOR YHOM STATE LAW DID NOT PERNIT PATHEN]
OF NOVING EXPENSE:

h‘ 0".5"3 OF REAL PROPERTYsucesnnnsnes

| eie)

PAYYIND

B- Hnlw’ﬂls-cu-.--oo-o.o.oc--nn&.‘c-n

C. TOTAL (owweas auo nONOWNKERS)reasass

aq FEIGEIT“E-.&.-.&-&&.; caansseRBIELY

$ 100 $

100§ .-

3. THOSE ACCCIVING HOVIHG EXPENSE PAVWENTS
OR HAVING CLAINS IN PROCESS ON 331.64:

A DMUERS OF REAL PROPERTYsusencdonnes

470 )

FAYNZERD )

ADS

Be HOBOWNERSaweeonssncensovnsronnnssns

C. TOTAL (owNENS AND MOMOWNERS }icuscas

D. PERCENTAGE cescareessactnsnnnornsns

g log

4. 1DOSE THAT HAD WDT CLAINEC KOVING (DS
PAYHENTS AS OF 3-3i.54:

PISMLACEES wiTh TIME YO FILE A8 OF J-31-B4:
Av \MNERS OF REAL PROPEATYsoasesaccnns

Be HONOWNERS.veaesvivvrenasrannnnnnen

HOT ADPLS

SABIE

€. TOTAL {owNERS AND KONOWNERS }iovoess

D‘ PER‘E“T‘EEO.-‘. (AL AR LL RN ERESETETY]

£ 0y ¥

1003

PISPLACEES FON WHOM TIME TO FILE HAD PASSED:

A, OWNERS OF REAL PROPERTYerevesransns

3. HG’W'EILUOUUOIIOCIOC..tl..lc.ill-

LI APPLS

Co TOTAL {owNgAS AND NONOWAERS }erssvns

b. Ptﬂcﬁlflﬁionncoo-co-.o--a YT I

%

;

i 0o §

1003

y AL LAMFUL OCCUPANTE CAVEED ¥O MOVE BY A FROJECT, REGARBLERD OF TENUAG.



(RC&'?.Q-DI-S{OT)} Bupacv Lunenu Arprovar Ho. 46-6426 expines 9-30-5-!‘

ONE-TiME foir ey. 5. ﬂEPARIRENFﬁFmﬂﬁHHEREE . ' Bunesv or PosLic Rosss
TABLE 1X -- FARH OPERATIONS DISPLACED = BY FEDERAL-AID HiGHNAY PROJECTS DURING THE PERIGD OCT. 23, 1962,
THROUGH MAR. 31, 1854, AND WOYING EXPENSE PAYRENTS 70 GPERATORS

STATE Mine CALXZORUT A

HEM INTERSTATE PR IHARY SEQOMDARY T0TAL

is OISPLACED FROR 10+23-52 THROUGH 3-3i-64:

‘-I D’HIEEH QPEIMTEB l..ll.'I.lll“l.....‘ll.il.i...‘l.. SG 21

B- Humlﬁa OFENATED L L T

39

8
N
=

c. mIAL (GHHER ANG IIOHB!MER) TherTELISTENREI R LUk

93

D‘ PERCEI?AGE AAAAREELLEIE LY R N N N N Y N N i

& 5
»

&
>

AR LI

2. FOR WHICH STATE‘ LAY DiD NOT PERMIT PAYNENT OF

ROVING EXPENSE /o B UINGE b oy I TS o

&- wﬂfl DPERATED AR AL AL R A TR TS N TN Y Y N N ey

8. HDION'EI OPERATED L R L

Co TOTAL (oMKEM 5MO NOHOMMER) vuvesscnssscseroscannes

Dn PEHEE.T&GE LR R R I - ’ ’ ‘ lm

3. IN WiiCH OPERATORS RECEIVED KOYING EXPENSE PAYMERTS OR
HAD CLAINS iN PROCESS DK 3-31.54:

0 PAGENT MADE

A‘ &!ER OPEMAYED LA R R RS AL R LI RE LR RN T YT Y SRy

n. Ho“mt‘ O'Elﬁrﬁn ..'..lIl.'l-l...l.‘l..'.‘U'.“.'.

c- I&IAL {Dlﬂlin AND IG.W“I} SraFENCESI I MRS At R Ay

ﬁ- PEI“IT‘EE LR LI L PN T Y o L R i ‘ ’ mﬂ‘

& IK WHICH OPERATOR HAD NOT CLAIKED MOVING EXPENSE
AS OF 3.31.-64: & LOZ! 2PPLICANLE

OPERATORS WITH TikE 10 FIlE AS OF 3.31-64:

A, Dwiner oreraTED Y T T T P TP P

a. HG““‘ER OFERATER LI N T T A I ATy I I

c. mT‘L (WHEA AND HOHO“‘EIJ SreNNEIn s ARG IR de R AN Y

0- PERCE'T‘GE LA L L L I L TR LY T I I PO i L _: !w;

[GPERATORS FOR WHGM TIME TO FILE HAD PASSED: LT RPPLICADSZ

L MEI QFERATER A AL L T T I rTrraan

8-. Hﬂmﬁ!l OFEllTeﬂecnnc.e4...-.0-‘-0lutavlt-oa..a-nu

C. TOTAL (OWAER AMD WONOWKER} wovevrsesarannsnnsenenns

D. PE““‘T‘-“ ..l!!‘tivol.!‘l'..ulcl'i‘atoltl'..tltloc ‘ ; ‘ im

h"Fﬂl FURPQRER OF THID TABLE, FARM OPERATION WS QISPLACED IF UMIT WAS ELIMINATED O OPERATOS WAL GANSEN TO iNCUA
= EXPENBER IN MOYING DR REALIGNI NG PEASOMAL PAOPEATY, REQARDLESE Gf TEMURE.



: _ _ Buoaet Bunesy Arenouar Mo, 41,6428 £xpiaeg 9.30-54
[_{Iu.‘l'ms Fonm (RES 39-0!-5(0”) (to comrLy w/coua. ReQ.) ' T T UGS, DEPARTKENT OF COMMERCE [state mame .

' - TABLE X - RELOCATION ADVISORY SERVICES Tu FARILIES A0 INDIVIDUALS DISPLACEQ Y BY FEoERAL.atp  ~Bumesv or Purvic Roaos

HIGHWAY PROJECTS DURING THE PER10D OCTOBER 23, 1962 THROUGH MARCH 31, 1964, AND VALUE AHD o S - CALIFOTZIA
RENTAL CHARACTERISTICS OF OWELLINGS OCCUPIED _ . co- ‘ 3
176xS ' URBAY AREAS = Totxl | RUMAS dotal ALL AREAS
? T Duneas Nagowy LH 'k*'"t}-*fn?

Notowkeas ) 3 Houownensg

. ToraL FAMILIES ANO TNDIvIDOALS ;
Diseiaceo Quatng this Periog

Y

Lode Wt ieviiiine. | 2606 | 2790 | 4307 $¢3 | 168 | 56 | 3vd | 1939 5153
e PEACEUTASE e | B 354 5% | 1r: 31 15: | €23 | 3y 10604

2. STATE Hlsuuv ﬂennm&m rouav .
15 TO ADYISE D) SPLAGEES OF THZ
« AYAILASILITY OF RELOZATION A0YISORYE!
SEAVICE aY:

A LEI‘EH y-«--:.----lntvl"----vi' .E"ESDHO EE]VES DNO DYE3 E] 1 1+ HYESDNOBYESDNU DYES D N BYSSD"Q E‘}'ESD”O DTEs mnu
PERSONLL YISET 19 THT FAMILY - )
. ag"m:a;::ua-y...'........(-'.. @vesguo E]vss[:]uo Elves Dw E]Y”D-‘“";E}mm“ _Dvss [:] ) vssDuo E]rs-s Duo Dvss DN
3. Diseiasces REJUISTING AZLOCATIAN Ghinnnnnn s g
ADVISOdY SIRVIGES | D s i

L, e
.

ER MM

Ao RU‘NER D P

r-~ & Peazentacs 98 107AL 213PLACED..

4. Disseacess aziocarzo Tizouan
AJYISORY SERVICES

Ay Nomser

dELsapr b st r e ra b

0. PErcentace of ToTAL otseLaceD..

5. Dy sPLACCES RELOCATED 2% own
INITHATEVE

de Humaza

VRdtdevdhavres e naantsunan

v Pemsentase oF rorac otrseLaccy,,

1]
6. DMELLING UNITS FROW WHIGH Ut SPL ACED

as Bivow 33,000 vALve 24 340
HONTHLY RENTAL

T ——




yasie 1 {conrinues)

sace 2 or 2 raece

11ENS EEEY AREAS _ sweaew " RURAI, AREAS ALL ASEAS
OwNERS Noxownens | sAmsdraene Dwueas Nonowneks | *hry~rweny Dwne as Nowowners | AuL Diwgas
(13 RKuMeEm o ereiarnennemnnnae 158 741 9268 97 227 324 202 eL3 1250 i
(@) Ppemrsor o - ) 35 | 151 | 18 4 a1 Iy 61 | S5 | 192 | 24 ¢
. BETWELN 33,001 70 313, Cov-vALuE b e '
or $50 ro $100 mosTmey mEwTM E i : i :
G DR TTTS P Y > B 756 1519 179 ild 264 933 8710 16803
(z)r
Moo a o | 155 |15 | 299 | 35 | 25 | 63 175 | 33

¢ Over §15,000 varus or §110
MOKTHLY RENTAL

Uhunen.::_.:::_...;........,_. 1429 475 1303 127 20 147 1552 453 2030
@ a1 201 105 ] 37s | 21 | 0% 3 | 304 | 10g | 40 g

ie REPLACEMENT DWELLING UNITS

FerosaT

A Do Stave Higweay DeranTuesy -
PROCEDLRES REQUIRE “FOLL OwwoPl
TO DETERHINE WHETHMER REPLACEMENT
HOGSI NG SECURED 35 SBITABLE 18
COKDITION AND PRICE OR RENTAL

LA R RN RN LY ]

’Uvss

Euu

[7 v
E:T T

m‘vts
£7 w

7 ves
E7w

17 ves
BT w

[T ves
7w

For oiseLacees? 4

T

1/ [NtLUB'S ALL FAMILIES AND INDIV!DUALS, LAHFULLY OEGUPYIHE FlRM AND hDNfAﬁH DHELLIHGS, EAUSEﬁ Tﬂ MﬂVE EY & FEQJECT, KEGARDLESE OF TEHNHE.

FURPOSE ﬂF THIS TABLE,

z[ Ansnsr oNLY fFOR THE IRDIVIDUAL 87{755-—

TFAMILY®Y MEANS TWO OR MORE PEASONS LIVING TOGCTﬂER PN THE BAME DWELLING URIT, ,E

Fon Tae




LY
.
Gurvey Juseaey dreoval Ho, AL.B428 Exermes 3230064

oue=Time Form (RCS 39-01-5(0T})- U. S. DEPARTNENT OF COMNERCE Buneay of PusLic Koasw

TABLE X1 =~ RELOCATION AND GERMINATION UF BUS.NESSES {OTHER THAK FARMS) OISPLACED JBT FLUGERAL-AED HIGHRAY
gﬁ?}%g?ﬁ”g&ﬂﬁ THE PERIOD OCT. 23, 1962 THAQUGH MAR. 31, 1964, AND RELOCATION ADYISORY SERYICE

STATE WAME

CALIZPOCRLUI AN

tTEH INTERSTATE | PRIRARY SECONDARY TOTAL

bo TOTAL BUSINESSES (GTHER THAN FARNS) 0)SPLACED OURING T1E
PERIOD 290 - 7 1? - 384

LR AL A L L L R R L LYY

A. PEHGE"T‘GE .l".'l‘.l‘l.....lﬁ..‘ll.-.l..l."..l!l..l. 51 1 45 ‘ 4 ’ ;M
2. BUSINESSES THAT REESIABLISHED AFTER D!SPLACEMENT: ST ) '

URnan Aneas:

A, Uwnchs of ReaL Paoeerty reveersenssonennurerancy 7 BUSORLS Ll MAINTAINED

AL ETE XN

B- NDIW"E.S.‘..D.Ql.t!..ll.llil..l‘.l‘ll (LIS AT L TNy Y

C- TOI*L {Wlﬁﬂ‘ AND ﬂaﬂ“"iﬂs) IKQOOtil;.“.‘..!‘tll.llt.li.ll.
Rurar Aneas:
A OWNERS 0F REAL PROPERTY 0vuuanucosneocsronnrnsencssns

B- NQ"OHHERS rl.-ll-c'-.llltl‘oIlb-Il'll'l..o..l“l-ool.n.tt.l

C. TOTAL {ownens awp 'uonmtns) terenrenneinetonneasnace
:qﬁu. Angas: -

A, Dwnens oF Rear PRorenty,....... s ugsssssassernennesane

' .
B. HBIWHERS ..OIlt..;-l.illl.i!.‘ltilli'llcll.ll.tl.lcli
[ LR . . Sae

-—-——-—-—L—-c. TUTAL OWNENS AND RONWHEIS] o------noqnnui.. ix .- -‘9.-0 : i - ) .

i PEHCEH?!EE or TDTAL D'SPLACEO PrsmbarsaNBe Rt Ndbatn oot -:::i st : - e 1 :m""

3. BUSINESSES THAT TERMINATED: . I PR A

Unaan Areds: L B
——————— el . ~ -

A' U"!EIS OF RtlL PR“PERTT oto.v-.-ntuioo-nor-------u-- iy

8. NOIGWHERS -o-c-o-u---oooc-o-‘s-ooﬁno-i---------cuoaluao-- -

" : . B

C. TOTAL {owners awp uonouusns) esbestsebetntesrerrabaves -
JRURAL AREAS: . ; : .
e ———————

A. UWHERS OF RE&L PHOPEHTY .t‘.rtill‘l‘!lllq.Il.'t'tlljl.‘l

; : -

) B. Na“wn!ns ..‘..."....‘....':;'.-'..6‘:..l...-..‘.'.‘..‘.-I‘l

C. JOTAL {owmers awp nnnouuens) serressnnsrnisssevasernar | N A : “ .
ALL AREAS! - -

Ao Owaers OF REAL PROPEATY tvevsssenensnosesaconsssanrone ) ' .

Bn NOIUHHEIS ioorn---------pooounq.c'l-:lq;no---’.a-..n-otllo! l .

C. TDTAL (owutns AND unuwuzns)‘ raadiidetiunnanarhbanons

D. PElGEITnE o TﬂTM. BfSPLACEG uu-xn“u..s. aernts 5 ------- ik 48 .100% .

--..{ comPLETE MEVERIE uu} o T : .




. xapee o {conyimnven)

PacE § OF L PAgES

{2) MonTuLy Pavments At

ITEM INTERSTAIE PRIMARY SEQORDARY IOTAL
4. OLSPLACEES REQUESTING RELOCATION ADYVISORY SERVIES 2 2 0 4
A, Percewrace oF TOTAL OISPLACED..cussurnnsvases 1 2 3 * o 1 ik
5. DISPLACEES RELOCATEG THROUGH ADYI!SIRY SERVICES... 0 0 ¢ 0
A, Pencenrace oF TOTAL DISPLACEDussrnssaannsenns o ¥ ok o* Wl
6, DISPLACEES RELOCATED BY ONN IKITIATIEcessneenns| 204 177 17 134
Ao Percentace oF TOTAL DISPLACED vevsvicesvansvns 104 3 1031 100 4 e
FS gé;jgé?U:ég:T?gnﬁEg AL PAYRENTS BY BUSINESSES AT uumaen PE:;:NT- NUMaE R p;i:ENT- NUMEER pg:z:ur- - r;:::ntd
A. For SeLscren Unaan Area PRogrers |
(1) Businesses 1 SELECTED PROJECTSsoeeensssss 53 &2 ? 24‘? 6 | 14 % 110 100 4

‘a} 550 GR LESS-..-..c-o-.--ole:sql..-o-.-

£1) Busikesses +u ScLeCTED Pnoaacrs.;.........a

5 | 724 41354 6 I35 4| 25 248

(E} :51 TO 3?5.-...".....u--.-u-nuu.- a ;2 z 3 11 .7 o 0 % 11 lng

(C} 3?5 TG sIBDtaotalo'aoooanu.ot-uino-.on 1‘; 21 1 5 . 19 ? 3 19 1 22 20 :

(D) 5107 10 B150usceresnsncnnccarasnnanes g 1124 4 1151 4 {22! 26! 35¢

(E} 3151 TO szmuuu...n...s.cunuu- Q 13 ? 3 ll ? 1 G 1. 13 12 5

(F} Bome 7aan §200.cvecensrennnsrirnnaeses 0 5 4 7 29 4 2 12 4 33! 301

F Asea P

8. For Sciecren Bumai Asea ProJecTs 5 an 5 25 4 1 103l 111100 1

(2} Montwiy Pavments am

(A} 350 OR LESSiasrcrennscrvrvscncrarsesa 3 lzen g o 40 4 0 of% 4| 381
(8) 351 70 $75uuiseriinemnsvsrneneernane | e 1 o o4 o ofl o o:
(C) §76 10 §100u.uuseisneiricrivnisnnnane b 2 L as 4 1 l204d o ofl 21 18¢%
(D) 3101 10 $350iiivnervnncianarsrrasinaes 2 2008 1 l208 o oil 31 291
{E} 3157 vo §200.ceesiansircniacresnannnae o c il o 04 1 {3c0% 11 10%
(F) Home THaN B200.ueveercovmcsrsnoanannes o o 11204 0 0%l 1 10 f
1TEM 1ES KD
8, OOES STATE PROVIDE ADYISORY SERVICES FOR DISPLACED BUSINESSES? x
9. (GES STATE ADGVISE BUSINESSES OF AYAILABILITY OF RELOCATION ADVISORY SERVICE BY:. ERRETEE
A Letrea? L T e
B Peasonai YiS(T 70 DiSPLABEEY tevieervessrcanvsstorsronssnrnnassoscssansaarncarisntsrsseransne X

DLISPLAGED U3 AERBES.

IFALL LAWFUL OCCUPANTS CAUNED TO MOVE Y A FACJELT, REGARDLESS OF TEAURE.
ProdeeTs sELECTEE oy OPR TO PADVISE & REPREBENTAYEVE PLOTUAE OF THE AMOUNT ANO BISTAISUTION OF RENTACE PAIE BY




TABLE XIT -- MOVING LXFLISE PAYMENTS TO DISPLACEES OF FEDERAL-AID

HIGHWAY PROJECTS DURING THE PERIOD OCTOBER 23, 1962
THROUGH MARCH 31, 1964

CALIFORNIA - KO PAYMERT MADE

TABLE XIIT -- STATE HIGHWAY DEPARTMENT POLICIES O PAYMENT OF
MOVING EXPENSES TO DISPLACEES OF FEDERAL-ATD
HIGHWAY PROJECTS, AS OF MARCH 31, 196h

CALIFORNIA - HO PAYMENT MADE



TABLE XV -- SIZE OF MOVING EXPENSE PAYMENTS, TO PERSONS DISPLACED
FOR SELECTED INTERSTATE HIGHWAY PROJECTS DURING THE
PERIOD OCT. 23, 1962 THROUGH MAR. 31, 1964

CALIFORNIA - KO PAYMENT MADE

TABLE XVI -- COMPARISON OF RELOCATION ASSISTANCE COSTS AND OTHER
HIGHWAY COUSTRUCTION COSTS FOR SELECTED INTERSTATE
AND PRIMARY HIGHWAY PROJECTS DURING THE PERIOD
OCTOBER 23, 1962 THROUGH MARCH 31, 1964

CALIFORNIA - NO PAYMENT MADE



JTaae xiv {cowrimven) paoe 7 or 2 eacig

1TER : YES } WO

4. ADVANCE NOTICE 1S GIVEN pr:

‘C {-EIIER m uchmT t.Il.l-chtt'.‘lo‘tol-o-lnllcu04---llvolct--.n.-l.l‘l.!lctt-cli#ll.l.-l.ol‘t# x

Bﬂ PEEML visIT m ucwpmt ha---uo-ion--noutlai-inu-il.ol-.-oulllucl--nlitlleci.cltatbntll.CUD‘O x

C. OTHER NEANS (JF YES," (ESCRIEE 1N "RENARKS. ")

-in-.autuol--!.ll..---".tn!.“.c'l'.i.-ll.'l..l- =:

BEMAARS - ‘ .
At pubucfhaaringa on tha propocad projoct
AL publio;metinga to disouss Right of Way Procodurcs
-By pé:nphlct which is handed to the rublic ot public hoarings

and also mailed or delivezed personally prior to tho ingspoge -
tionpf the proporty for purposes of making the sppraical,

If ALL LAWFUL OCCUPANTS GAUSED TD INGUR MOVING EXPENSES BECAUSE OF THE FACJECT, AEGANDLESY OF TEAURE.

DATA ©w THIS TABLE COVEAS FOR EACH STATE ONE LABAN 4ND OME RURAL JNTERSTATE MIGNWAY PROJECT IW WHICH THERE Wi3
SUBSTANTIAL DESPLACEMENT QUAINA PEAIGD 1042352 Tumoven 3-31-54. Prosccrs wene SELECTER oY ¥uE Buxeaw oF PusLie
RoAUS To FAOVIDE A AEPRESENTATIVE PLOTUAE OF THE TiME GIVEN DISPLACEES TO SLAK AKD AGCOMPLESK THEIR MOYES., (l#

A STATE wAs 50 IevYEnaTATE unBAN PAGJECT MEETIRR THESE REQUIREMENTA, BURSTITMTE & Primany PROJECT MEETINQ THE
REQUEREMENTY. } ’ ® e v o




Buoaey Bumedu Arrmovac No. §1-6426 exeines 9.30-64

REQUIRED

[ OMK=TIME FoaM (RLS J9e0io5 (01 ]]
TABLE X1V e ADVAKCE NOTICE, 10 PERSONS 0ISPLACED 1/ FOR SCLECTED WTERSTATE HIGHHAY PROJECTS 2/ DURING THE
PERIOO OCT. 23, 1262 THRGUGH MAR. 31,

U 5. CEPARTHENT OF COMMERCE Bumeaw oF PusLic Noips

1964, OF THE OATE POSSESSION OF REAL PROPERTY WOULD BE

fﬁﬁ: RATE

T CALIPORNIA

-+
vl

Sec aevEmse sice roa FooTmOTES.

_ ARDUNT OF AUYANCE MOTICE
1 TEN LOENTIFICATION OF HIGHWAY PROJECTS BY| 31 T 8 18 | WoRE | . -
PROJECT KO. AKD KEARBY CITY JAYS OR! TO 16 18 THAN | TOTAL :
S : LESS [ 90 DAYSITS DAYS 36S0AYS! ) YEAR - .
b INDIVIDUALS AND FAM)
LIES: 31572 » Coklang
Uneax Areas: _ :
s UWNERS «yurnnrnnasene O (4] ol 23 206G 164
B. Nonowneas o.uevvinins O | X2 26 ! 34 461 31§
C. TOTAL (owsers anp
uenwnuss aus g 12 L5 72 152 232
L-ﬁu.l. AREAS:
- NERS sevsannesnensns _Q::.'SL - ﬂa" I.:i.'r:"ﬁn g Q 2_,_ ,L.L i m—-
Be NONOWNERS ssurvnseens 1) 1 0 b4 £ |
L. TOTAL (ownerz awg
F Ty ST G| X | 2133] s 21
REAS:
A QWNENS cvivnrennnnnes O Q 22 ! 4% 1 111! 153
B. Ronownesrs resacitanne 0 la _ﬂﬁ e x4 F 7 M !
C. TOTAL {owneas amp : '
- nnuowu.tns} : : ' 13 40 £5 1
B T e a— B
{ Ukean Aneas: :
HERS suvauessrasnse b § o ? il 24 49
B. NOKOWKERS vuveeirones 2 3 < b | 10 19
C. TOTAL (ownens anp - ‘
NONOMNERS) ,u0 b 3 o S 113 34| 64
['Rgm. AREAS: v
Ao OWRERS oo pinyorennns | 285) = Son Soovon 0 & 2] 2 b3 3
B HONOWNERS wusvvevans Q (] ¥ b 0 2
Co TOTAL {owmens anp
*ONOWRERS) ., G o 0 4 3 S
ALL ARgas:
Ay DMMERS 4uuvnuinsnines b4 ) 7 13 a5 52
B. NONOWMERS vvvevennes 2 . < 4 106 3 4
L. 10TAL Towneas anp
AONOMNERS ) .o | 3 O IR Y 351 73
P FARM OPERATORS: 122691 = E2n Remgn - - —
‘o Q‘IEIB 4:.:-...----'.- . V - ‘ .‘1 : ‘ -.hl ‘ | 0 o 1 '
B, HONOWNERS weerversne " s ol ‘ 3
C. TOTAL {owwcns axp i
- NONOMUERS | ~ « 0.:.0 Q -4 r I

{comrLeT nEversy wree)



Bucacr Buntin Arexover Ko, 415426 ravsnen 3.30-64

par-TINE FORNN {TO EONPLY WITH COMMAESEIONAL NEGUEOT] U, 5 [EPARTHENT OF COMMERCE
{RCS 3305 {01V SEALEY 9F PoStLIR ROARS

TABLE | o REAL PROPEATY ACOUTSSTIOM FOR (NTERSTATE, PRINARY AND SECOROARY FEOERAL-AID
HIGRMAY PROJECTS FROM JULY 1, 1362, ¥ITH PROJECTIONS THROUGH JUNE JO, 1972

ITATL B4 aNational Summary

INTERSTATE PRIRARY SECONGARY
1TEN SYSTEN SYSTER SYSTEN TGTALS
le Acasans "'!lﬂliilll raon oy

71462 18 3064

1 ¥ ‘
Ao URBAR AREAS ™ anecrevcorcances 18,964.7 16,048,3 3,412.3 58.425.3

B, Romst AREAS covecsssnsssnesssns 199.429-1 110,679 .1 103 B872 i &1
cn BoTE AREAR sccvisnsnasnssansas 233.393.3 126!72?.:. 107.29&.6 :‘ ﬁ??lﬁi.s.P_

7, AceeaAsE -I-rfn 8T ACAEIRER FAOW
Tutabd T8 5-30-‘?2:

o :
Ao URSAR ARZAZ ™ seressnsnveronsns |  92,701.1 70,152.6 16,962.7 179,815 .4¢

B. RUNAL ABERS worsvessercusesares | G4ds,B52.6 | 59,783.7 | 408,498.7 |1,513,135.0

C. BOTH AREAD cucesrransnavsencnns 73?‘553.7 529_‘_936 : &2: 461.4

. ToTaL acacaae &) ACQUISER Ok TO
ot ACQuiate Faon 7=1-52 1o

5-30-?2 snsaanepsssRIbnaasRRRR 975.9&7,5 65'5,653.?

k. ERTrraves AVENSGE ACREASE TO B8
ALQuImER R YEAR FOR T

REWALKEBE L8t . 92,194.2 66,262.0

lﬂ“ ' ) »
* Arkansas reported dets not available, ; B
*% Alaska and Puerto Rico have no Interstata Highway System..

532,756.0

H isnwmee omy acovimvion o FIE TITLLE ANS PLRMARESY BIKTHAT BIANTOF-AY RASCNIRTS.
Y s erme 0 B LSEG ‘ '

e
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{nca I%0i-5(DT}) BusceT Buneaw Arrnoval Ne. £6-6426 exriaen 8-30-54

ONE~VIME FORM U. 5. DEPARTHENT OF CORNERCE SURCAN OF PMOLEC mosRd
TABLE If o~ REAL PROPERTY DWRERSHIPS ACOUIRED FOR INTERSTATE, PRINARY AND SECOHOARY FEDCRAL-ATD
HIGHWAY PROJECTS FROR Juit I, 1562, WiTH PROJECTIONS THAOUSH JUNE 20, 1972

ITATE NAng
National Summary
INTERSTAIE PRIMARY SEQONDAR Y
HEA SISIEN SISHN SISIEN 107

1, Dwsimanirs acquints raomM
Telab? 1o 6-J0.54:

*o Unaan ll!l‘(luﬂtl} Sdddsessebeteninn W.Oﬁl 2?.5?2 a.%i.
ATHESTIAATER #racenTacr oF roTaL &7

Taxings ~ 63,34 61,3% 20,4 %
L EaTimaTED PENCENTARE OF FARTIAL
TaKINaa 257 ’ -‘iﬂa}’ 749. % z
B Runse anead {RNER)erenairasencinanne 29 623 45,727 63. 049 38,449
(1)) Eavimates rencanTant OF TOTAL i
TARINGE ' 11.'}’ 6.1‘ G0 4
{2) Estemaren pencenrane oF PanvraL
TAKINGS _BE.5 ’ 93.3’ 94.0 5
Co ALl anEas (NEMBEA }ererrrersnensaronnne 69,684 73,299 72,045 215,027
(1) EsTioutes rerceuatacr ar TovaL i
TARI NS S P 2 lg.j; 1.8 5
(2} Estimuten rescrnract oF PRATIAL
TALINGS ; 8.1 $ Bﬂ.ﬁj 92.2 $

2. Owaensnirs 70 ot LEQUIRLS Faom

?—1-51 T 5-22:?2:

A lmean sneaz ('“Eajtunn.t--.tnvo--t 167.628 136,892 EQ‘J&?
- W Estimatio rERCERTASE OF TOTAL
TAKINGY 64,0 % ;lé,}’ 15.3 5
(£} ESTIMAYED PENCENTAGE OF PRATEAL
_ 36,03 §3.3% 84,7 %
a. Runar AREAS (IWE')-------o-vncucuoo 93,75L 229169? ;_911946 §:-!-§“l_3“9__5
A1) ESTIMATEN PIRCENTAGE OF TOTAL s P g :
TAKING S iheB 5.1 2,7
12) EATIMATED FERCORTAGE ©F PARTIAL
TAKINGS gs, 2t 94._;_.’:’ 97.3%
cv All. llElS[‘“ER)o Ferenserssasarsudne 25] 3&& mg 2R . 791
UTF EaTIMaZED FLIRCENTARE OF TOTAL :
TAKI NGS ms 17.35 [ b4 3
1L] ESTIXATER PENCENTAGE OF PARTIAL B

TARINGD 53_&’ 52.7’ 9:.3‘
3. TozaL owmpranies acquines, of To s .
sceuiaee raon 7-1-52 18 Gu30.72,

(xorwen) 131,064 439, 888 '492..331 Lazizss ¢

4o ESTIMATER AVENARE OWNERSRIPR TO o1
LCOPIREN FER TEAR FOR AZAAINEM
8 veans,

32,673 435, 824 41,037 146 411
3 ivcsers 1aximes or ree TUMLE ARS PIRMANENT NIWCAT LAMIMENTS OTEA ENTSRE OWRERONIFG,




{xca 39-04-5(0T})

Buocet Bunraw Aermovai Mo, 415428 cxrones 8264

ONE=YIME FORM

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF (DHMERCE
JABLE 1 «- REAL PROPERTY OWNERSHIPS ACQUIRED FOR INTERSTAYE, PRINARY AMD SECOMOARY FCOERAL-AID
HIGHMAY PROJECES FROW JULY 1, 1962, W{TH PROJECTIONS THROUGH JUNE 39, 1972

SUALAR OF PRILIC ROAERE

ITATE A
Hational Swmnary
1TER INTERSIATE PRIKARY SECONDARY 10TAL
1. Quapmanies ACQUIREY FRON RIEL
TalabZ To 6.30.54:
A Uanas ancas (nomen) ocvsereicrnseress 40,061 | 27,572
LEJ EavanaTes reacantaan of favaL 37 :
TARENOS 63,3 % 41,3 %
L8] LITINATED PERCINTASE OF FARTIAL
TALIRG3 36.7% 58, 23
Be Rumat 44283 (RUMEER ) rerrersnarcrsorans 29,623 45.7%7 63.0%9
UF) EATimATER FERCENTARE OF YOTAL i
FAKINGE 11.5’ 15.'.?_‘I 5.0’
{2) Esremures Pescentast of Fantemw
TAKI NGY &_&.5’ 91.8% %4.0Ff
G A AREAS (ﬂmll}.uu.n-&'cauo‘o-otdna _mq 73,.2%G ?2;0&*
L) Esvesates renceatage or vovaL
TAKI NGS 41,3 3 19.4" 1.8 L4
(Z) ExrimaTes reacimtice OF PRRTIOG
TAK NS : -1 P 5 m‘ 2.2 5
2o Owkraswirs 1o pE ACQUERED FRON
J-1.54 10 5-30.72:
A Unoan anens (aomen)ceceineroainenase | 167 628 136,892 36,342 40, 867
. AL} EsTimaTED FERCERTAGE OF TOTAL
TAXINGS 6&!0’ ;6.?‘
(£} ESTEMATEN PERCERTARE OF PAATEAL
TALINGS 36.0’ 6}..2__" —
B Ruma ameas {NUMBER) oevrivervrsnrene 93,752 229, 697
(#) EsTimutes rERCENTRGE OF TOTAL
TAKINGS Iln'v.ﬂs S.?‘
{2) ESTIMATES PEACEATAGE OF PARYIAL
1A% 1 na g5,2* 94, 3%
€ At snEas{NMER ) cavecrnnrsrensasons 261,380 | 366,589 |
A1} Lavimared renseariezr oF rovm
TAKINGS LB.4 ‘ 17, 3’
ALS ESTIRATER PERCERTARE OF FAATIMA
TANINGS 53.5‘ u_;!
3. ToTaL owNEREMIPE ACQUIRED, OR TD K )
AcQurage raom fv1-52 1o 6.30.72.
{rmmre) 331,064 439,888 400,332 Fadll 239 1
4o EsTimareo avezant owmcaemirn 7o of
ACIDIRED PER YEAR FOR REMAIDEING .
§ veass, 32,673 | 45,824 | 41,037 6,61 f

.l_l Inceuets yamines oF rEr TITLE AM FERNANENT NIGINAY KASERENTE QVER EOTIE OWRERMNIPS.




RCS 30-01.5(0F})

Runar v Rumesw Arenovac Mo, E1<BE25 pnesary 9-30-64

PAL-TIRE 70aM U.5. DEPRRTACHY OF COMMLRCE Bercrn or Postie Reann
TAREL EF) ou PATMERTS OF CORPENSATION TOR REAL PROPLRTY ACOUIRCO FOR INIERSTATE, PRINARY ANQ SECDMIARY
FECERAL-AZD HIGHMAY PROJECIS FRON LY |, 1952, WITH PRGJECTIONS THROUGH JURE 30, 1972
SIATE MARC . NATTORAL SUMMARIES
ek
1 TEN mh’.RSIIIE PRIVARY SCODMDARY GRAND
SYSIEN SISIEK STSIER RTAL
o FAYHUNT OF COMPERIATION FAON
1. 162 10 6.J0.54:
A Feorman: 5 3 $ $
(1) “l_!ll ANEAD sususrgagaserssnsssannsoaes 599,491,552 71,893,225 ‘,ﬁl?,ﬁi‘l 679,802,401
(2} RUMAL ABEAS sionsanoscsnsaosaviusranins 230,110, 768 31,701,042 9 872 482 271,683,792
(3) TDH& {b‘fl ll(‘-‘l SURE A NN AN SRS DA 829 641, 820 IﬂJ,S?ﬁlIB? 18,290,106 951,&“4'931
8, Svare:
(1) Unsan AMEAY corsnsanvrassannensasnssess 61,970,020F 212,532 187F 14,245,436
(2; RUREL AMEAS psrnssasncnreriscuncncsnas 2#,060.7?0 155.5801137 46 Y17,807 22&.35‘.71‘
{3} OTAL (hn‘ Il!ll’ L L AT XISy B6, 030, 190 _36_!.[12.32" 61,463,243 SIS-M
C. FroemaL #Lus STaTE: .
tI) UREAN ARESS cucensnsannasanintnpssennnn Gﬁil-ﬁﬁi,i?l 25&,&25.412 23;'.63‘050 569 050,044
{2} RUBAL ABEAE vucarnvussscrsrasossnscnnea 254,171,033 187, 28E,179 56,590,269 ‘9m
{3} TOTAL (Boxw lIEll} aEarbBuRNsOEOb bR EILE 915.532.610 471, 706,591 79,753,349 1.*‘7“
2. PAYMesy OF COMPENSATION EATIMAVER FOR
?—3-54 413 6"3“‘33:
Ao Fenema: $ 4 ]
('} UNSAR ARERY oyuuaevanncanressrninsasnya 1,00916271560 355,9%,7&1 7?,1?0;8’5 3.‘?‘.103.195
{2) RomAL AREAS sucsragpmonsnsessprenversnas | 917,971,5321 176,037 646] 62,574,593 1,156,563.771)
{3) T0TAL [Bovn AREAB} sevsessencosnvananes 13,977,399,097 | 562,942, 387] 140, 745.488) & 610 _GAG 967
B. Svare; .
(ll URBAR AREAZ susvsenseravnnnsrsannesnncs 326,3&3,“9 1,090,405,&?9 10!.8&&,830 1,519,101 808
{I} RURAL ANEAD weonsvesssnsniasviosnssnnss 10%,343, 51% 7&2 ﬂ“ IO!! 252 z!“ ﬂnsi i lﬁi 158 695
{3) TOTAL (Bot AREAS} vrswrsvosaeveesssess | 428,191,966 [2 878,611,779] 361 046,760] 2,667,250,50))
C. FepEmaL roax STare:
(IJ URBAw LAEAS sevravrssanssvennsnonrecsns 3,336 276 009 11#?71_3131220 lrgnalsn.’?s ‘1”34205190‘
(!) R"Hll AREAS dt'tl.‘l.I.uoinqil..llhl!l!l 1.019'315,04? 963.“099&6 32!",76!&?3I 113Ml7320ﬁﬁ6
T_M&L_‘M‘“‘S} oo T4 355,591,056 12, 460,954, 166 301,392 248 7,297 937, 670%
v TOTAL GOMPENZATION FOR REAL PASPERTY ACQUIRLD $ $ $
ok 0 o€ AcqUiaEe TROM Juf-B2 1o Ba3Da72iveces g,zn,zza,ess 2,912,660,757 581,145,597 © &,765,030,020} -~
1, ESTINATER AVERMAE PAYMENT OF COMPERBATION PER 9 § [
YEAN FOR AEMARREKQ 8 YEARE sonvuariuerivnons Sﬁﬁ,ﬁﬁ!,&&! 305._11912?0‘ 52.57‘,_03] 912.242 181
Se STAte Hiaminy DEPARTHEDY SENERSLLY CLAINCD s N} YES | W WS | W §
Frocmil FARTECITATION I RISNTSOFMAY
coaa suxtns FY 1964 .
50 L 36 16 |* 28 4
- - ; R

_u_l Uors wey SHCLISK ABWINISTRATITE GONTS GF ACHRIBITION OF MELICATISN tof7s,  (Ses reverse side)

* Alaska and Puerto Lico have no Intecstate Highway Bystesm,

**' 10 States reported less then their pro-rata share of contributions from

Stats funds.




Bucecy Bemcas Aremova Ho, 41.5426 exeines 9.30-64
ong=téme oan (2o cowriy w/Comsn. neg, ) U, 5. DEPARIMENT OF COMNERCE Bunciw or Puwsiic Roass
¢RCS 35-01.5 {0T)

TABLE |V - REAL PROPERTY ACOUISITION FOR ENTERSTATE HISHMAY PROJECTS DURING THE PERIDD JLY I, i967
THROUGH DEC, 31, 1963, SHOWING THE PROPORTION OF PURCHMASES AND RELATED CHARACTERISTICS

STAYE AAmt
{1) Nacional Sumsary

TN HUMBER FERCENT ANIUNT

1. ONMERSEI?S PURCIASED:

e Ba JOTAL WSSO PENSEANER anusnrre 7 chttrdan bbb A A A
| N ’“ﬁﬂllll A3 PENCENTARE OF ALL

| — AT T P Y YT T I I Y IT I T I T T Iv I I

Lo ComImSATION PAEE weviaincsirnavercersrsansenrsrssnrnse

B PEnCENTAGE #Y WHICH TOTAL AMOUEYT PALS WAZ MORE THAN
(3) oR LEDS THaw Stavels sevemsuimavion oF waime; S,
{lestcaze + ron mone, » Fox L33}

$504,923,223

(o0 ser wne tnis wiee)

(‘)E. PURCHASLD % WK THE IRETIAL DFFEA AR LEIS THAN
SUATE'S BETERMINATION OF TALUE sarsccsasnncrsvecannss

{F) PERCEATAE OF TOTAL WWHSERN PURCHABED . usvessssrase

-(5]F. Puacuasen seLow SYATEYS OETENMINATION OF VALUE +eonvees

(1) PemcEavice OF FOTAL NIMMER FELCHASED sereossasssees

(638, Pontuaseo a7 STATE'S BETENMINATION OF ¥ALOL sanuosscnns

{1) PERCENTAGE OF TOTAL NOMBER PURCHASED sossredmsnenon

{7)He PorcuaSec anove STaATL's DETERMISATION OF YALVE viovanss

£1) Pemeentane oF ToTAL mumara PURGHASED roverensnssass

2. TOJAL NDMBER OF OWNERSHIPS ACOUIRER 2 iN WHOLE OR IN PART
BT mm uﬁ m“mmr’m debrdadbrbbbévibtsnbradnnisne

AENARKS

{1} Alaska gnd Puerto Rico have no Interstate Highway System,

{2) Total of all percents reported divided by 50, )
{3) Twenty-one States veported no variation from the Stste's determination of value.
(4) Forty States reported no offer less than 5tata's determination of value,

{5) Thirty-{ive States reported no purchages below State's deternination of value, -
{6} Maine, Massachusetts, and Phode Inlsnd reported no purchases, all scquisitions
being condemmed.

{7) Twenty-cne States rnpmnd ne purchases sbove State's detsrmination of wvalue.

H" Fon renrost oF tare TANLE, & PROPERTY wA® "poncaases” ©F MALZNUAT WAD SLLCNED OF Ill“‘ SLEBAL ARY JBICIAL
FROGEERING MAR NBVITUTED. .
2! Nasas Srars Hismuar DkeanTient meviewinm Areaaiscsts I’!‘l‘llﬂlll‘ﬂbll l? e or IEIL llﬂﬂl" ACRBIRED,

3f lacvests OSLY ACRUISITISNS §F PEC TITLE 408 PANMAREEY R{BMAY RIDNTORFMAY EANEMENT.

v

B TR




Buvert Bumesn Arrpovac Ko, 416425 cxpincs 9.30.64

.D: ~Jim Fo ¢ COMPLY WITR CONORESSIOMAL uwca}} I.5. CEPARTMENT OF COMMERLE
.é 39'0*‘5%ISE Buaeae or Pustic Reans
FABLE ¥ ~ REAL PROPERTY ADQBISIIIOM FOR INTERSTATE HIiGHMAY PROJCTS DURTNG TME PERIBD JULY 1, 1562
THROUGH OECEMBER 31, 1363, SHONING THE PROPORTION OF COHDEMWATIONS AND RELATED CHARACTERISTICS

J3TATE A
* National Summary

THILE KUNBER PERCENT AROUNT

'. IDTII. RUMBER OF OWRNEMSHEPS ACQUIAED tH WHOLE ON iN FART oY
Wl punCubar of NN RN L NP ARSI a s p ko
MRRRRATIENE THAT MAR DEEN JETYLEN, TAIED OR WA rENRING W

SUBACIAL PROCEERIKGES 43 OF Decesaca 37, 71963

Ae TOTAL BUMIER FOR THE QROUPucccirsrecaresreesnesensssrnnsnnnsns

0. [OTAL CONDEMNATIONS N THE GRORE AS A PEARCERTARE GF ALY
CWNENSRIPS ACGUENER A L L I I L T LI T T I T I T Y

¢. Cossemmations e wMICN ST-I.'I'E- BETERMINATION BF YALUL MWAS:

{') "mﬂ -1 ] ttul.l.ﬂtlbll.l!ll‘.ll!l...l.l#bll.‘.lll.bllI.-ll

(2} ﬂ'!' ”m--li.‘u.l.ot--.- L AT TR TR Y Y] to"no..o.t-&n [ETY ]

be Comrrmatrons scvmien ¥ oy Decemsex 31, 1983

(1) Serries a3 Stave seTeaminarions or vaLse

(l} BIMEN cvoseennnss L e PSRN PRI

feirick [v) PERCENTACE OF YOTAL WUMBER FON THE GNOLF4oncnreorncres

(2) Serreee anove Srate nEvERmminATIONS OF vaLuE

[‘) NUMIER cecorvanransnaces LT L R T E Y PN Ty TP

{2} PERUENTAGE OF TOTAL WUMBER FOM THE GNOUPsas . sersencees

kﬂ (6] PENCENTASE BY WNICH TOTAL SETTLEMENTS EXCEEOED STATE
BETERMIRATIOND OF YALEusqosnnneamsnnrasnreneresessnsns

£, CampeamaTrons Trigo -Un Decemeen 31,.1963

ll} KomsEre vuuues LR T Y T T TS T R IR T I

ramsr {2) PCACENTAGE OF TOTAL NNMEER FOR THE SR0KPvsvcnsncrassoneses

(3) Tovar OF STATE CETENAINATIONS OF YALUL4seisnnscvesnsennen

(4] ToTaL OF STATE MIGHEST TESTIMORYsuvesenserseravesreranssne

(5} TotaL or CORNT AWARDSaocsavanunvaranannnssnsansienssnarany

(6) PencenTase oY wiich TOTAL OF COUAT AWARDS EXCLEGED TOTAL
OF STATE BETERKINATLONS &

CA S A g R AE AN A iR L SN

ERCENTAGE #Y WNECK TOTAL OF STATE NIAWEST TEATIsONY
EXCEEHED TOTAL OF STATE OETERMINATIONS OF VALDE soevsnsnsan

(3] Peacentane sy wmicw TOTAL OF COWAY AWARBS EXCEEBED TOTAL
or Sta RIANE AT TENTIMONY ssnvoavccusenantnnsnsiainansnss 2

PP,




Taore v (comrinpen) Pase 2 oF 2 sacts

ITEN HUMBLR PERCENT AMOUH T

‘ f. Comtesmations pencing aa or Drcersen I, 1963

(1] Hm!.olil.uola-lilcll.lld-vlullﬁnltonun---ll-s-lcl-n--clnq

Srietewr (2) PERCONTAGE OF TOTAL KEMBER FOR THE GROUR...suraeenermernsss

3. AONIKISTRATIYE TARVNGS THAT HAG WOT BELN (NGLEOED IN JORIC)AL
Fabceceinas 43 of Decpamen 31, 1563

As u‘l‘(l.nc-o-u L L Y Y PR R T Y T LI T Y s

MINIIYRATINE TARINGS A0 A FENCENTAGE OF ALL OHRERMEI PR
ABQNIAED

-I_f ALSD INCLUBES CONBEMMATIONE 1N wHItH ¥HE, STATE ACCEPTS AN AWARD OF COMMIISIONEND, NCARD OF APPRAIDERS, ET8.,
WRER IT WAR THE RIGRT Yo Arreat "s€ xov0™ T8 TNE COURT OA A JUAY THIAL,

y |lﬂ.llli DHLY THO3E CONDEMEATIONS MRICH WERE SMOUGEHT TO THIAL SEFORE A JUBRE, JERY, COMMI SE10%, EYG., OF T
TYPE WHERE ARY AFPEM WOULD HE MADE T5 AN APPELLATE COURT In THE BAME MARNER AN ANY DTNESX CI¥IL mt {m A
mia st sovot}

* Alacka and Puerto Rico have no Imterstate Highway System,
*& Kentucky, Massachusetts, Oklahoma, Tennessee, Texas, West Virginie and
- Wyoming reported scquisitions different from the totals shows on
Tﬂbh “-
wt Total of percents reported by the States dividad by 50.

Witd The percentages under columne 20({1)b and (2)b, 2E(2) and 27(2) total 118%.
It is obwvious that all States did wot furaish information on tha same
basis. Therefore, it was not possible to mske adjustments from the - -
information furnished, :
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our-TiMe Form (RCS 30.01.5(071)

TABLE Wi » FANILIES AWD INDIVIDUALS, BUSIMESSES, FARM OPERAT IDKS,

Yo 3. DEPARTMENT OF COMMLRCE
AND NONPROF 1T ORGANIZATIONS EXPECTED T BE

funcav or Puatic Rosas

DISPLACED U/ 8 REAL PROPERTY ACOULSI 110N FOR FECERAL-A1D HIGHYAY PROJECIS FROK WLY 1. 1964 TSGOUL e 30, 1972
STATE RAmE
Mublooal Swceary
WIERSIAIL PRIARRY | SECORCARY
TEN STSIEA Sysi SISIEN 10in

1, FamsriEn 4 A InpeviowaLs

A, Dnsaw Aagas

mallinibaliih

{I} mltlﬂ AR R AL L LT LY T .

55,023

37,222

140,181

{Z} Hﬂlwnlﬂs ARl AL LT R R Y L Y e P

66,510

25,683

95,652

[3} tﬂTllng-anc---.--tq-n- LLET LT F Y e

163,533

& Remar h:u v

235,833

(l} Dﬂltls ...tlllll't.lil.l ERTYAANSER SRR R g

17,168 14, 639 6,896 42,703
{21 “ﬂlﬂ!llls LA L L Y T T P, 5. 947 L 2 3z IS-EEQ
[3.’ len. L L L T . 2&.'1.10 2&_.,568 9.655 £a 244

C. AL Aneas

[1} Dviners LA ALY EE Y N PO Py

112,191 43,861 ! 14,832 | 182 884
(2} NQHWHEHS LR R B T ?3,&52 31.61_2 6.218 111.282
(a] Io‘.l‘ .....'.'...-."."l.-’.i‘.-“‘-ﬁ.‘.... lgs-mj 8?.#?3 21‘950 2

2. Estimaree AVERAGE DISPLACEMENY OF FAMILIEN AND
JTMB SV EBUA L

23,205

10,934

d. Busrugsses (ommen moan FARMS) ANB WONPROFIT

o _organtgazions *

A Unean Angas .
(1) OwNERS 0F REAL PROPERTY vevrereieeensennss 8. 021 1.919 884 13,824
IZ} Mo wowneas LRI Y TR TR T P T P Ry ?55?5 2109 ik 10,027

[3) TBTM‘. L R ] L

B RusaL Anras

{1) Owuzas 0F REAL PROPERTY wevenrencesnnsnen

1,270

3645

(2) Hﬂ.ﬂ"l{lﬂ LR T L LR Y o A T T DSy M

J68

1.312

{3} IUT*L LA A LR L LRI T TN T RN TN e e

1,638

1137

Lo Ae Angas

{'J mll*l or ReaL ?Iﬂfl‘ﬂ T T LI L L Turyay

.

10,291 |




saate vi {comTenuce )

raae 2 or 2 rages

e Wity
NONPADFIT OACANE ZAT[ONE PEN YEAH FOR IME & veany

4.2

1,290

INTERSTA I:E PRIRARY SEMONDARY
DA
{IEW SESIEK SYSIER SYSILK ki
{2} Howowuras T Neaksa ALt s s bnra b raaens 7.94% 4199 452 11,53%
{3} IUTAL L L T 18-23# 10.322 2“5‘52 al‘gna -
8. ESTIMATED AVCAAGE 81SFLAGEMTAT BF BUSINEIIES AND

347

S¢ Farw Dremations *

A, m.ﬁl UPE!lTEU LR AR L L L

REMARNL S

displaced. .

1,553 1,209 1,650 8,412 ]

8. Noxowegn Oressvio A L Y Y ST TR LI TS 1-“?! I HIE au! 2 !na
o Jora e e L g-ﬁ.‘i! ) ;I'_ZIS 1.9%9 110 El: i
Si EsThures AVEXLGE RNMBER OF FARMY PER YEAR FOMN . N
e B vpans , 378 248 244 %))

T Idahe did not report businesses or farns expscted to be

ACSARSLERR OF TiNg,

_1/ A canrn CCCMFANTE SAMME TO MOYVE (Imﬂiﬂ FARM OPERATONS

y Incroscs ramicien ARG EMIIYIOUALS TO BE BISFLACED FAMM Fasn amp

-

TNGUARI NS EXPENBES §N REALIGHINE PEASORAL rrorenty)

_2/ Fox Tue sonrct of Ymia Tasig "ramiLy® PEARE TW3 €& MORE PENDONR LITING TOMCTHER [N YHE Sabe [ ST R

MIR.TAMN SVELLINGS.
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{(RCS 39-01.5(01)}

Buogrt Buagau her m;AL Ho. 41-6425 rxermcs 923064

[ORe-Time Foam V.S OEPRRTWCHT OF COARCRLE - Buoacaa or Pusric Roses L1437

TABLE Wil « FANILIES AND ENOIYIOUALS DISPLACED Y BY FENERAL-AID PROJECTS DURING THE
PERIOD OCT, 23, 1962 THROUGH MAR, 31, 1564, AWD NUMBER RECE |¥ING MOVING EXPENSE PATMENTS

Rational Summary

i1TER IIHTEHSTME

PRIMARY

SECONDARY |  TOTAL HRBAN

RiRAL { HTAL

Qcresen 23, 1952 ramoven Kaacw 11, 1364

To Familics ARD twCivipwaLs DrarLaces FaoM:

Al FT R T N T 1,368 | 27,502 | 21,222) 6,280% 27,502
¥ BOROMNERS. ciiieienisvaseninininnans [ 14,135 4,340 620 19,095| 16,896 2,199 19,095
e Numarn (owncas awe wonownens)...... 133 035 { 11,574 1,988 ) 46,597] 38,218} 8,479 | 46,597
P POREENTABE.eereanie i vonenennsanan | 718 58 0 4% | io# g2 % 188 100%

2. FapbLEcy Kb MDIYIBUALS FOR WHGH STAT

LAW BIp LOT AMIT PAYMENTY OF MOYINO
_ERPEAMS . (LS SLateal

FANILIES AND 2801 YIBUALS NECEIYENG
MOVENG EXPLRIE PAYHINTS O HAY)
AlMS ik PR

18 States

[N m'l'!.----o-nou-a-o-ou---.-ao-oaa- 14.586 5,122 1’240 zo’gf.a 16,390 &.558 20,9&8

- h ..-.’-'....'-‘.'..’..‘-‘.-.. -

s, Nosownens 9.7217 | 2.740 487 | 12,944 | 131,406] 1,538 12 944

S Howce founcns amo woroweena) 26,303 2,862 1,727 33,802} 27.796] 6,096 33,892
g | 1 P!tﬂl‘l‘l“.--...u..-.-.n-...n--- ?2; 23: 5 ; 'm ; 82‘ 18; fm;

2 51 100 % 86 %

K OMmEnS, saacrsransassanacassssrenas 2,200 735 56f 2,991 2,513 478 Z,991
2, NONOMRERS a1 urinravencusnannnunnen 1,459 422 90| 1,971} 1,769 202 1,971
€. Maaen (ownens dup sONOWNEN2).u0r.. 3,659 1,157 146 | 4,962 4,282 680 4,962
Bo PERCEATABE evsetsnrcresanenatssann 76 ¥ 23 % 148 00%

Fﬁmues ANC INDIVIGMALS THAT SAD NOT

ﬁnugimiggj COST FATHENTS AD OF
A DigrLacees WiTa TEHE O FILE AS

of Naack 31, 1964 {19 States)

{t} m“".ltoin-ltlﬂ-.-itl.ltt.f.-.

B {NaAPLACEER FOR WNDA TN TO FILL

ﬁ resses nilluu N, (864

1,217 985 50) 2,252 1,669 583 2,252
(2) NOROMBERS. v veenncnessarsrsan | 2,171 821 491 3,061) 2,851 200] 3,041
{3) Heen (owmers aro vonownena).. 3,388 1,806 99 5,293| 4,510 783 5,293
(4 Pencenvaetecensncecnacracsanenn | 64 § 34 % 2 51 1w0% | gs % 15§ 100£

{1) OMMERRL coccesrsranscansannnsans 119 193 & 316 227 89 al6
(2} BowowErs.cssrseerearetinnaeea | 124 130 3 257 241 16 257
(3) Komea (oomens ame nOMOWREZRS).. 243 321 71 s73 468 105 573h
(8] Precentastoreseceranncssncanea | 42 56 % 2 5] 0% a2 ¥ 18§ 1oog

IflocLones AL FANILIES § 1NDIVIBNALS, LAWFWLAT GTCVPYI M Fasm 4 EOKFAAN SWELLINGS, CANMEH
Thee or Tousat. Fox rerrosc o¢ Twis TABLE, TramLy® means 2 s wone

* Susber of States reporting other than 0 shown in parentbesss.

TE MEYE BY & FRDJg MM
FERBONE LiviGe TOMTRER 13 BANE MRLLIZS BUIT.
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RCS 33-04-5(07)}

Buoser Bumesw Areanvar Wo, 416426 exrsncs 9-30-54

DNE=TIME FOAW

W 5. DFPARTRCRT OF WAL

TABLE ¥iHE <o BUSINESSCS (OTUER THAX FARMS) AMD NOAPAGF 17 ORGANIZATIONS Of SPLASED -'-fﬂ'f FEDERAL-AD
EEEEI-{;}"{ERBIEIS JIRING THE PER}%B OCL. 23. 1962 THROUGH MAR. i, 1964, AMD NUMBER
' LHJULING EXPENSE PAYMEN

Honiaw of Pesctc Roras

TAYE RARE
NATIONAL SUMMARY .
ek men- | ranaar | 050 |y T o | o
la BISPLACED FRON 13.23.52 JHRDUGH Ja1-54:
{48 Srates)
A. Dwnens or REM. FRAOPERTYsausucratsnasn 1,516 1'130 191 2,83? 2'021 Bib 2’337
B. KowoWNEABarcrerssrnonssaransonncns 1,191 497 % L, 764 1.524] 249 1, 76k
L TOW fowmens an worovsenadeueennes | 3 3070 1,627) 267 | 4,601 3,545[1,056 | 4 601
0. PI‘G{lTli!-.o-o-c-----louotcna---nou 59‘ 35; 6’ 'm‘ ?7‘ 2§ lm
2. FOR WHOM STATE LAW DID NOT PERNIT PAYREN) )
OF MOYING EXPENSE: {48 States)
K. OWRERD OF REAL PAOPEATYrenecconens 1,060 801) 168 2,029 1,418 611 2,029
i "ﬂoﬁl!l’.nu..-----c-.n-----ooc.c.o 751 309 56 1.116 95& 162 lnll_ﬁ-_
C. TOTAL (cumens ann womowmens)ersses 1,811 ] 11101 2324 3,145 2.,3721 213 . 145
ﬂ- h"“"“...l-l.ldoliOIID".IGICGI Sa ‘ 35- ’ ?‘ 'm ‘ 75 ’ .2.5’ 'm
3. JHOSE RECETYING MOVIHE OXPENSE FATRENTS
OR HAVING CLAINS 1N PROCESS OK 3.31.64:
{14 States)
‘l u.".’ OF REAL FROFEATYesasnensasan 180 95 15 ng 224 ﬁﬁ_ Fa ]
B- “ﬁ‘mtﬂ&-.fo-oc-u-.t-uotc---aocoto 12? 12 9 2{]8 1?1 _3? zg&‘
C. TOTAL {owneas ano woNOWNERS)s.vss.s 307 167 2% 498 3951 J93 498
Do PEACENTAE . taeenersnnassensnsensrne 61 3] 34gl 54! lo0g 798 o1g 1008
4, THOSE THAT HAD NOT CLAIKED WOY NG Q057 +
PATHENTS AS DF 3.34-64: ({11 Sta tes)

BISPLACEES Witk Timc 50 FiILE A3 DF J-3l6d:

L K. UWNERS OF REAL PNOFERTYarecesncons 242 193 25 45% 338 121 459
B MONDNMERY crierirsnsirssonnsonorene 28B4 {117 10 411 368 43 1% |
C. TOIAL {owneny awo numownens)....... 576 310 A 870 7061164 870
D. Pﬁﬂultl‘z-y-on-..-.&-..ca-lt-o---u 60 “ 36 j * &’ |DJ s 81 ‘ 191 Iw‘

IRPLASEES FOR WNOM TEME TO FILE NAD PASSED:
Ao DWNERS OF NEAL PROPERTY...0.00peues 31 35 O 66 61 5 56
L u‘.wl:.'l‘l..l.QI....CII...I‘;...l 1? 20 0 3? ;7 0 3?
{. TOTAL (Mtll_ AND _Iﬂlwit“}.uun &g 58 1} 103 [T = 101
'8 h.““nf.-.;-coonnlon-li.-cuc-tn &7 : 53 : 1] d lm ’ 95 ’ :’ lm

I ML taerw occurants cavsen Yo Move ay a PRIJECT, RESAMSLLSS OF TEMNRE.

* The number of States reporting other than 0 is shown in parenthases,
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(RCS 39-01-5{0T)}

Suoger Bunexe Aermavar No. 415426 exrrnes Be30-54

ONE~TINE FORN
TABE K o« FARK OPERATIONS DFSPLACED ~

Iy. S, DEPARTNENT OF COMNERCE
BY FEDERAL-A D HIGKYAT PROJECTS DURING THE PERIOD DCT. 20, 1962,
THROUGH WAR, 31, 1964, AND MOYING EXPENSE PAYMENTS TO GPERATORS

Buseaw or Pustic Roass

ATATE WA
Mational Summory
ITEN ENTERSTATE PRINARY SEDHOARY OTAL
#| i, GISPLACED FROM 10-23-62 THROUGH 3-31-64:(35 States)
he OWRER OPERATED sosuvcaveonsnsannscsanenarasrsntons 722 S10 159 1’391
8. hlmll QPERATED casssmnubtivpnisabanpenaucnsssss 115 132 ) 23 2?0
C. TOTAL {ownex anp nOMOWSER] convevarssnseasercnses-! G337 642 182 1,661
8. PEXCERTMUE sovrvrassscrnrsosassnsasessossvsssasnnss 5& 39’ 11‘ Im
#)2. FOR SHICH STATE LAN J10 NOT PERNST PATMENT OF
MOYING EXPENSES: (35 States)
Ao OMRER OPERATED ssvnnvecasbscnsscsnsrssarninvannvss 3&5 234 ni ﬁag
B, NONOWNER CPERATER susnesrsnsusrarsaiserrnranconcus o 69 18 197
L. TOTAL (W" AND “mllﬂ] IS P YR PP EYY T 4l1s A1/ m ﬁnl
n. PIRCEITI.! TITILL) T ‘8‘ 35‘ 16’ 'm
#13. IN MHICH OPERATORS RECEIVED KOVING EXPENSE PATHEMIS OA
HAD CLAINS M PROCESS ON 3-31-64: (12 States)
Ao (MAEE OPERATER sovnsrrarsrsorsnssusssssessesasanss 21 35 25 81
B, NOROWRER OPERATER sovrvovsnvcunssnsssasasssnernassr [ L4 & 15
C. TOTAL (“Itl ARg I!IWI!I} I T I Ty 27 40 29 o5
ﬂ. PE‘““"! [ T T L T LTI L T L . zé ﬁz’ 30’ m
*[4, IN WKiCH OPERATOR HAD NGT CLAMMED MOVING EXPENSE
AS OF 3.31.64: (B States)
|OFERATORS ¥ITH TIME TO FILE AS OF 3-3i.54:
A DMEER BPERATER ocsvannsratasssanspstopsonsntaranass 36 8 2 46
B MOMOWXER OFERATES 4ypyogy s s nastesasis Al atssanss ¢ 0 0 0
C. FOTAL [““R ADR mlw.[l] ARSI NSNS A PSSR R D 36 8 2 &6
0. hléﬁl?“! SR A NP YNNI N AR RSN e RPN PRI ?ﬂ‘ 171 “ im
IOPERATORS FOR VIR TINE 10 FILE HAD PASSEM:
A, OWNER SPERATED vocovancavsgnsssenressesnsonstossnss 3 1] g 2
1.”““"' ”E.‘nn....*.'.'.‘........‘...J....‘.'.l. O l O n
C. TOTAL (OWNER AND NOROMKER) eovisensosnsamssssnnsnes 3 )] Lt - .
Be PERGEMTABE vovvenesursnunnnrnrsosssasronornsassrnis lms 0: Q ‘ IM

l’f'l PURFORES CF THOD TASLE, FARM OPERATION WAK BESFLACER IF UNIT WAS CLINIFATES ¥R OPIAATHA WAD CABME TR VMM

= KEPERBES IN MOYINE OF REALGGNIDG PEABREAL PROPERTY, SEAARMAESE SF TENERE,

* Number of States reporting other than O are siwwn in parsntheses.
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: Bungey Bumcay Aprrovy No, 415075 ¢ 3.9.30.54
Owe=Trme Forw {RCS 39-01-5(0T)) 7o comrir wicons, neqn) U.5, DEPARTHENT OF COMMERCE [svare e

TABLE X - RELOCATION ADYISORY SERVICES 70 FAMILIES AND INOIVIDUALS DISPLACEE U ov FEpbraL.atD  Buaeas or Pusiic Reaos
HIGHYAY PROJECTS DURING THE PERIOD QCTOBER 23, T962 TIROUGH MARCH 31, 1954, AND VALUE AXD

RENTAL CRARACTERISTICS OF DWELLINGS OCCUFILG Rational Sumary
— URZAN AREAS RURAL ARTAS N ALL AREAS
. _Duwxges Nowowye # 8 Total Owes 2y Hosowseas Total Fow s, Total

. Torac Faniiizs ang Inotvioyass
Brarcacen Duarws thrs Pewiog

« N
Ao Tinour MLz ezeererer | 22,362 | 17.21_3.‘.._ 39,575 1 6,931 2,501 9,435 | 29,296 | 19,714 59,010

3o PEREEOTMNE crnerranisuscnnnnnns =7 1 43 1 100 % 734 27 ¢ 100 % 504 s04 100 ¢

2, Stare Heswwav DerRyqpnt poutdy

BB YO ADYIOL DISPLASEES IF THI
‘V,AI!.-‘SH.IW OF RELOCATION ADYESORY
[ Beavili Ay

b Letren y"---"m--»----v---- w.s?:l-w Cyves o ayﬂsg”ﬁﬁ*ss&lw Cres T wolTredYne Tl ves [ wo .[;:;-ves E]uo'
0

Prmsons, vaSIy 19 THE Faviiy Evb % -
- Flﬂi'ﬁnuug/ "j bl Ve C!“E’ E]xn ﬁvzs w!tjvu Al .szs D H Dvcﬂm Dvn Dwa D«:s Dw
k.’?. DesrLdzzes REQUIZTING RELOCATEON i ) |

ABYISOIY SERYISCH

..........

A Hiewgrs LR T T P T

2,603 | 7,418 949 386 1,335 3,552 5,201 8,753

0. PEACENTAGE 2F TOTAL BISPLASED..

d. Drgpianies RILOCATED T4R0UGR
AYYIRORY IAVICES

A, Kymsew

LA EX LY Y YR EE NN Ny e ar ey gm ‘,.___Z.l_o_a.i...“_ﬁ_a_lﬂ&l 322 11{} 432 1:282 2' 191 37523

B PENCESTAGE OF ToTal prssLaZen.. 32 § ”rwss g 100 ¢ 75% 25 4 1004 374 637 1003
S, DISPLAGEES NELOCATLE ON vk 3 iR HT e 3 T
IRITEATIVE

d. Numgzp

AmrsreRPrrsansEresrannts 13,071 0,092 257,163 5,412 1,779 2,190 1 20,483 | 11,871 ! a2 354
% PEwzentast or rovaL oiseLacen,, 40 3 100 % 781 2 1 83 1 1007

B, Dwritews var7s Faow wacn vt seesciol

a Bzoow §5,000 vatve on 350
MOATHLY WENTAL

8EL KEZVERSE ot}




M

TARLE X (comuuu)

sage 2 or 2 riann

URSAN AREAS RURAS, AREAS AL ARAS
HENS :
Dwaene Noxowkeas | Toral Dwwers RowowneRs | qosng Dwne ns Nowowners | goraq
" dnmdoensiadbenanssanyw
{1} Kinaen 5,328 1.161 12,489 2,485 1 1 378 1,863 7,813 8,513 16,352
{(2) Pencewrages oF ToTad o AR
BISMARED |\ iiiveinrnvnrans | 43 5 57 % 100 ¥ e 4 36’ 100 * 48 4 52 4 IDQ’

on 360 vo §100 wmowTuy mEWTAL

s terween 15,007 1o ¥75, C00 varue

(,) Nuneek ssassybndbanarnncaran

11,387

6,39

11,781

£84

(2) Pencentaar oF totat
le_’llc!ﬁ VSRt bR IARRE S

3,183

13,836

2,008 1 20 964 ]

e Oven 375,000 vague on §T1D
MONTHLY RINTAL

(1) Humeen

merarsscessrenesenre | 4402 | 1,968 6,370 845 226 1,071 | 5,267 | 2,394 7,641
e _
@) doreermar o vom ol 698 ] 31t | 0% | 791 218 1004 1% 1 298 | 1001

?. REFLACEMcET DRELLI NG UNITS

A. O State Higpway Derantueur
PROCEDUAES REQUINE FFOLLOW-pe"
TS DETERMINE WHETYHER K[PLACEI-EK,T
NOUSENG SECUAED LS BUCTABLE 1N
CONDITION kRD FRIGE OR RENTAL
for nisecacees? 2

Sassamprrre

10
LT ves
Iy
42

{7 ves

‘E:]no

[E? ves

£ v
42

R

LT x
40

D YEI
D L]

L7 ves
D "o

Lj-\'ii.
L7 w

S ki3]
v

y ANSug® OALY FOR THE INBIvIpUAL FTATES.

3/ INCLUCES ALL FAMTLUES AND INOIVEDUALS, LAWFULLY OGCUPYING FAXM hhD NONFARM DWELLINGS,
FURPOSE OF THIS TABLE, "FARILY" MZAKS TWD OR HORE PEASONS LIVING TOGLEMEN IN THE SAME

CAUSED TO MOYE BY & FROJECT, REGAADLESS OF YeRuRE, For THE
BWELLIRG UNIT.




Buaaer Ounriv Apraovad No, §1-6426 carimen 9.30.64

ore~zane rorm (RCS 39-01.5{01)T.

. 5. DEPARTHERT OF COMNEALE

TABLE X1 -~ RELOCATION AKD TERMINATION OF BUSINESSES (OTHER THAN FARNS) orsPLACED By
(RQJECTS DURING THE PERIOD OCI. 23, 1952 THEOUGH #AR. 3, |
HEY ANk L .

Buneay or Fusnic Roass

FEDERAL~A!D HIGHWAY
964, AND RELOCATION ADYISORY SERYICE

ITATE WML
* National Summary
1TER iKTERSTATE | PRINARY SECONGARY TGTAL
to MOTAL BUSIHESSES [GTHER THAN FARNS) DiSPLACER DURING THE
PERIBD o ouonsnsvnstanssnsrsimrueseserunansnenrnsnnnesnss 2,062 1,581 23% 3,836
-kc 'El:ll"“‘[ b i L T T Y 53‘ 41’ 6 ‘ IM
2. BUSINESSES THAT REESTABLISHED AFTER O!SPLACEMENT:
Umean Angus:
s IRNERS OF REAL PROPEATY worvvicnunravarsocesnersnnnns 630 358 19 1.022
B. "ﬂﬂﬂﬂl(l&-qnol:-'o-ons--oonc.c--ctu#n---n----.nn:i-qo 455 210 10 515
C. TOTAL (owMERS 2D WOROWKERS) vevvesenrinsansnseensonss. 1,085 568 _49 103
RemaL Kreas: o
e e ]
A Dweees or Rear Prorenyy T T T TR TP TP P 94 180 ) 44 L8
B. Nowowspra bt A it L e L L L L T T T T T 'ﬁ 36 16 AL
€ TOTAL (ownens ano momowwina) Tnd s s e r e marrarar e 198 214 &0 LOG
AL Arra3:
A Owwerny or Reag L1113 50 NPT 124 538 ; A% 1,348
ﬂ. NQQW.ER3 A L L Ty T YL Y T T T e &89 z&ﬁ zﬁ ?61
C. TOTAL {owwens axo worownens] ...;.....'.......‘....‘... 1,213 ﬁ!}_,,_.__m___.__l,.lﬁ_._: .
0. Pencerract or TBTAL DISPLACED vu.uueerrirsrerarnsenns 58 & a7l s S 0of
J.  BISINESSES THAT TERMINATED:
DAN AREAS: -
A, m"[ﬂ’ oF Rﬂﬂl FRUPER?" R I R TN T LY I I Ty 128 ?z [} Mi
a. NQ’IWFER! b AAA LA L T TN I L N I AL R T T T T 9& 4L 6 u-n
C. TOTAL {ownces anc wowowernz} 1R Ee A tarartrrtyerannre 22 114 10 346
Rukal KACAS: _
A, Owwers or Real Proecaty S e s gt syttt htes e 52 54 40 186 |
Bu “0"0“"[.3 AAAAAL AL LN L L Y Y Y N LR ALY T Py 39 M - 15 m -
C. TOTAL (owwens sno womowscns) R Eerietraveiniynaneien 91 128 5% I
ALL AREAS:
el
A, Owxers o Reae Propenye S L ey e ta s ean by sy e raa 180 166 46 kL S
ﬂ. "ﬂ'm!ﬂ’ i R L S 133 76 19. 22‘
Co TOTAL (OMNERS AND WOROWNERE) oovoveeerssernnnnnnnnnn. 313 242 &5 620 _
8. Peacentaas of TOTAL BISPLACED veversusmsnnennsesnnen., S0 39% u g 1

* Your Statas did mot hava records to furnish’
{aee nevense aine

[

this information, |

-




_TAsLE xt [comyrmuen}

pace 2 or 7 wanes

[§1%.] IRTERSTALE PRAEARY  SECONDARY IRIAL
3

4, DESPLACEES REQUESTING REI:EII'ATMH AV ISORY SEEVIES 266 142 a1 449
Ac P[ICE'TIGE or TUHL n*?uﬁn&#.t‘c‘b.b't.tt- 59; 32; 9; 1m:

5. DISPLACEES RELOCATED THROUGH ADYISORY SERYICES... a0 16 3 09
A. Pracentant of JOJAL BHSPLACED. veussrennnnsuas 83% 15% 2% oot

_ B. DISPLACEES RELOCATED BY ONN IRETIATIVE. cvenrconns 5 2 1.235 134 1,604
Ay Pragentaac or TOTAL DISPLACER coueecarencranas 625 Coagt &% 100%

7. DISTRIBUTION OF RENIAL PAYMENWTS BY BUSINESSES AT CERT GENTS ¢ y
PROECT LOCATIONS wUMBER 'E:s:“ AWMRER ”:a:“ AUHIER ":e:" KEHALR ":::"
A, For Serecreo Ussaw Ancs Proscrs

(1) Businesses v Sevecren PROJEOTS..e0nsesne.} 283 667 125 29 | 24 5_‘ 532| J00%

{2) Honrmiy Pamecirs ar:

!II BUSENESTES tn SELECTED ?ao.lzcrs..,..,,.....q

{2) Nowrary Pavmenrs at:

{A} 350 OR LE3Bencsavenaspurinaneienaninne kN 12; 16 13 6 25 ; 55 13’
{B) ‘5’ To ’?SO-QIQORODCOOUOCOO;Ill.oll-.b! 13 a; 1‘ 111 _:-: 8 ‘ 39 9 I
(c} ‘?ﬁ 1o ’rmooo-;tncno---s-a---------ha M 16’: 26 211 3 13 ; ?3 __17 ;
(ﬂ} i?o? T0 s‘so««-o-0o--ooic-ouct.nn-ttln 52 lai 21 1?? ‘l lﬁ ‘ 7? 18 ’
{E] ‘151 T ITGO;...-....-...........n... &2 22ﬁ 18 1‘[: 3 13 z 83 19’
(FJ “D.E “‘” ‘Em.c.ouuuncuan-ca--nt..-t 69 2& 30 2“‘; 6‘ ,3-5 ; 105 gE ;
8. Fon Serecten Rummr Anes Pupyeers
51} 464 42 | 384 19 16%] 112 1007

{A) 150 OF LESTauisocnemininnstrancrnnsmans 13 254 10 249 1 s3 2| 21t

{B) 351 %o $75.eenssanunssrrucararcasasara 9 154 14 331 o of 7l 2 4

{€) §76 70 $100u.cvinnncnesscinnrieraraess 71 14 s 128 7| 38l 19| 17%

(0) 4107 10 M50uusesemenssenssnmscsnrnnee | 311 928l 5 ol 5| 262 18] 16

(E) 8151 70 $200concnercressrcacncnncnes | s 0 0l o | 10d 5| 268 15| 133

{F) Home Toaw $200.cisnnsnversininnnrsones 6 14 s lﬁﬁ 1 55 13 12%

73] 3 K

B, DOES STATE PROYIDE ADVISORY SERVICES FOR DiSPLACED BUSINESSES? 41 6

9. DDES STATE ADNISE BUSIRESSES OF AVALABIL)IIY OF RELOCATION ADYISORY SERVICE 8Y:

Ae LETTERT curorreerennunssnnrocnsvansiosansansenssssosenrssttnnsonsnenborationasntsssarnsaransse el 1
Be Peasossl V18T 70 DE0PLACEET savecaseeransressrasensarsesrosasnsstssnsstnsrastnstssnnsenssnes 3si 10

BESPLACED A WA NENDES.

JFAL LAWFGL $CCOPANTS CAVELD TO MOYE OF A PADJECT, ALBARBLLSD OF TEMWRE.
Prodrces sececTEs s BPR Y0 2ROvINE & MEPALSUSTATIFE FIGTANG OF THE ANOUAT ARE DESTALRSTION OF RENTALS FARR BY
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: [a} Doriang Y P T TP T P

weTang fonm {10 temrLr w/come, reg. )
5 39.01.5(0T})

TABLE XU1 e HOVING EXPENSE PAYNENTS TO 015PLA
OCTOBER 23, 1962 THROUGH MARCH al, (964

U. S. DEPARTMENT OF (OMMERCE

Boatua

or Posric Rouss

(EES OF FEDERAL-AID HIGHMAT PROJECTS DURING THE PERIDD

Awouny or Pavsgure:
(i) Feormm

(i) Dovr a3 L L I T T T I Ty e L

TR
National Summary
I TEN IBTERSTATE PRIRARY SECONDARY BIA
le PAYMENES 1O FANILIES AND INDIYIDUALS - (17 Stat )
RAs Domutn 6F PAYMENTS toureensinnsrorsonseasenas 3,026 1,355 98 4,479

| [ ] Pll ] F T ITIY I T I I PP T
(2] Srare

‘l) P‘ﬂu“i't el LI LT T

(3; Torad

{l) ml.lill bbb L AL L L L L S L LT Y T P p

195,541 |1

[I) F!IKSTI.E A L R ST

C, avemaee (uean) pawent Y ...k
- T GUSINCSES [ORER
* JOWPROFIT ORGULIATIONS - (16 States)

A Hemzen or Pl'ﬂlll"' LR L LT Y Y T T e,

8 Avowrr of Pavmeera:

{1) froenm
[l) doLLans L L L L T l zss‘sy , mjm ' 6_’128 ‘ 321.162
tl} F!a“.'“t et dd o b b LA L LT LT LT T T 80; 19’ 1; lM ]
L) drare :
{‘} hl‘.. ...‘..‘.'l.-"‘........“I.l. ' ia’agl " 95.921 ' "“z i 1‘3.?“
‘l] FHI:!I‘I'ul L L LY LT T T PP P Sir 3° ‘ 6? s 3 ’ m
47 toraL ;
(l} DoLsans AL L Y T Y Y S P TTI I PT ‘ 298.925 ’ BS,BZI ’ ’. 170 l ‘“.91‘

('} P‘."l"l'l L L L T T LT T T T Y v

-

C. AYERAGE (Nean) Pamest Y/, ...

: TS 10 FARHS -(J Stakes)
‘ L u“!. " "m". ..-.O‘...l".‘lil.l..l.‘.lﬁ

5 Mowt of Pavmeats :
{1} Fesenm : :'

{lj “l.llllouuuttoooot-.--c-oon----o---- '

3-m

2,254 11

fl} P!lu""‘ L L L L L T T LTy vy

28 2

L6882 |
1§ |

szt

_.I{ Toras soLLan raveats rén T saswe U wistatdie, SIvInED oY The awedn o rATMLATE,

{oxe nevena sing)




vasLe xtt {oontinuce) ) rinz 2 ar 2 rrans
1T INTERSTATE PRINARY SEODNDARY TOTAL
{2) Suame
(l} hllll SRR ARAI RSN ERIEREAERERNQNENE AN ‘ 11503 ‘ ?]9?5 l 1-881 t 11135,
[l) hl“"“ﬁ sAsBAtdEegs btk utonsdiany [+] Fi
ol 13 % 70 % 17 £} i00f

(l’ Poacenrrse Sessesniopusninogarasqurs Htﬂ. m

{I} DBLLARY seasnensiasensssansetntssaboss i 5.153 . 15-329 ‘ 3..1&:_;_ |

£ AVERASK m) FATRENTY y.lt‘ll-l‘l.ll.!tli‘l. ) =13 ) S&7 : 250

* % Wombar of Statss Teporting othar than ¢ showm im parantheses.

.'J’l Tora. SmLLAR FATICATE FOR THR SAONF OF RIDPLACELS, SIVISLS BY YEL SONSLS OF FATHEUTR.
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Booser Buxzan Aermovat Mo, $1-8426 exrenca 9-30.64

oeE-Time Foms (10 coweLy Wicom. MQ.} 1, S, DCPARTHENT OF COMMERCE Bumeaw or Pusuie Romas
RCS 29.91.5(07))

TABLE Xill < STATE HIGHNAY DEPARJMENT POLICIES ON PAYMENT OF MOYING EXFENSES 10 OISPLACEES
OF FEQERAL-AID HIGHKAY PROJECTS, AS OF WARCE 31, 1064

v

H sriow
svate waoe (st poovsore ) B National S ry

ITER

Lo Himmeny Drer. Fave AtL OWKEAS AND ALL GESUPANTS, MLGARDLESE OF nnuy s BUBPLACES FROM.

. ‘D M“‘" L LIE4 ] AR R RS AN AR AR I PSRRI R R N AR NI R R A IS N e PN RN AN RN AR N A AR R PN RN G 15 s.

3' Bﬂlllllﬂl ANS BONPRIFIT ORQANI EATIONS li...l!tlll.lhll‘.ll..l.Qi.llll.llt'.ii"‘!'ll'i...ll!.l‘ 15 5 .

c- Famma T L N Y D I N YT

2. Paymen?s ARE JAGE 1T REAL FROPERTY 1% WCOUIRER:

A Br romcuaze R AR PSR AR U RS A N NI E ST AT R e A RS AT RPN P NN PP U P NS IB IR SO RN IR RN EaD S

Be BY COMBEMMATION sunusninsosararsnominonesonssaratoisstonibetsnrssnersnsnssisdrssanassnrasssrnes

3, PavrcuTe TO FAMILIES AN INOBVIONALE GLSPLACER FROM PWELLINGS ARE BANED ON:

A, ACTuAL EXPERBES DALY I I e

8. Fixes ravment BUREBULED 00 nnvrmesasnntros st neras b uissat it sosntsarinsssrsnnsrstonsstrarsenssanas

C. EiTHER ACTUAL EXPENSER 0% FIXED RCHERULEE OPTIGMAL TO BIKPLACE sresvanersrovsseressussrsocsasss

4o NAZIMUN PAYMENT THAT MAY 8F KABE TO:

A FAMILY B8 SEBIVEBUAL suunesscsnesrusnsrsnsoncssrrassasiossessssnsnasssa ‘ ok

(| N B“l.‘“p Fanw or Roarsorit SRASARIZATION FANSI LR TNARE NN IRS ARSI NI ' i

S. Dogs STATE LAM PEMNIT AROPEION OF FEXIS PATNENT GCHESULED FOR FAMILLER AND ENDIYINUMLE sasesrsaase

BEMARK & .
* Includes New York City ss a separats jurisdiction

" 4.A - Family or Individual

Haximm £ St

$100
150
200 -1
250

RN

j Fon STate mov ravies moviss conrs, EaTes THD PAYNENT MADE® im Tasw seeon, rved Tan sank. Ne 4Tmen gxvhize s
K COMPLETER. .
y INCLVPLS TEAANTE FaON NOATH T8 HONTN, AT WILL, ANS AT BIFFLAAROE.
* Iy "NO" 55 CREGAED, ATTACE SETAILER EXPLARATION #F PARTICN DT PANN A08 euvery as Exminer 1, 2, 3, qre., 0
TSt RENARNE COLEMN ANE 84 ATTAORLS SNEETE §# NECESSARY.

{sex mevenmt siae)
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TABE XIET == Contivacp *
& A~ Fanily ov Trdividual '
Max imum . of Stat
$300 1
676 i
Actual Cost
- 20
4.8 - Dusipesses A
' ¥ 1 e o, of Sratep 7
$ 30 1 )
2,000 . 1
3,000 13 -
25,000 1
Actual Cost 3
Pays families but
not businesses o

19

wk* Connecticut = No payments are wade to businesses, farmes or property owners.
: Payments are made to tenants only whers more than 20 units are
7 L : displaced in a municipality.

Bebraska ~ Does not pay moving expense to tenants at suffersnce, temants st
will or wonth~to-month tenants.

Nevada - Sixty day's residence or occupation of the property requirved prior
‘ to commencement of negotiations ar a prerequisite to eligibility
for payment of moving expenaes.

Tennessee - Did not furnish notes or explanation,

VWisconsin -~ Paywent mede to tenant omly if he has an mxpirei hln, the full "
' term of which is at least 3 ruu. '
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Buoact Boxpaw Aeracrar No. §1.6425 carines 5.30-54

onnevsre rouw (ACS 38-G1.5(07))

U. 5. DEPARTMENT OF COMBERCE

;R_Egg__i!'i‘ED

i

pree

*  BATIONAL SUMMARY

N OF REAL PROPERTY MOULO €

oy At

Buncsu of PuaLic Nosaa|

[ L TR S .

TABLE XY - ADVANCE MOTICE, 10 PERSOKS DISPLACED 2/ FOR SELECIED IKTERSTATE HiGHAY PROJECTS 2/ OURING THE
PERIOD OCT. 73, 1067 THROUGH WAR. 31, 1964, OF 7 TATE POSSESSIO

ARGUNT OF ADVARCE WGTILE
1TEN HDENTIFICATION OF HIGHWAY PROJECIS 8Y| 3 3 at i8G | #ORE
PROJECT MO, AND NEARBY CITY IMYS OR 10 oo| oo oms | TOIL
LESS {90 DAYSI?9 DAYH I650ATS) | YEAR
L. IRE)YIDGALS AND FAKI-
LIES:
Linwan Angas:

- NIRRT v.vsvnsnrubnes 54 l-, 15 i,ls 336 307 3’023
Be NOWDWMEAS senranvcanss &0 825 85472 138 194 1,751
C. TOTAL

e ecan) e 116 | 1,983 1,710| 474} 503 4,784
Kuray Ameas:
WEAS camvasssnsnene 35 259' 165 109 2&' 592

B. NHONOWMERS sserevansar 21 &} 53] 50 1 212
C. TOTAL {ocwxzss ams ]

56 346] 21B) 159 25 804

L AREAS:

A, OMBERS vuvanivacsnons 89 IEM? 1,333| 445 331 3,615
B. HOWOWNERE ..svnnsense 81 912 595 188 193 1.973}
C. TOTAL {owsens ane

_ mowownces) | 120 12,3291,928] 633 528 5,568

. |

A i
Unoan Angas:
LIRS suconsoreisasn 2 55 140 35 ;9 261

B. N_o_mutu SraRBALERENR 9 10‘} 35 1& g']_.l m
L. TOTAL fownexs amo )

NONEHNERS) ... F 11 159] 1781 49 50 &4
Hunal AREAST -

l‘ %'!ls TR TTEIATEIITY 0 zu 25 11 1 5?

B. HONCHUNLRS srwasssans 0 16 ﬂ ‘ O @_

G JOTAL (owners awo .

NONGHRERS) oa 0 36 25| 15 1 77
AL Arrast

A, DWECAS eononnnnranes 2 5] 165] 46 30 318

a- H’u.wl“s ITITII 9 120 38 1& 21 m

C. JUTAL (owncas ane

RONOWNENS) .0 1l 1951 203:. &4 51 524
3, FARK OPERATORS:

Ay DuRERY covvsmprecnen ) 1 17 501 11 2 a1

B ROROMEENT .0ocranons 0 0 10 2 0 12

£, TOTAL {owngen ano

sonownrag) . 1 17 60| 13 2 : L ]

(aeE atviase sint




M

()

AL Xiv {convimeen)

- rase 2 o8 2 rasen

| TEN

3]

4. ADVANCE NOTICE (S GIVEN BY:

L u!ﬁu m ommr .‘tiI‘lll..lI!Ql'l!.ll’td‘l'tll!‘li-t“c-t“tlli-l'.t.‘lllllll’i'l.l."..l.'ill

33

’. ’EML 'Is" m ﬂcal’nﬂ !tlaloun-aililludbillll.uv-tulu.t';ltl0l¢it|o.|..--|itlI!lloul-ltutl. 39

c. °H‘E' ums (‘F 'ms'. msm}E iu 'REMSI.) .II...I‘..-’..I...IIIIl“'l.’..‘.“l..lI.“li..ll ll
HRARRS )

* 45 States reported other than 0.

"% Public Hearings 5 Btates
Newspaper and Radio 2
- Printed Brochures 2 '
Court Summons 1
Apprainer and .
Nsgotiator 1

I AL Lamfm oceeranTs CAVBER TO ACUM MOYING EXPENSES SECAUSE OF THE FRCJECT, MEQARCGLESS OF TEwmre.

AT RENENT.

BATA 18 THIS Téets COVERS FOR EAGH STATE Sme URDAN ARN ONE muRAL INYENSTATE MIBMWAY PROJECT 13 WEICH TREAE VA3
SUBATANTIAL B)SPLACENENY Suaing Penios 1023462 vawovan 33164, Prosrcvs wemr BELEGTES oY TRz Bongan or Pesvic
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TASLE XY - COMPARISON OF RELOCATION ASS!}TMICE COSTS ARD OJHER HiGIWAY OINSIRUCTION C3575 FOR SELECTED
INTERSTATE AND PRIMARY HIGHWAY PROKCTSY URING THE PERIOD OCTOBER 23, 1962 THROUGH MARSH 31, 1964

STATE Rime

*  NATIONAL SUMMARY
TS, 1TER INTERSTATE PRIKARY fGIAL
Frnoc] REAOCATION AB313TANGE Loath

A Novimn Exeenses
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{43 1 00 Aov130nY SEAVIBER wunreremsereninsennmcesernnssereresennnas | 31,309 v 15,559 Y 46,868
{(5) } c. TavaL Revotation Asaravace SamresarareasrsaRREEbesenaasen 4 153,597 $ 58,846 $ 212 443

Cowrensavion ros Reac Paoeeary Wnice Occasroncs Novese Exrende % 3 5
P‘milt. ..l.‘.ll.'l..‘.D'llﬁ...l.".l“..IlIti.clf.l.ll.llll' 6!9351004 1’917I382 BP852'336

3 Rear Prorente Acouiivion Cosre ron aLe Proreaties 1n Tox
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g § $
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{gj g ToraL R R L AR 19.116.092 5,243.;@_6 24&9_395
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{10} ERJEREENIRG, RIONT=OPWAY, FNYIVCAL CONSTNUCTION, KTCsreuseree 107,249 589 26,671,361 | 131,920,950
$ § $

Table XVI(A) JOTA! FOR SELECTEQ SIATE PRIELIS:| 107 403,18 24,730,207 | 132,133,393

Hovise xzeense (3] as reacewvaae oF TOTAL FROJECT COSTS {10 ereens 00.11 ¥ 00,188

Axvrsony semveccs cos7a (4) a3 pemcenraae oF TovaL PRoJECT cCoaTE {10} 00.01 % 00. 068

ALL AELOCATION ASSIITANCE COSTE L9) AS PERCENTAGE OF TOTAL PROJECT

00813 {10} vennsirerrserorieanesssocnnssersnvanssresnascrasessenrnsns 00,14 % 00, 243
ALt RTLOCATION A3UIBTARGE COATS (5} AD PEACENTAGE OF TOTAL ACQUISITION

CIITY FON ALL REAL PROPEATY 1% TRE PROJEGTS {9) avvuneurvocsosesusen 00.80% 01.128
Novive expense savments (1) AS A PERCENTAGE OF COMPENEATION PAYNCATS _
FOR ALL PROPERTEER [N THE PROJECTS {?)u-o--oao-—"o--.----c-o-.u-t 00.52’ 00.53‘
Novine exrense FAYMENTS (1] 43 & PERCENTAGE OF THE PATMENTS FOR THE

RCAL PROPEATY WRICH OCCASIONER WOVING LXPERSE FAYNENTY (§)unraerancs 01.323% 01.36%
JoTas ncan PrOPEATY ACQEISITION COSTS FOR ALL PROPINTIES 1K TNE

raosects (8} 43 & PORCENTAGE OF TOTaL PRoEct 00578 {10)verensasnqoe 18 % 2y *

AsninEsTAATEVE COXTE OF NEAL FROPERTY ACRRISITION FOR ALL PROPEATIES
IN PROJECTS [8] AS A PERCENTARE OF COMPENSATION PAYMEETS 70X REAL
PROPERTY: IN TNE PAGJELTS {?)0-lna'bll-tl.-dl'l-l.-!-tcttdlilioli"‘.t 9 ’ & ’

.I[ Tae oaTA 1% Tu13 TaNLE coven PROJECTE (IDERTIFIAGLE NIGHEAT. SERMERTS) [N URSAR 4RO RURAL ANCAS FON WwigK {a)
THERE WA SUBATANTIAL BEIFLACEMENT, (0] BUBSTASTIALLY ALL OF TNE #13PLACEMENT QCCOARED serveen 1023762 ame ‘
ml’“, AND (G} EURSTANTIALLY ALL TRE BISPLACELE WERE AFFORSER THE DPPORTUNITY TO CLAIM Wi LXPRBSES ANB
RECEIVE RELOUATION AbYISOAY SERYICLS. PI.J!WI'I HIT" NS TREZC CRARMCTERISTICK WERE SELECTED Y T™H l‘llil »F
’llll‘ l‘lll T& FADYEDE A BREPREBENTATIVE FICTOAL OF TaL RELATIOABNIP NETWIZN ACLOGATION ASNISTARCE COSTY AND
STRER EISMWAY COBATRSCTINN COSTE, :

;f Cosva 1o Corwns (1) Twromen (10) mricor erivmen dtTamc coors 68 measonso LOTHUTRA,




Table XVI{B}

Novews exrense (3) As PERGENTARE OF TOTAL PaoJECT CoaTa {10)escinnas 00.11% co.17%
Aovisony semvises costs (4} a3 rencewtase oF ToTAL PROJECT cosra (§0) 00,03 % 00.074
ALL WELOTATION A3SISTAKCE COSTS L5) AS PERGERTACE BF TOTAL FROJECT

costs (10) AL e bR bthEeE e rnare et e h s ennnns s 00.07 % 00,13%
AL RELOCATION AS3ISTANGE COSTS [D) A3 PEACENTAGE OF TOTAL ACQO!S!Ton

EI553 FOR ALL MERL PROPERTY tk PHE PROSECTS [J) vicerrrnnaenvanranne 00.56 % 0l.30%
Bovive Expemse »avMents (1) A3 & PENCENTAGE GF COMPENSATION PATHENTS

FOR _ALL PMOPERTIES IN THE PACIECTS (7Jevecrariscnrsontarcssnsacnons 00,35 ¥ 00,373
NoYONG tXPENSE PATHERYS LT) A5 4 PERCCHTAGE OF THE PAYMINTS FOK THE

ACAL FROPERTY WHIOH GCCASLONED MOVING CEPENIE PAVMENTS (6)uuuvscenss 00, 85 3 3
TOTaL AEAL PROPENTY AGRUIIITION COATS FOR ALL PROPEATIES 1 & Tne

PROJECTS (8) 49 A PEACENTAGE OF TOTAL FROJECT cOSTE (10)eeessrannens 15 3 16 %

AOMINIITRATIVE COSYS OF REAL PRSPZATY ACQUISITION FOR ALL PROPENTIES
48 raoaecTs (B) a3 & PEACENTAGE OF COMPENBATION PATMENTL FO% REAL
PROPERTY IR THE FROSEETS (T)eecuecoriannsnnonsonnremearssenrnnsssnan B.4 ¢« 6.5 %

* Nine {9) of the fifey-two (52) States completed Table XVI and forty-three {(43)

submitted rhe information they had available. In order to develop the best
posaible information the States were grouped into computation categories.

Table XVI(A) represents the flgures computed using data reported in the nine
{9} completed submissions. The nine States were Maryland, Minnesota,
Rew Jersey, New York, Ohio, Cklahoma, Rhode Island, Weat Virginia and
Wisconein.

Table XVI(B) represents the figures computed using dats submitted by the

various State highway departments. The maximuwe number of States reporting on

any given computation was 35 or less. Seventeen (17) States provided infor-
mation for the data shown on lines 8, ¢, and £. Twenty-seven {27) States

- Pprovided information for the data shown on line b. Fifteen (15) States
provided information for the data shown on lines ¢ and 4. Thirty-Eive (35)
States provided information for the data shown on lines g and h.
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WITH CLAINS FOR RELOCKTION PAYRENTS (BEST POSSIBLE ESTIRAIE)

FABLE XV2) <~ ADMINISIRATIVE (0STS .'-". IRCURRED CHRING THE PERIOD OCT, 22, 1962 THROBGH KAR. 31, 1954,
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STATE MAME

S5ix Selected States {Maryland, Minnescta, Nebraska, Wew Jersey, Uregon and Wisconsin)

{TEM

APPROY (MATE ADHINISTRATIVE

QSIS PER SLALE
R, GROUPS OF LLATHS FOR RELGCAFION PATNEN1:
lo CLaris ur Famiings anp Fabtviovais:
{Totals reported for & States -~ $175,7% divided by 6)
(l} I?S.m Oh L3S el A A L AL T N TR L L L LT T L T j 29-29
{Totale reported for 6 States - 5236.00 divided by 6)
80 376,00 70 B50.00 uveuaseasemnernrssosssyersusnnnnsnnnntesssnressssssssteses 39,33
Totals reported for 5 Statea ~ $234.00 divided by 5)
£1) () DvEm IS0, 00 turevnunsonsuaunnigusianryusnsnososnessesessencnnsnrnsnsnsensnmns 46.40
€a LLatns Br Dwssuesses otwen THan Faamd):i {Totals reported for b States -
{‘] SEW-m or Less -a--.o-u----n.no----$255-00 divided by 6}.----;--.-;-- 42 .50
T 1 rted for 6 States - $266.00 divided by &
{s) lﬁﬂl.m(moﬁ.0(310.{)31).?.......4.........i..?.....$.............T..f....?...?. 44,11
{Totals reported for 5 States - 5267.00 divided by 5)
€2) (o) $1001.00 ro §2,000.00 vaverrerarnnrrssnseunnanerenrussarsorasassissasnsaranens 53.40
Totals reported for & States - $233,.00 divided by &)
2y () IE,DJI.&] 10 $3,000. .........y 5 35
4 AN Y Famm Uremazons: {Torals reported for 4 States -
() {4) §500.00 on Less ... 0e$137.00 divided DY H)seisreiersiossaronsonsnans 34,25
mS'I'n:-t:als reported for 3 States - $58.00 divided by 3)
{5) {l) 359!. T “.m LR R T O e N T R T 19'33
(Totals reported for 3 States - $64.00 divided by 3)
(5} {Ej ‘t[m‘.uo To 12,[“}9&09 ll.‘IGIICﬁl.illl"l.l.'..“l‘-I"I..&ll‘.l‘I-'llll"..l.". 21 '33
{Totals reported for 2 States - $20.00 divided by 2)
(6) (b) 32,DD|.UI3 L] 33.000.03 N T L L L LT TN T T eI I T I IYY 10 00

aim3,  (ATTACH SEPANATE SHEETI IF WORE SPRGE 14 REQUIRED |
I oo CLAIMS Y INOEVIODALS ANO FAMILIES CISPLAGED ENOM THEIA OMELLINOE]
A < NARRATIVE SWRAAY OF PROCEZURE:

{1} Wisconsin reported 0.

{2) Kebraska reported O, .

{3) Hebraska andé Wisconain reported C,

{4) NKebraska reported 0 and New Jersey ¢id not report.

{5) TNebrasks reported 0., New Jersey and Ovegon did not report.

8. Maznative Sowaar Suowing STer ov Stir Pavtesuar roa [niviaviss, Pasceasing, Pavize and Assrtive Koviwe Exveast

{6) Nebrasks and Wisconsin reported 0. New Jersey and Oregon did mot report.

EXPERDE GAIME.  Tupag COITR 80 NOT INCLUIE THE AGTWAL #AYMENT TO THE RELOGATEE.
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HOM CAX WE KEEP RIGHT OF WAY FROM SLOWING DOWN OUR PROGRAM PROGHESS

J. T. Womack

UNTTED STATES OP AMERICA

SUMMARY

Lead tinme is defined, for the purposes of this report, as being that veriod of
time allotted for fulfillment of right of way responsibilities between the completion of
highway design and actusl starting of conatruction.

Fight of way lead time, Yike that zvailable to the location, vlanndng, and
design functions is wltimately limited by a date chosen for the start of highway construc-
tion. This date is selected as & target within a framework of budpetary, legislative, and
even weather restricilons which cause it to be rather inflexible, It may be chosen as
many as eicht years in advance of the target year. The existence of a relatively inflex-
ible date which must mark the completion of all preliminary responsibilities makes it
inmperative that departmental functions be performed in adherence to a rigid schedule.

. Right of Way, being an intermediate funetion and the last before zongtruction,
is most scnsitive to time constriction when it or orior functions fail to adhere to a
rigid schedule, Such fallures inevitably lead to costly and inefficient procedures in the
atterpt 10 meet a construction deadline, Adequate schedwling requires that an administrator
have an intimate knowledge of the performance capabilities of his staff, that he be able
teo anticipate difficulties and that he realistically lay out and guide work responsibilitds-
‘to their lemm. .

The California Division of Highways it now integrating a recently developed tool
for such realistic scheduling into its future work program, It 1is called "Critieal Path
Scheduling" or "Program Evaluation and Review Techniques™ (PERT). The Right of Way
Department is develoning the technigue for use within the totsl highway program schedule,
so that Right of Way responsibilitles may be met.

Critical path scheduling is a technique utilizing schematic diaprams for the
layout of job orders within a oroject, Esgentially it is a series of boxes which are
conriected together with arrows. Each arrow represents an activity, such as the preparation
of right of way maps, and the boxes represent events or the beginning and end of an activity,
such as the completion and delivery of the maps, The technique was developed by the Navy
for scheduling of the wery successful Polaris submarine program,

The ordering of work sequence and time requirenents enforces a step=hy-atep check
on & project showing clearly which tasks must be performed in which particular order. It
gives everyone concerned a clear picture of the project's acope. It emabdles trade-offs
of manpower for most efficient utilization and it will graphically show gaps in scheduling,

" The technique enables essential jobs to be apotted and helpa avoid wasteful “crash® work,

4 critical path is constructed prior to the time when detalled knot'ledge of a
project 1s availshle. For right of way it must be based on a limited amount of factual
information such aa: the approximate number of properties to be acquired, their present
use, the potential amount of each property to be agfuired, the spproximate value of each
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property and certain general backgvound informnation. This limited amount of raw data is
the foundation for far-reaching adnirdstrative decisions concerning schedullng, staff
levels and future rmanpower reguircments. Varving futire work loads must be inteprated with
hlatoric staff canabilities,

To provide a firm basis for the decisions which must be made, a serdes of work-
unit 2nalysis forms became & formal reporting requirement in Mareh, 1962. A detailcd
analysis form is filled at the comnletion of each functional work-wnit and transmitted to
Eeadquarters Qifice for analysis and correlation. iHore than 9,000 such forms will come in
annually, permitting thorough analysis of the wvarlable faetors affecting the period
reqrired for negotiation and acquisition. Similar forms will accompany each of the 900
ar-raisal reports coupleted anmually and otiier reports will be rubmitted upon the comnletdon
of right of way enginecering wrojects,

The forms, which supolemant normally used administrative controla, allow a
corrclation of individual parcel and project characteristics to be made with the time
required to complete the job at hand., As such they can be used to document time regquire-
aents and are alse useful as controls to insure efficicnt work eenpletion,

The Right of Way Department of the California Uivision of Hiphways employs
rearly 1,600 verscns and is responsible for the expenditure of almost $200,000,000 ver year,
4dmong its first concerns is that of efficiently and economivally performing its work under
the heavy burden of such a large nrogram. The procedures described in this paper are
already providing wvaluable assistange_ig the separate {ields of quantity and coat control,

Preface

Ixhibit "4" is a Risht of Yay Project Schedule 1llustrating work progress fon
selected projects) in one of our highway Districts. Ootimum lead time has not been achieved
on any of the projects shown. Scheduling difficulties are acvarent on some portion of each
of the 21 vrojects, e.pg., too mach lead time on Project #1.

An ontimwm lead time allowance, in which to merform right of way responsibilities,
ts an idea) which we are attemoting o achiewve through practical documentation of historical
data. Right of way lead time, of course, is affected by the performance capsbilities of all
the foneticha which precede it, as well as by legislative, judieial, local goveromental, and
monetary restrictions and requirementz. In addition many segments of the right of way
function are themselves subject io great potential time variations.

We accept the fact that achievement of optimun lead tinme, in every case, is an
ideal. We realize that intenpibles and immonderables evist which have incalenlable effects
upon our operations. We also realize that much intensive rescarch and analysis has yet to
be undertaken before sotimum lead time on ever one project is achieved.

Nevertheless, for the past year and one-hatlf, we, in right of way, have been
developing dat2 and methods concerning ri-ht of way perforrance capatilities which, we are
hopeful, will assist highway administrators in more efficient performance of their resronsie
bilities,

Galifornie's eurrent long-runpe planning prograr projects income and exnenditures
through the fiscal year 1970=7i. Our construction and right-of way acquisition efforts are
alrezdy scheduled for the next eight years. Within the budgetary framework nrovided by our
plenning pro;Tam we are now allocating future staff, atterpting to reconcile and coordinate
budgeted amounts with actual projected workloads, and are setting time schedules for prose-
cuticn of the work,

We are develeping a mew {for vs) tool which » We are honeful, will allow us to meet
our obligations; to accurately estimate the time mreded to do the Job; and to coordinate time
and staff so that it might be accomplished in the most afficient and economical manner possible,

' It is called *Critical Path Scheduling®, or "Program “waluatfon and Review Technigues®
(FiRT) or "Least-Cost Estimating and Scheduvling® {IESS). The essence of the project was
described in the October 1962 1ssue of The Standard Oiler: "what it all boils down to ’

(they say), is planning and scheduling your vreject Bo At will be dene when You want it

and the _}rix ou want 1t. Haybe you're looking for the most econonical way, or maybe you want
15 "wush a)sr_l'asf as posalble (because excessive down-time would be extremely costly).
Either way, critical path can chart your course,®

Fuch has been written recently about critical path scheduling., The liavy has
described how it was used to push through the Polaris missiie pro-ran ang the Du Pont Company
e 3
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uses the process in many of its vrograms. The enginecring sections of our Division of
Highways are developing the concents of the rrocess for adantion to use in our entire
fighway program. We, in the Richt of Way Department, early this year beran an creratiens
analysis prosram geared to the premize that accourate and detailed documentation of our
productive capabilities was a vital oreliminery to sdontion of eritical path scheduling in
our ri ht of way propram.

The Standard Qiler orovided an apt descriciion of the egssential simolicity of the
mrocess. Gritical path workg with arrows, TYou breax vour nroject down into all its
component jobs, piving eaca a name and number. Then you iay out a flow chart with each
Job represented by an arrow Joined in serics or parallel to other arrows in logical
sequence, The comuon denominator of sroject work is that all jobs must be performed in a
well-defined order, Your arrow diagram, as it's called, establisties this order.®

In our deseriotion the arrows are called activitirs, occurring ever a span of
time, and boxes jolndng the arrows are called events, or an occurrence at a veint in time.
For instance, drewing a map 1a an astivity and d¢elivery of the map would be an event;
the order of & critical path may be described in terms of either activities or events but
time assignments are made only to activities, Here is how it appears that a right of way
vroject may be scheduled with this new tosl.

Exhibit »B" depicts an extremely simplified eritical path, A description of
the events is indicated on ihe exhibit., The numbers in the boxrs are event numbers while
the mmall mumbera above the activity errows represent the estimated time in terms of weeks
to perform the activity between the events. The astivity between boxes cne and three for
instence is project design, estimzted to take one weex in this case. The activity between
boxes one and twoe is a dumy (uswally represented by a dotted arrow) meaning that no time
is consumed in ordering necesssry title reports - but the arrow between boxes two and
three represents the time it takes, two weeks, to prevere title reports - which must be
delivered to right of way enpineering at the same time as the soanleted geometric design.
Since the activity between boxes two and three takes lenger than that between boxes one
and three, this becomwes the critical path and it ean be seen that, if necessary, design
can be delayed for one week without affrcting the start of right of way engineeving,
The extra design week is called slzck or float time.

The activity between boxes three and five is another durmy but that between
bexes five and seven is an activity reguiring one week, which can be started any time
aftcr event three but must be comnleted befare event seven.

Event seven is the beglnning of negotdetions. If all gees well, on this chart,
the property should be acquired within four weeks, ‘However, the adninistrator nas made
the decision that if the prorerty is not acquirec within the four-week period, a condem-
natien action must be started. Ivent eicht is either the conclusion of successfivl
negotiations or the beploning of the condemnation process. The process leadging to
securing the possession at event fourteen will consume 22 weeks. I1f nerotiations had been
successful, possession would have been possivle within eirht wecks after contract signing,

On the simple chart 1llustrated, the ceitical path, that which is the longest,
follows the condemnation path and the ecomplete process, from beginming of desimm to
clearance of right of way, will be estimated to take L7 weeiks. If negotiations were
succesasful, all tasks could be completed within 33 weeks,

Exhibit "C", attached as an annex to this caper, shows a zlightly more complex
critical path schedvle in which it is assumed that three maps must be prepared consecutively,
that twe appraisal supplements will be necessary and that of the 20 varcels to be acquired
{only the four taking the longest time are shown on the chart}, 18 will De setiled throuvgh
nepotiation and two will have 1o proceed through the eminent dasadn process,

Critical path schedules grow enormously in cemplexity as the size of the
estinating job increases as Exhibit "C® indicates, For this reason computer orocrams are
being designed to take over the extremely complex task of determining the critical path.
A program with hundreds of pessible paths may be fipured in minutes on a high speed
conputer.

Wnether simple or complex, however, each critical path diagram will perform
several important functions;
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== 3t will enforce & sivpebyesieon cheek on the projeet showing clearly
which tasks must be performed in wMich narticular oréer, {awd obviously
it can be desipned onldy by & person thorourhly familinr with the comnplete
right of way process.}

=~ 1t will glve everyone cencerned a olszarer pleture of the nrojectis
scope.

== it Will show how available manpower may best be used.
~= it will show gaps in the srpedule,

== 1t will mranhically teil which Johs arc cssential to the campletion
date and hele avoid wastelul Yorash™ work.

The first fact rraphically illustrated for us was the fixed time requirerent of
the condermation process. In California, 2 ninimum pericd of five months {without
expedited handling) is required to secwre legal rogssession of a property whick has net
been acanired by contract. The miroceas entails drawing comdemnation deserintions, nreparing
resolutions for passare by +he Hishway Cormission, securimg sueh passage, oreparing swmons
and complaints, Filing suli, serving papers, iecuring orders for posaession, and allowing
sulficlent notice neriod for vacation of the properiy. The request for condemnation
descriptions starts the process.

In the first simple oritical path shown, the neeesaity for condemnation added
1L weeka to the time schedule. It is known, of cmwse, that the possibility of condeme
nation exists for every project but it is also known that it is not neeessery for every
project., Since the critical path is desi med prior to starting a nreject, it obviously
becomes a vital matter to imow whether or not a time allowance should be made for the
eondemnation process,

& critical path must be built at the time the project is being considered for
inclusion in future construction budgets, shortly after the initial route location
decision is made. In Califernia, as I have pointed out, this can be as many as eipht
years before construction is scheduled.

In light of the rarly cstimate date only a minimum of factusl information ia
available on which to predicate future actions, Origlnal right of way estimates give
the following basic data:

1. Existing use of the provertles to be acguired,

Z. Estimated best use of the properties to be acquired,

3. Estimcted value of individuel properties,

L. Estimated damages and/or benefits.

5. Possible curative construction work.

6. Type of acquisition in each individuel case.

7. General background information regarding the project area,

If a land economic study was necessary in the route selection process, we would
have in addition: data on the condition of the improvements in some detall; the propor-
tions and mmbers of owner and tenant occupants; detailed backpround information in the
area; and data on econcmic impact on the community. This additional informatien will give
the adninistrator a broader background wpon which to base nccessary decisions,

This is the raw data available for building a eritical path. It thus became
esscntisl for us to know what effect each of these factors could have on the Lime

necesgsary to complete the right of way job and whether, from the data, the probability of
cotdemnation could be reliably predicted.

'
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Beginming on Harch 1, 1962, a serics of work unit analysis forma became a formal
part of the rizht of way work mrocess., ‘rach of the approximately 9,000 transactions
which are conswmated each year by the eleven District offices of the California Pivision
of Highways are now accompanied by an Acquisition Analysis Sheet, This sheet is filled
by  the nepotiating rizht of way agent whenm he transeits his completed transaction to
Headquarters Olfice. The analysis sheet (Fxhibit ®D"} provides space for the recordation
of those individual variations in parcel characteristics which - in the opinion of
experienced risht of way agents - bear nost importantly on the length of time required for
conclusion of negotiations and acquisition of the Becessary parcel,

A similar form {Txhibit “Er) accompanies each of the 900 aprralsal reports
recelved for review in Headgquarters Office during a typical year. 4 third report form is
now being prepared to cover richt of way engineering activities,

In addition to the mnalysis forms now in use, California continurs to utilize
other standard administrative tools wiich have been lorng established, c.re: work
authorizations and other menetary controls 3 anmal reports of expenditures and work
volunes, etc. The analysis forms were designed as a suprloment to other standard
administrative teols tc enable us to determine exactly how long it takes to complete
individual work units in addition to the standard mecasurements which tell us how much work
is being done,

Connlete analysis of all important variables has not yet been effected; howewer
some preliminary indicators of the information potential of the analysis sheets revorting
en the negotiating furction have nroven extremely intercating,

: vie have found that a nepetiating perdod of slichtly over two months is neceded
to acquire our average parcel. 4s with all statistical quotations this is a highly
sinplified and deceptive figure. Lotking at a sliphtly narrower ranpe of parcels we
discovered that it takes our negotlators three months to buy the averare rural parcel
and that the averaje urban parcel can be acquircd in about six moriths. Narrowing our
perspective still further we learned that in an urban area the averaze parcel in

' residential use is acquired in one month but that a cormmercial or industrial parcel takes
nine months to agguire; and thosge propertics which are vacant at the time of nepotiation

. take about five months. It is plain that the period of nepotiations is substantially

different according to the use of the parcel being acquired, although we are not yet sure

exsctly how much weipht should be given to use glone in the estimating Process,

Use is only one variable, Loskins at the difference between partial and entire
acquisitions we know that the averase entire taking requires one month while the averapge
vartdal taking requires five months nepotiating time.

Extending our analysis we have combined use with type of taking, For examples
entire acquisitions of residential properties reguire slichtly less than one month
negotiating time; while partial takings of residential pronerties need, on the average,
to be allocated about three and one-hal? montha,

The kinds of averages illustrated by the firures sbove are scmetimes heloful,
particularly for discussion purooses, But to be useful as an adninistrative tool, more
than simply averages must be derived, For instance, in estimating the length of Lime
witich must be 2llotted to & project we must know the span of time ower which nezotiations
will be economical or useful. The next series of charts shows how the data colliections
can help in this admindistrative decision.

Chart ¥1" gives the composition of a typleal, 100-parcel, urban project; 55
percent entire takings and L5 percent partisl taking; 78 percent residentizl uses, |
percent agricultural and industrial nses, and so on,

Chart "2® illustrates cweulative acquisition rates by types of taking, e.z.:
-about 448 percent of all the entire takings on the project will be acquired in one month
or less as compared to only 22 percent of the partial takings in the same period,

Chart "3" shows the cumulative acquisition rates by land uge category, e.z.;
the acquigition rate for residential proverties is quite different than that for
comaercial oroperties,
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Chart ™h® combines acouisition rotes for residential leproved entire takiags
and residential improved partial takinps; again the acquisition rates are quite differeat,

The Charts - 10 through "h* - are necessarily simplified to illustrate the kinda
of information which must be collected to gain an accurate npicture of the complex variables
that are possible for an average project.

Chart "5* is the result of a combination of ali the characteristies of all the
Iy} varcels on thiz typical projlect and gives the cumulative acquisition rate that may
be expected. (The acquisition rate line for a project composrd of pmarcels with different
characteristics will of course be different than that illustrated.)

Chart *5* provides a basias for administrative decision. It shows that nrgotia-
tions on many parcels could be continued indefinitcly, However, prolon-<ation beyond a
point becomes wasteful of time and manpower. The administrator must decide -t which poeint
in time possession should be sceured to mset projoct deadlines in the wost efficient and
economical marner possible. Aetion must be started in sufficient time to securc possession
pn the desired date, {In almost all cases it will prove frudtful to continue nepotiations
after possession has besn secured,)

The overlay to Chart "S5 diagrams the bazic stens toward securing Bossessioh.
As an example, if pomscgsion is nceded five months from the date of assirmnent of the
project to the ncgotiator, the left hand arrow snould be placed on the zere line. It can
be secn that requests will be initiated for condemnation on B3 of the 100 parcels in the
project but that by the time the suit is ready for filing three months later all but 31
of the parcels will have been acquired by contract.’ The greater pronortion of all
prengration time will have been wasted. If the overlay is moved to the right to a nesition
where seven months total lead time is allowed, it can be seen that wasirful nrecedures
would be cut considerably. Requests would be initiated en only Ll of the 100 cases in .
question and sults would actually be filed on 25. Two months, on this wrojoct, means that
waste requests are cut from 52 to 19. This type of waste is measurable; waste as a result
of bad nublic relations arising frow inadeguate lead time is not.

Our critical path constroction graphically showoed that the nerotiating function
is subject to the greatest time variation and iz least suscentable to exprditine by the
addition of staff of any of our nscessary functions. Time allowances in the rirht of way
engineering, aporaisal and clearance funciions are not subject to such wide vardiation and
may be sipnificantly altered by staff changes. The time allowance for securing possession
through eminent domain action is of course fixed fairly closely by legal and policy
requirements.,

Production capabilities in fmetions other than that of nepotiations may usually
be messured with but slight diffievlty, For instance: on a statewide basis the ftizht
of Way Department has g permanent civil service staff of aporoximately 125 appraisers,
They have proven themsclves capable of producing an averapge of 6.5 parcels per man per
nmonth over the past several years, Production, of course, varies with the area in which
appraisals are being made, the travel distance t6 project locations, the type of use to
which the parcel is put, and the tyve of acquisition, This is reflected in varying
production rates in our different districts; about k.5 parcels per man per month in our
two smaller Districts; slishily over £.5 parcels in our largest District; and an average
of £.5 parcels per man in the remainder of our Districts. On the critical path tine and
staff may be closely coordinated using essentially these rates of nroduction,

Knowledpe of the compositien of the project beinp cstimated is essential to
determining whether or not unusual appraisal nrcblems requiring additional staff or &
longer veriod of tine is necessary to meet project deadlines,

it has lonz been established policy in California that a condemmation suwlt showld
not be filed, nor should possesalon be taken under court order, until a property cwner ’
has had & reascnable time in which to consider the State's offer to buy his property.
The policy recognizes the necessitics of the property owner as well as the value of good
public rclations. From time te time, however, the basic value of the policy has been
brought forcibly home when other considerations have forced its abroration.

Unrealistic project deadlines which do not allow a property cwner sufficient time
for consideration and orderly rclocation penerate public rejection of efforts which mipht
-othervise be met cnthusiastically. 3ecent lepisdation formalizing relocation assistance
.is one example of public reaction to inadequate lead time, C

~6m
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Charts "1F throurh "S" wividly illustrate how the time needs of the proverty
ownier can vary accordinrly to the problew with which he is faced and thus provide the
admimistrator with a Fuide to reasonable and necessary decisien in gaining public sccept-
ance as well as in merforming hiz job most ¢fficiently.

Up to this polnt my discussion has been pointed toward one essential - that an
administrator must have & means of factually documenting how lonp he needs to perfom &
particular task. Upon rceflceetion, this wouwld serm to be so basie to the performance of
any function that it would nrobably be asswacd that the adnimistrater was incompetent if
he didn't know it. The fact that searcely o ri-hit of way oruanization exists which has
ontimum lcad time is however sufficiont evidence that if ripht of way administrators do

ve the kmowlcdge they havent'i been able to nut it to vse. Factual documentation of
time regquirements can permit realistic project scheduling, such as that we are achieving
in California.

The Federal-sid Hiphway Act of 2956 has stimulated a preat and rapld growth in
the alghway construction provrams ol all 50 states, The program began with a surpe but
1272 - the end - is alrcady in view and meny hivhway adainistrators find that the pressure
to accomplish this vast orogram in the allotted time asan iz extremely heavy, As in all
tasks where the pressures for completion are grest, some administrative resvonsibilities
are slighted, or piven less emphasis than they deserve, in the crush to meet other
oblirations.,

2 ht of way adninistraters are no less guilty of this minor sin than are other
menbers of our state nipghway decartments. Our most pressing tasis are huying the necessary
rizhts of .ay and cleaving then for construction while at the same time, and to the best
of our ability, conforming to our duty of paying fair market value for the pronertles
acquired. Almost invariably the conduct of these tasks in the most efficient and economical
manner nossible breooes secondary. Efficiency in covernment nust be evalusted in terms of
scrvice costs aand it is difficult to establizh basecs of comparisen for cost evaluation.

wWe are particularly concerned with servioe costs in California sinee our Right
of Way Departncet has 1,500 enployees, deceniralized into 11 Districts and a Headquarters
Office, Although srrvice costs camnot oo oflectively cvaluated in any case without valid
bages of coamarisom, the establishuent of such bases becomes especially important in
a decentralized orpanization. Strong sdministrative control dirctted toward efficlent and
econprical sreration is a vital necessivy.

Our first sten towurd imoroved imnlementztion of operationa) efficiency was
renorted at the 1961 ueeting of ire American Association of State Hiplway 0fficials before
the Commitice on .irht of Way, The repert was punlished in the 1961 Comnittee Proceedings
under the title "The Diportance of Load Time. In it the fonctionzl caterordzation of
right of way responsibilities which vermits ransid date nrocessing and subscquent detailed
easl analysis uas deseribed.

Althoost: our hasic concerr 3s overational efficierney, tine is of covrse the nost
important single element over wnich we must have Firm contrsl to attain it. Atbtainment
of ortimum right of way lead time will mcan in our virw that we are onerating at a peak of
efficiency. -

Attainment of ontimum lead time necessarily implies that the right of way
adninistrator knows just how much work his staff is capable of deing in a piven period of
timc and is adjusting either staff or time, in the most economical manner, to achieve
dezsired floals. Our second step is well on the way to being attained,

on the basis of the analysis forms, and other sdministrative reports which have
been a part of the right of way process, electronic data processing prosrams have hecn and
are being written to allow cost and efficiency to be compared agent by apent, squad by
aquad, and District by District.

The third and final step in the analysisz will be integration of cost and
efficiency studies and establislment of realistic produetion norms. This phase of the two
and one-half year program will be reported in debail at the 1963 meeting of the Amerdcan
Aanoclation of Stete Highway Officials,
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1.
2
3.
L.
5.

1.

8.

15.

15,

17.

EVENTS DESCRIPTION

HYPOTERTICAL SISHT OF WaY PROJECT

Headguarters Approval of Baslc Design

Order Title Reports

Desipn Geriification of Full Takes - dap #1
Design Certification of Part Takes « Hap #2
Design Certification of Part Takes -~ Hap #3

Receive Title Reports and Hap #1 in R/W Engineering -
Begin RMW Map #1

Receive Title Report:s and Map #2 in /M Engincering -
Comzlete Map #1 and Begin Hap #2

Receive Title Reports and dap #3 in B/ Engineering -
Complete Map #2 and Fegin Map #3

Complete R Map #3

Begin Acquisition Document Writing on Basis of Haps
#1 and #2 and Title Reports

Begin Acquisition Document Writing on Baais of Hap #3 and
Title Reports

Heceive Hap FL and #2 in Appraisal Section and Begin
Oririnal Appraisal

Conplete Original Appraisal

Receive Map #3 in Appraisal Section and Begin Sunplemental
Aporaizal #1 Following Completion of Original Apsraisal

Aeceive Dripginal Appraisal and icquisition Decuments in
Negotiating Section

Cocmlete Supplemental Appraisal #1

Receive Supplemental Appraisal #1 and Acquisition
Bocwurzents in Megotiating Section

Complete Nepotiations for Parcel in Original Avpraisal
Estimated to be That Which Wasz to Take Longest Time

Conclude that Negotiaticns Have Failed and Hequest Suit
on Parcel in Original Appraissl

Conclude that Nepotiations Have Failed and Request Suit
on Parcel in Supplenental Appraisal #1

e




2l.

22.
23.
2h.
25.

26,

27.

28,

Complete Negotiations for Parcel in Supplemental Appraisal
#1 Estimated to be That Which Was to Take fonprat Time

Begin Preparation of Reguest for Condemnation Resclution
Highway Conmission Passes Condemmation Resolution
Comnlete Suit Filing Process

Cmplete Service of Orders of Immediate Pogsession and end
of notice perdod

End of Escrow and Wotice Pericd for Negotiated Transaction
in Original Appraisal

End of Eacrow and Notice Period for Kegotlated Transzction
in Supplemental Appraisal #1

Completion of R/W Clearance and Certification That RM
is Clear for Construction

'DCK‘.'- !l")- 50
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‘1:: Revised October 1965

ACQUISITION ANALYSIS
DATA PROCESSING SHEET - H-EDP-12{R/W-60}

Instructions

GENERAL

1. Entries to the Data Processing Sheet Acquisition
Analysis must be made accurately from the infor-
mation shown by appropriate boxed number reference
on Form H-R/W-60, Memorandum of Settlement (revised
October 1965), and in accordance with the following
instructions. ‘ .

'S 2. The Rcquisition Analysis Sheet should be attached
S ‘ to every right of way acguisition transaction sub-
' ‘ o mitted to Headquarters with Form H-R/W-60., This
~ includes acquisitions for other agencies.

3. The Acquisition 2nalysis Data Processing Sheet ghould
e completely filled out when all interests are
closed in one transaction, '

wnen more than one transaction is required to com-
plete an acquisition, the Data Processing Sheet for -
sub-transactions should be filled out as completely
as is necessary to reflect the details pertinent

to each sub-transaction. _

For example, if a lessee's interest is acquired by
sub-transaction, entries to the wvaluation columns

on the Data Processing Sheet should be the amounts -
pertinent to the particular sub-transaction., Entry ‘
to Column 79 - Card Control in this instance is to

be 1" - denoting *Original Entry".

If a sub-transaction is submitted with an Amended
or Supplemental Right of Way Contract, Valuation
entries are to be made to the appropriate celumns

»~ in the actual amount of change, 1f any, and entry

~ made to Column 79 - Card Control, to indicate whether
the entries are to be “"Added” {enter 2) or "Subtracted"
{enter 3}. ' :




If @ former transaction is being superseded by the
transaction being submitted, entries to the Data
Processing Sheet should be made to show the entire

new condition and the number "4" - “Replace" entered
in Column 79, Until further, the District will
not use entry number 5 - “Delete" in Columns 79,

4, When acquisition is by Condemnation Trial or Stipu-
lated Judgment, Page 3 (Alternate) will be substi-
tuted for the standard Page 3 of the Form H-R/MW-60
(revised October 1965), and the Acquisition Analysis - -
Sheet completed from the information shown thereon
by appropriate boxed number reference as described

in Specific Instructions below,

5. All entries shall be arabic numberals except as
provided in "Specific" Instructions hereinafter,

6. Unless other wise stated, make all entries in cell
(: spaces on Data Processing Sheet from right to left
and complete unused cells with zero entries.

SPECIFIC

/17. District:

Show by two'diqit number entry in first two cells
on Acquisition Analysis Sheet.

/2/. Identification of Transactions will be by District
Parcel Number. '

Spaces have been provided to accommodate the Dis-
trict's parent parcel number and additional spaces
to identify "sub-transactions"., It is not intended
that the “sub-parcel” identification as shown in
the approved appraisal be in these spaces (Card
Columns B8 & 9).

When an ownership is acquired in one transaction,

(: enter zeros in Card Columns 8 & 9, and enter the
District parent parcel from left to right in
Column 7, 6, 5, 4 & 3 as applicable,
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Example:

Acguisition of Fee Parcel No. A4232 =

L8/B/3/372/570/

Acquisition of Fee Parcel No, 12345-1 & 2 =
L1/2/3/4/5/0/0/

When more than one transaction is required to

complete the acquisition of an ownership, entries
shnould then be made to Columns B & 9 to identify .
the subsequent transaction,

Example:

Acguisition of Leasehold, Parcel No, 12345 =

LLL2/3/8/5/B/0/

Amended R/W Contract on leasehold Parcel 12345-3 =
L1/2/3/4/5/ 8L/

County:

Enter 2 digit number for appropriate county, Use
third and fourth digits from Data Processing
Permanent location Code Assignment, Section 604.04
Accounting Manual Part 2 for this entry. ({(Copy
Attached)

Example:
San Bernardino = /5747,
Route:

Show by Legislatiwve Route designation., Do not
show phase, segment or post miles,

Expenditure Auvthorization:

Enter appropriate multiphase or general ledger
account six digit number.

Example:

/852737470727, /9/1/1/0/5/6/, ete,




N
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[87.

£9/-

-,

Datezs

January = 1,
In last

in first pox enter month, 1.e.:
October = Q, Noverber = N, December = D.
box enter year,

August, 1965 = J8/S/.

Example:
Right of Way Agent:

Enter first letter of Agent's first name and first
three letcvers of Agent's last name, i.e.; George
M. Wiliiams = /G/W/1/L/.

Coat Center:

Enter 3 digit number for Acquisition Agent's Cost
Center,

Arquired Fcr:

Enter most appropriate single number.,

Normal R/W Acguisition =
Higrway Acquisition Fund (Chap. 20)
Hardsnip

Material or Disponsal Sites

Sites -~ District Office, Maintenance,etc,
Department of Water Resources

Department of General Services

Other Agencies

1t}

It

SRRRRER

Ownersnip:

If owner s occupéant, enter number f1/, if absentee,
enter number /[2/.

Enter numper of signatures reguired on contracts
and adeeds, €.g.; £ signatures =

/Q/2/
tures = /1/2/, etc,

"Numper of Lease Interests:

Enter numper of
and requiring e.liminacion,
interests = /1/0/, etc.

ieasehold interests affecting parcel
1 interest = /0/1/; 10

Type of Highways:

1f Freeway enter number
If Expressway enter number
If Conventicnal enter number

- 4 -

NN

twelve signa-



Area Caiculated by:

If parcel area is designated in acres, enter /17,
If parcel area is designated in square feet, enter

L2/ .
Total Take Area;

If area is computed in sgquare feet make entry to
nearest sguare foot.

Example: 7312.5 S.F., = /0/0/7/3/1/3/

If area is computed in acres, make entry to nearest
hundredth acre,

£8/0/6/7/3/6/

Example: 67,358 Ac
/0/0/2/4/0/0/

or 24 Ac

Partial Take Area:

Enter as for Item {15?.

Remainder Area:

Enter as for Item /15/. If remainder ares not
calculated, enter estimated area., Use same units
as for area taken.

Area in Right of Way:

Enter as for Item {15?.

Area in Excess:

Enter as for Item /15/.

If Rural enter /17
If Urban enter L2/

719/,
/20/. Region:
/21/. Best Use:

If Agricultural enter

If Commercisl enter

If Industrial enter

If Residential enter

If Special Purpose enter

NRERN



§

Character:

If Improved enter
If Unimproved enter
If Multiple

RSN

/23/. Improvewments:

If All acquired enter
If Part acguired enter
If None acguired enter

NN

Page 3 or 3 {(Alt,.}

Z24/. Exchange of Land:

If none involved enter 1
f exchange involived enter /2/

£25/. Independent Appraisers Employed:

If Yes enter 1
If No enter L2/

/26/. sSettlement by

1f Contract, or Amended, Revised

or Supplemental Contract, enter ZI?
If Stipulsted Judgment enter /27
If Contested Judgment enter 3/

Note: Do not use for Short
Cause or Default,

For cases not covered above,

(e.g.: Short Cause, Default,

Joint Use Agreements, Transfer

of Possgession and Contrel, .
Raiircad Indentures, etc,) enter L4/

/277, Setrlement Amount Seme as First Approved Appraisal:

Jf Yes enter 5IZ
If No enter £ 2/

/28/. Land:

Enter Sertlement Amount of Compensation for land.

Example: $6,281.90C = /0/0/0/6/2/8/1/970/.




/287 .

Improvemrents:

Enter Settlement Amount of Compensation for improve-
ments as in J28/ above,

Enter Settlement &Amount of Compensation for damages
as in

Enter Sertlement Emount, i.e.: Sum of 5287 [ 29/
/30/. If settlement by judgment show totsl award,

Show actual amount of cash payment. to Grantor,

/357. Damages :
s in /3857 sbove.

£31/. Ecte

éé not inciude interest.

32/. less Credit:

Show credit amount.
/337, Interest:

Show actual amcunt of interest payment,
/34/. cash to Grantor (Defendant):
/35/. Construction Contract Works

Show. amount of consideration for Construction Con-
tract Work.,

Toral Consideration:

Show sum of Ivems /21, 33/ /35/.

/37/. Fond Withheid:
Snow amount of funds withheld.
Page o
/38/. Number of Persornal Calls:

Enter total of personal calls made by all agents
tC whom parcel has been assigned,

Example: 1st Agent 4 calls, 2nd Agent 3 calls,
3rd Agent 5 calls; total - 12 calls =

172/,
Note: Perscnal Calil is defined as "any personal

contact for the purpose of obtaining an
instrument which will canvey or eliminate

A



an interest in real property"”. Examples
of some personal calls are: Personal con-
tact with

Owner or Cwners
OCwner's Agent or Representative
Lessees

Beneficiaries under Trust Deeds

»

(OISR PYRE N
[ ]

Montns Between First Approved Appraisal and Right
of Way Cercification Date:

Enter number in months
Example: 43 months = £3/3/.

Months Between First Approved Appraisal and Assign-
ment to Original Agent s

Enter as in /33/ above,

Months Between Assignment and Close:

Enter as in / 39/ above,

Months Between Assignment and Suit Filing:

Enter as in /39/ above,

Clearance of Liens and/or Encumbrarces ,
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604.06 CODING SYSTEM

3. County Codes
(B} Alphadetio Listing

Number

County (Prefix Incl.) County
Alamoda 5833 Orange
Alpine 5831 Placer
Amador 5924 Plumas
Butte 5012 Riversida
Calaverss 5020 Speramento
Colusa 5315 San Benito
Contra Costa 5928 San Bernardino
Dsl Norte 5901 Sen Diego
El Dorado 5925 San Francisco
Fresno 5942 San Joaguin
Glenn 5811 San Luis Qbispo
Humboldt 5804 Sun Matea
Imperial 5858 Sante Barbars
inyo 5948 Santa Clara
Karn 5950 Santa Cruz
Kings 9445 Shasta
Lake 5014 " Sierra
Lassen 5907 Siskiyou
Los Angeles 5053 Solano
Madeca 5841 Sonoma
Marin 5927 Stanislaua
Mariposa 5840 Suiter
Mendocine 5910 Tehama
Merced 5935 Trinity
Modoc 5908 Tuiare
Mono 5947 Tuolumne
Monterey 5044 Ventura
Napa 5821 Yolo
Nevada 6817 Yuba

8~100

Number

{Prefix Incl.)

5455
5910
5909
5858
5924
5943
5054
5957
5934
5829
5949
5935
5951
5937
5936
5906
5913
5902
5923
5920
5938
5918
5908
5905
5946
5932
5952
5922
5916



N

P

i

SO L W AT £y e
At TR TR

Remainder Parcel Dats

Refer to Exhihit ¥ where instruction numbsrs are indicated
in appropriste spaces. Exnibit i, a compieted example, shows
method of filling data sheets.

ACQUISITION DATA

1. Indicate District parcel number as shown on the right
of way record map.

2. Remainder Parcel Data Sheets as submitted should be
nuanbered in numerical order.

3. This space will be filled out by Headgquarters Office.

4. This entry calls for the specific physical identifi-
cation of the parcel before taking:; either street
address, highway number, brief metes and bounds
description; or engineer station reference.

3o Digtrict, county, route and section,

6. Date of deed.

7. Official date of bighway coempletion.

8. Mark if the facility is a freeway with frontage road.

8. Mark if the facility is a freeway without frontage
road.

10. Mark if the facility is an expressway with frontage
road.

1i. Mark if the facility is an expressway without frontage
read.,

12. The sketch should show the before~taking boundaries of
the property and the take ares should be hatched. The
location of improvements and their distance from the
freeway should be indicated. Access taking should bes
indicated., Th# sketeh may be freeband and not to
scaie. Xefer fo attached example. Exhibit III

13. A photegraph showing the after condition of the
property should be inserted. If the property is vacant,
no photograph i necessary.
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14,

16.

17.

27.
28,

29,
30,
3l
32.
33.

34,
35,
36,
37.

Describe the means of access te the property before
highway constraetiog. Iadicate private read, city
street, state bigbway, ete.

Glve the sctunl use of ihs properiy hefore highway
Construction,

Give the kesi us2 of ithe preperty before highway con-
struction as shown in the appraigsai.

Indicate the soning of the properiy before highway
construction,

Give the land ares and vait value of the whols
property.

Total land waiue.

Briefly describe laprovevesta, as: 2 fhouses, garage.
Total improvement value.

Total of 19 ana 21.

Give the land area and upit value of the part taken.
Total valwe of Land tuken.

Briefly describe improvements taken.

Total improvement value taken.

Total of 24 and 28.

Give the land area and unit value of the remainder
a8 part of the whole.

Total land value of the remaionder as part of the whole.
Briefly describe the improveaents remaining.

Total improvement value,

Total of 29 ang 31. |

Indicate why damages were paid, as: cost to cure, con-
sequential, access, etc, Show costs to cure separately.

Total damages.
Indicate why benefits were paid.
Total benefiis,

Give amount of damageéﬁ%ffset by benefits.
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38.
39.
40.

41,

42.
43.

44.
435.

46,
47.
48,
49,

50,

S1.
92,
33.

54.
55.
56.

~ REMAINDER SALE DATA

Repeat the District remainder number from space 2,
Actual date of remainder sale.

Use at time of sale.

Best use at time of sale.

Zoning at time of sale.

If the remainder is below the grade of the adjacent
highway, the figure will be negative, if the .
remainder is at grade with the highway it will be
"0", if the remainder is above the grade of the
existing highway, the number will be positive.
Indicate the difference in grade, in feet.

Describe the normal means of access at the time of

. sale; county road, state highway, private aasenent,

etc.

(zive distance to nearest freeway access -- either
on~ramp, off-ramp or interchange -~ to the nearest
one~tenth mile., .

SelLer‘s name and city of residence.

Buyer's name and city of residence.

Give the land area sold and its unit value.

Total land value at time of sale. .

Briefly describe improvements on parcel sold.

Total improvement value at time of sale.

A¢tual selling price.

Give the value of improvements added or raﬁoved
between the date of right of way acquisition and.
subsequent sale. _

Briefly describe the improvements added or removed.
Date that sale was investigated.

If the property is properly improved, the comparison
should be made on the basis of total price in which
case the total of space number 32 should be entered

here, If the property is improperly improved, or is
vacant, the comparison should be made on the basis of

its unit price, either square feet or acres,

|




57. If an adjustment for time is necessary io correct
\<: for a general rise in property values, the figure
entered in this space should be the multiplier:
necessary tc bring the appraised value of the remain-
der up to date. For example, if a general property
value rise of 13 percent has been observed in control
areas, the figure shown should be 1.13. '

328, Repeat the total shown in space number 53.

59. This space may be used for adjustments which may be
necessary for any other reason -- such as an adjuat-
ment for rezoning.

60, After‘adjustments have been applied, this space
should show the price the property would have sold
for if the highway had had no affect.

6l. Repeat the figure from space 352.

62. This is the difference between 60 and 61.

63. Briefly explain the difference between 60 and 61,

64. Any brief remarks which may be necessary to explain
- the results of the investigation. o

f
N~ 65, Additional Remainder Sale Data Sheets are available
to record subsequent sales of tbe property thereof.
If the initial acquisition data sheet is on file,
remainder sale data supplementary sheets may be used
to record the second and subsequent sales without the
necessity for repeating the initial acquisition data
submission. All subsequent sales should be assigned
the same District Remainder Number. ' _
DERAL DATA SHEET
The Federal Data Sheet is designed itc be detached from the '1
quisition Data Sheets. The information contained on the _ :
deral Data Sheet is not necessary in our use of the Remainder
le Data within the Districts. It is to be forwarded to the
reau of Public Roads to complete their analytical file. The
llowing instructions will apply to filling out the Federal Data
oet: : ' _
| 66. Repeat the District Remainder Number.
' 67. This space will be filled by Headguarters Office.
ek, 68. Indicate the name of the nearest community with a popu-

lation of at least 2,500.

5 69.\\Population of space number 68.

4‘-
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(: _ 70. Give the date of the population estimate used.

71, 72, 73, 74. Indicate the one or more numerical
designations of the highway facility upon which the
remainder under investigation abutts. Number 73
refers to the staie highway number, not the
legislative route number.

73. Give the name of the highway if such a designation
has been applied; as Lincoln Highway, Harbor Freeway,
Auburn Expressway, etc, '

76. Indicate the type of highway system; as Federal Aid
Interstate, Federal Aid Primary, etc.

77. The frontage of the entire tract, before right of
way acquisition, should be indicated. Separate
instructions showing method of measurement are
attached. Exhibit IV .

78. Indicate frontage of the parcel acquired for highway
purposes. '

. 79. Indicate the frontage of the remainder parcel.,

80. Indicate the.frontage of the remainder sale under
(: investigation.

8l1. Cheék if the right of way was acquired through use of
a right of way contract.

82, Check if the right of way was acquired through stipu-
lated judgment or a condemnation trial.

83. Enter the total number of sales to date.

84. Enter the figure representing the summation of all
sales for each portion.

85, B6, 87, 88. Indicate by a check mark in the appropriate
box whether an on-ramp or an off-ramp is closest to
the subject remainder. If both on and off-ramps are
available check interchange. If access is provided by
an intersection at grade check "Other".

89. Travel distance from the remaining parcel to the .
closest town or trading center. This may be a neigh-
borhood shopping center. :

90, 91l. Indicate whether or not the facility providing .
~ access to the subject parcel connects directly to the
(:J : new highway in some manner.

92, 93, 94. Indicate in the appropriate zpace the

elevation of the remainder before the taking. If the
new highway is on new alignment enter NA. -

B
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95, 96, 87, 98, 99, 100. Check in the appropriate box

101,
104,

108,

the relative degree of vigibility of the main highway
before and after taking. The degree of visibility
should be from the majer improvement on the property.
If there are no improvements, consider how much of

the highway is visible from the major portion of the
parcel's frontage. The before portion of this
question is not applicable if the facility constructed
is on new alignment. '

102, 103. These itews are self explanatory.

105, 106, 107. Aa attached instruction sheet entitied
"Description” fully explains the manner of filling
these spaces. Exhibit V. ‘

Any appropriate remarks which may be necessary to
more fully explain the data included on the Federal
sheet should be included here. '
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R/W Parcw! Ne., ielk. Kwneindar Mo,

4

Propurty Locstion

Fuhinie T

3

Index

S5

Dilst, Co. Rite. See,

6 q + 819 » w10l11
R/W Acguleliton Date Highway Compleitor; Date Franwar Exprassway
(n. With Frontage Road)
fb. Withou: Froatege Road
SK_ETGH
PHOTOORAPH
i2 I3

At time of R/ W acquisition, the propecty:

Yind accoas to 14
Use waa 15
Bagt use was 16
Zoning was 17
1. APPRAISED VALUE OF THE ENTIRE PROPERTY:
Laad 18 t 19
Impe. 20 ] 21
Toial $ 22
2. PRICE PAIT FOR 'THE PART TAKEN
Lend 23 ' 24
I, a5 $ 26
Tata! | g:.?
3. APPRAISED VALUE OF THE REMAINDER AS PART OF THE WHOLE
Land 28 _ & 29
Tnper. 30 $ 31
Totx! t 32
* Davages 33 3 34
* Benetita w2 36
Net Damagoes 2 37

b (DAMAGES/ BENEFITS FOR INFORMATION ONLY) w='Fum



REMAINDER SALE DATA

3R
Dial, Roemainder No.
39 4 _ 41 42
Sela Daie Extating Uen ‘ Hag tase Eoning
Alter Conatruction, what was the: 43 44 43

Digtwmnce 1o Nesrant

Grade of ieomalndee Alcepa Siiuaflon
Freaway Access

In Kelarion ta iwy.

GRANTOR: 46 CRANTER: 47
ACTUAL SELLING PRICE ) 22
Land 48 E 49
impr S0 U - M.,‘..M....__:.rjl_m R
53

NOTE: Value of improvemen ta sdded/ removed batwass R/ W scquinition and subseguent saiv wag §

54

Typw of Improvemerins Addad/Removad

S S e Y e Rtk

CONCLUSIONS
85
investigation Date LY
56 Total Prica
1. The appraiked vaice of the temeinder—axciuding demsges pr benefiie—war §. . iq, Ft.
ore

2. Coniroi data indiceis the foliowing adjvstmenia (o remainders value necessery to accurately reffect valus st time af

eubseguent asle:

Tine e DL Improvement 28 Other 39

a, It the bhighway had hed no effect, the remalindsr therafors should have sold Total Price
for * 60 sq. Ft.
Acre
6 l Total Price
3. The remzinder nctually »oid for ¥ Sq. Ft.
. Acre.
4. The differsnce betwean the adjusted remeindar value snd the subnreguent 62 Toial Price
anion price indicaton the remainder wes dacwged; bonofited 3 ; Sq. Ft.
Adre

al tire asie dale.

63

8. Damagaa/Benefits appost to be primasiy atiribuiabis to

& Remarke: ﬁ4
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REMATRDER SALE 1474

Biat. Rensinder Me,

e yen N T . T . e
After Conatruction, whal wes the: N "
Creks o Namwiniies Fovess Rilvalion Distanios fe Nearest

In Halwitar: ta Heay. FPraowey Asvena

GRANTOR: GEANTER:
ACTUAL SELLING PRICE $
Land s
Impr i

NOTE: Valus of ivpravemsnits added/ remaved boteaen R/ ¥ acquinifion atd subsequent sale wes §

Twpa sf Improvaments Added’ Famorad

- CONCLUSIONS
N
Investigation Date
Teotal Price
L. The appraised veive of ihe remaeindorwexciudizg demages or berelits..was § iq. Fr
cra

2. Lontrel aata indicats the fellowing sdiuabrante fo »wnaindss valee Necaediry (o accurateiy rullect valoe ot time of

aubssgueni 2ale:

Thne Improvenen: Crther
a. I the highway had hed no effsc, the remaleder thesefore ehoeuld have gald Totel Price
for $ Sq. P,
Acrs
Total Price
3. The remainder sctually aold for 4 8q. Ff.
Acre.
4. The difforerce betwaen the adjustead semninder valus and the aubeagiant Tatal Price
zaloa price indicains the remetndur wer dameged’ baneliied ¥ iq. Fi.
cre

&l the sale date.

5. Damages/Benelita appaar to be primesily sfirtbutable to

§. Ramarke:

N
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FEDBERAL DATA SHERT

Diatrict Ramainder No. 65 Headgunrlers Master Ra. o7
Neasrest Uiban Place: a8
Popuintion 69 As Of 70
Digte
iighwey Number 71 Ta 79 7_;4_*
Intersiatn [0S State Other
Highway Name (If Any): 73
Type of System (F.AL, F.AP., Eic.) 76
Frontage: 72 78 — ?9 80
.Enﬂro Trmct Percel Takon Remaindar Sulrnwggient Safe

Was Acquisition: Negotiated 81 ar A Condampation 82 ;
No. Sajes — Entire Remainder 83 No., Snios - Porticn of Renainder 84
Entrance to Main Highway: B3 86 87 88

On Ranp ofl Ramgp Interchengs MHher
Distance To Nearewt Trading Cander To 172 Mile): 83

Does Accera Road Intersect New Highway: Yea ..-...m_.._.__. No Ql

Elevation of Remainder Before Tuking {Feel) 9z 93 _94
At Grada Above Below

Visibility of Highway Before and Aiter _5_39 | 36 4 5 97 | 98 4 s 89 J,L‘E

A

Fulf Partlai Not

Area Taking +  Eniie Ares .o ___i.Ql_..._m

l}
Ares Regm. Enfire Aros e [P— ._ldgé..’.':‘__....m,-‘.’r‘}f
Acrens Sold * Aren RHem, o ---v--ol 03 e
. bion: 104 103 106 107
Dercription: Sopareted Feviniad Larsdlocked Dead End

Romarks: L0O8



- Exhibit II
Kegfniir PARCEL SALE DATA SHEET

ACTANGEITEOIR BATA

294 117

( R/ Parcaj Mo, Frint, Remafader Ms, Index
R, of Eng, Sta. J13+00, Atascadero V~-SL0-2-C
Fropery Lovetion Diet. Co. Hite. Sec.
9-23-55 1-8-57 e X b .
By W Acquinition Date Higheay Copletton Dete Frasway Bxpresawsy
ra. With Frontage Road)}
. Without Frootege Roady

SKETCH :

Mone Avaiiable

S Lo -- ;{
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At time of R/W sacqulsition, the property:

. E Had accesa to _C_nny._l_h_tn:h.e_ﬂﬂ.___

{30 wan ﬁﬁ&lﬂﬂﬂt ial

- Best uge was —Hum_?ﬁﬂﬂlm.iﬂl_____

-C/

ﬂdi_mfr:z awy | Zoning wam Unaoned

e B,

o e =

1. APPRAISED VALUE QF THE ENTIRE PROPERTY:

Land 3277 aCs. @ $800,00 3. 3,000,000
fope, R RCUSES £ 2,100,000
Total 3 ].2,100.00

2. PRICE PAID FOR THE PART TAKEN

Land A3 A0S . € 800,00 o %..3:040,00
impr. Guest _house, landscaping, ete., $§_1,702.00
Tocal . 2,742.00
3. APPRAISED VALUE OF THE REMAINDER AS PAPT OF THE WHOLE
Lena 2247 acs. @ $800,00 s 1,960,006
Impr. 2 _DOUSES ) ¢t 7,398.00
e Total 2 91 358,00
.
* Damagss LXOXImity g 1,000.,00
s Benetite New f{rontage 2_1,000.00
~ Nat Lanmages $ None

* (DAMAGES/BENEFITS FOR INFORMATION ONLY) —~Li~



REMAINDER SALE DATA

. 117
Disl. Ramatoeder No.
§-25-60 Office Commercial C~]
Saie Date Exiaiing Usa fleat Uue Zoning
County road and
Alter Contruction, what wae the: 0 _t0 _ +3 ! Frontage road %k mile
Grads of Rewainder Accons Stiuaftan Diutance to Nasrest
It Holwtion 3o Huory, Froeway Acenga
GrRaNTOrR: Margaret Tewinkle aranTEE: V.BE. Christianson, et ux
San Luis Obispe Atascadero
ACTUAL SELLING PRICE _ £_17,500,00
Land _2247 acs, @ _§3,6850,00 #_9.5300,00
fmpr Building 1 8,000,00

NOTE: Value of improvemenis addod/removed bolwesn R/ W acquinition and subsoquent sale wae §_ ] L Q0 . Q0

Convert residence te office
Type of Imprevemania Added/ Removed

£

E R AT TR LIRS AT W

CONCLUSIONS

Investigjation Date 3-8~51

Total Price
1. The apprained valus of the romeinder—sxcluding dameges or benefita~war § 9 sl . GO gq?fr.'
cre

2. Control dats indicats the following adjyaimente io remainder value naceasary {o accurately rellect value ot times of
subsoguent sale:

Time wm.lmmvmam + 8L, Q00 QQ Other ool

a. if the highway Liad had no efftpct, the ramsimisr tharefors whould have xold

-~ Toisl Price
fosr ¥ .ﬁlhlﬁ_‘i_;ﬁﬂ.___ s
Sere

Teial Pres
3. The ramainder acivaily sold for k] 17_1500‘ M 00 gy by
: A ore
4. The dilferonce betwesa the rdivared remeinder valuo snd ths aiabymer g et Tolal Price
salea price indicates the remaindor wes dacisged/ bonefiled F J— Mﬁ.ﬁ iy e
P, -

&t iitn sale dais.

3. Duunas/Banefita apposs (o be pouasiiy stivibutable io _m.imﬂrm_ﬂﬂﬁﬂﬁ&ihiuﬂh_____

§. Romarks:



FEDERAL DATA SHEET

Digirict Remainder No. 117 Headguaticrs Master Na, §._Q
Nearost Urban Place: __ALBECaREra
Population 2 » 443 Ak G s j‘.‘ﬁjwm..m_._._m
nim
Highway Numbes - 0L - -
Intesrainte [0S State QOther
Highwey Name (If Any): .-Aladscadero Bypsss
Type of System (F.AL, F.AP., Eicy. Other FAP rupral
§
Frontage: 0 0 ,.fSD =
Entire Tract Farce] Taken Recnainder Subsaquent Sale
Waa Acquisition: Negotiated b4 or A Condemnation =
No. Sales - Entire Romainder 1 No. Satus - rorlion of Remeindsr - -
Entrance to Main Highway: o= b JK -
O enp GFf Kooy intarchange Other
Diatance To Nearest Trading Center {To 1/2 Mile): Qa2
Does Access Road intersect New Highway: ¥Yes __,..._K__.___... No =
Elevation of Remainder Before Taking (Faet) .. S - =
At Gaade AboFe Bealow
Visibility of Highway Before and After .52 [ X 4 = A B l
Feakf Pariial Not
Area Taking =+ Entire Area P _.__3_.‘.1'..!..‘.1_..8__._%
Aroa Rex. + Entire Areg _.._6..5__'__5_‘3_._,%
Arss Sold +  Area Rem. PR, _,}__Q,g_:_gg},___,%
- t‘-_ - - - -
Deacription: Separaled Isolated Landtacked Dead End

Remarks:
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FRONTAGE

N

Entire Tract: This item cills for the frontage of the entire
parcel which abutted the old facility and
which now abuts the new facility. If the new
highway facility is om an old alignment, the
amount of frontage in linear feet on the old
facility should be shown. If the new highway
is on a new alignment the frontage for the
entire tract should be shown as zero.

Parcel Taken: If the pew highway facility is on a new align-
ment, enter a <cero; if the new highway is on an
old alignment, enter linear feet of frontage
which the State acquired.

Remainder: Enter the linear feet abutting the highway
{ improvements. If more than one parcel abuts
the new facilities, the summation of linear
feet should be entered.

T R ek e g Sede stme aaem meee bk
3.

1. 2'j

aLp  Rosap - QL RORL GLp RoAD
i [ bvs e e o e e — -
*"““253!”_““*\ g - - L \\¢-——250‘—n_ﬁ
h i . 4
" :,:; R R A X —u-s-.-;l\ ~ \\ .
“: 1’¢ -
Ay, b
Q /Z N e W
. o0 ! ; 1 AFRNCREN
i TR 4 - \ 20N N\
- NP RETY L FTINN
N
% 3
! Y
4. 5 \
X 3 i T
oLe 4 \g Raap me__,,,W,.‘,__,.___..,.,Ng&._.i_,g No, 21 80.3 [ Na. 4
kY
256" —» be ina 3\ 4\ Entire Tract 0 F 250 O 50
z A - . .
\kxg_ Vet Farcel Takeny G . 250 Y 20
-~ Ak AL Remainder | 300 [ 260 | 250 | zas
C ALV
\ ‘&\

K ' Note: The figures are hypothetical,

¢ ~15-



Exhibit V

DESCHIPTION

Separated ~ A Separated parcel which results f{rom a highway
acquisition is the remainder containing the improvements, or
a vacant single remainder. Separated parcels may result
when a highway taking leaves two remainders or when only one
parcel remains - a situation which is sometimes referred to
as "severed". Ia the case of two remainders, only parcels
with improvements are to be classified as separated.

Isolated -~ An Isolated parcel is an unimproved remainder which
can be reached only by an adjacent public road or possibly
by means of draimnage structures, cattle passes, ete. If both
remainder parcels of an unimproved property which has been
divided by an acquisition have access to a publie road, etc.,
classify each parcel as isclated.

Landlocked - A parcel is landlocked when no access to the pareel
exists by use of publiec facilities or adjacent land of the
same owner,

On Dead End - This item is to be checked if the parcel is located
on a local street open at one end only with special provision
for turning arocund. It is listed because of the interest of
many states,

\

OLr MWy
NEW  BRCLLITY
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AEW BECILITY

Legend
() Improvement
727 Separated
5 Iseclated
Landlocked
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emainder Parcels

A REPORT OF THE LAND ECONOMIC STUDIES SECTION,

RIGHT-OF-WAY DEPARTMENT

Cooperative State-B.P.R.
Appraisal Study Underway

By JAMES R. SMITH, Headguarters Righl-of-way Agent

T;m sTUpY of properties from which
freeway right of way has been ac-
quired, afrer the freeway itself has
been constructed and opened to
travel, is called remainder parcel re-
search. Presently, twenty state high-
way departments across the nation in
cooperation with the U.S. Bureau of
Pablic Roads, are acrively engaged in
such studies as a part of their current
night of way and land acquisition pro-
grams.

These studies seek to test the effi-
ciency of right of way appraisal by
continuously eovaluating freeway
effects upon abutring properties.
Changes in Jand value and land use in
the “after” period, as revealed by sales
of and developments upon remainder
parcels, are the principal means by
which both freeway effects and ap-
praisal efficiency are subsequently eval-
uated

Logicnl Adjunct

The development of empirical data
on remsinder parcels is 2 logical ex-
tension of the right of way appraisal
process. An appraiser finds, for ex-
ample, that whenever the right of way
parcel he is evalusting s only a part
of a larger parcel, he must ascertzin
and assess the damages, if any, accru-
ing to the remainder beeause of the ac-
quisition and the construction thereon
of the highway improvement. It is
also necessary, he finds, to determine
how much the remainder will be ben-
efired, if at all, by the construction
of the new highway.

And it is in the actual identification,
measurement, and further application
of these latter elements—damages and
benefits—that the right of way ap-
praiser encounters the vexing problem
to which remainder parcel anaiysts
have addressed themselves. For it is in
the partial acquisition siruarion that

the need is evident to determine if
an abutting freewsy is going ro pro-
duce a significant effect—to determine
exacily what it is going to be like 1o
live or do business alongside, such a
factlity.

Esentially, the problem becomes
one of estimating the effects of both
the avquisition and the freeway npon
the market value of the remaining
parcel {remainder), generally answer-
ing for the owner the question: “In
an ‘open marker’ sale, would I receive
proportionately more, the smme, or
fess for my property after right of
way acquisition ond freeway con-
struction than 1 would bave received
bad this project never beem pro-
posed?”

To answer this query, case studies
are made of parcels adjoining 2 com-
pleted freeway-—parcels from which
4 part was purchased some time in
the past. As the remainders sell and
as they are developed, they become
directly helpful as examples to be
studied in assessing proposed freeway
effects in connection with current
appraisals.

Finding out what is likely to hap-
pen to a particular kind of property
in the future is therefore largely a
problem of first looking to the im-
mediate past, i.e, finding and studying
similar parcels to which the whole
thing has already happened. Because
these remainders are now “freeway
abutting” parcels, their post conscruc-
rion history may be taken as a reflec-
ton of, among other things, freeway
effects.

The uses to which the parcels are
put in this “afeer” period; the degres
to which they drop or increase in
price, or hold their value relanive to
parcels away from the freeway; the
extent and nature of investments in
them—all of these major facets of the

—_1 —

remainder parcel become the keys w
a2 more realistic evalnation of actual
freeway effect. And thus it can hé
seen that not onty would such re-
mainder parcel facts provide a prop-
erty owner with the bases he needs
for decision making and planning, but
they could as well provide the right
of way man with sound datz so that
he might conscientiously fulfili his
*just compensation” appraisal obliga-
tions,
Yime Nesded
The mere wish on both an owner'’s
and s right of way man's pant for
factual substantiation of remainder
parcel freeway effects was in itself
not enough ro bring sbout any wids
_use and acceprance of case study re«
mainder analysis. The facts firse of all
needed to be in existence; this meant
that a significant number of miles of
completed freeway had to be in oper-
ation long enough for remainders to
adjust, react, and thereby bring intg
being the basic fact and data fund
from which subsequent prn)ectlons
could be reahst;call)r made.
Specifically, tme was needed for
remainder parcels to sell in the opcn
market after freeway complenon. &
careful study of these sales, it was
premised, should reveal whether of
not the remanders had done as wel)
as they would have had the freeway
never heen constructed, and thug
shoeld clearly indicate the freeway’s
damaging or benefiting potential in
those instances. ‘
Time for developments to take
place upon freeway zburting remain:
ders was also neceded. Whether they
were subscquently offered for sale of
not, the nature and extent of invest~
ments in these parcels was recognized
as another damage or henefit measurg
sure to be of direct help, And again,
whether culminating in z sale or nor.



. land use changes induced by the ad-
jacent freeway necded thie to -
come evidenr, althougl in . this area
the actual time needed  frequently
turns out to be short indeed, “for ex-
ample, farm lands being developed in-
dustnalty far in advance of, hut an-
Hcipating, 2 proposed freeway™.
e present sational interest in re-
mainder parcel rescarch, which is ar
an sll-rime high, is abo an outgrowth
of rhe Federal Aid Highway Act of
195t6—and to the gready heightened
mationwide freeway program thae leg-
wianon made possible. If for no other
reasan, the need for such facrs wounld
become increasingly  apparent as a
state’s right of way progeam greatly
inereased in scope and complexity and
in right of way appraisers found
“themseives faced with a workload re-
guiniog, if possible, even more ap-
praisal comperency and thoroughness.
Fancouragement by the US. Burcau of
Public Roads of right of way oriented
research which would assist in effec-
rive implementation of the cxpanded
highvway program, thos almost inevi-

C tably followed.

; Buwreav Porticipotion Explained

> Generally speaking, rhe role of the
Burcan in stare highway department
remainder pareel studies largely paral-
lels its averall role under the Federal
highway program. Federal  funds
umber rhat program are available to
statc highway departmenes for vari-
s kinds of highway rescarch, Studies
if freeway right of way appraising—
particnlarly the derermination of dam-
age and benefits elements in the partial
acquisition situation — were guickly
recogmized as froitfnl areas for re-
search, and they have received increas-
ing cmphasis. States have been en-
couraged to undertake such studies,
and most, if nor all, of those engaged
in remainder parcel rescarch are utiliz-
ing Federal funds to finance al) or
parts of their right of way studies.
That portion of the current California
program dealing with dannge and
bencfic case study analvsis is also pres-
eatly being financed with Federal

C“Innning survey funds,

- Financing is, however, but one facet
of the overall role assurned by the Bu-
reau of Public Roads. From their po-
sition at what is actually a kind of hub
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Often mech ton be fsarned obou? freewny impoct by simply cbierving the developments which occur on
remoinder parcsls. In this sxample, o vocant, irregularly shoped remaindar os it fooked in 1954 it ouh
lined on the vpper photograph, The rwighborhead woi ap ofdes single and multitomily resideatiol one
through which the Hollywood Freeway wos construcied [of the right ond resr of the pareslt, When the
fower photo wos token in 1958, o naw owd modern apariment howss hod afraody been coadrecied Mo
fuliy uiilize the site. Part of the fandicoped Fraswoy improvement for which right of way wos origiaolly
eequired it shawn of the right. (Nule tha) awner hod Mlephons pole on MHarsld Woy moved fiom the
opproximate center of his parcef 1o ik right corner.)




of nationwide effort in the feld, Bu-
rean specihsts have been able to
stmulate the progeam by facilitaring a
very desitable interchange of proce-
dural and other data, The valoe of this
kind of coordinating  activity s
quickly apparent. As 3 result of it, for
exanmple, the possibifity of develuping
a matienal “bank™ of empirical data by
which appraisal theory may ultinmately
be tested and  evalunred  beconics
highly encouraging, since uniform re-
porting and uniformity of data be-
come easily possible

Recently, Burean specialists have
begun the formidable task of orpaniz-
mg for machine tabulation and ang-
lyticai programming, and significant
progress leading to the development
of a maneal of procedure in this srea
is currently being made. Thus the
logical step from relatively simple
docurnentation at the appraisal level,
1o complex testing of hypotheses at
the theoretical level, has already been
taken.

Califoraia Progrom

From time to time since the Pasa-
dena Freeway (rthen Arrove Seco
Parkway) was constructed in 19440,
California right of way agents have
been compiling and urtilizing case
studies of freeway adjacent parcels in
their day to day right of way work.

Practically, these early case studies
were of tremendous appraisal signifi-
cance; they were the firse items of em-
pirical data available regarding free-
way effects, As such, tiey were
weighed and evaluated by both ap-
praisers and landowners, and became
the basis for countless subseguent in-
vestinent and develocpment decisions.
Senerally, the data showed positive
‘reeway cfects and benefits, and with
‘elatively few exceptions, the validity
*f even the earliest decisions predi-
sated on the freeway as a safuvary
actor were in fact boine out by sub-
equent events. Thus in the area of
sractical use, even the few cases avail-
ble in early years proved to be ac-
‘urare and realistic appraisal tools,

Theoretically, however, these initiz]
lata were limited by something of a
‘buile-in™ deficiency — they were al-
nost by definiticn, limited in number,
1 scope, and in applicabilicy. Thus,
ince it could not be shown that they

did in faer ready represent @ renain-
ders over any specific tine period,
ready aceeptance of rhem was i
paived, and they were subjcet to the
baaie erticisn it perhaps they
migist be the exception rather than
tic rule. Morcover, since they were
Himired, the's sorad oeefulness was re
stricted as wel, wothe sense thac in
any parncelar appraisal problem, the
chances of dnding o really elose fir 1o
the problen ar hand were proporton.
ally simall,

Eaking foer thingy first, then, it was
quite carly premised shar Catifornia
retaiuler pareel studics would clearly
have o

1. Include the analvsis of each re-
mizinder  along every  freeway
coinpleted  within ac jeast the
preceding three years.

2. Be on a continuing basis 5o thar,
at regular intervals, all remain-
ders along any given freeway
would be checked for sales and
developnienss.

Only when these prime requisites
nad been mer, it was premised, would
it be possible to begin to utilize effec-
tively the theory-making potential of
remainder parcel data, as well as
utilize jts practical advantages and sp-
plicadions.

Remainder Paccsl Loncept

As would be expected, many of the
early statements of the need for and
purposes of yemainder analysis came
from California, and reflecred Califor-
nia freeway experience. The subse-
quent cmergence of right of way
studies reficcred the conditions al-
ready noted as being necessary to
stimilate and thereafter sernit such
research, Le., completed freeway mile-
age, an expanding frecway right of
way program, an sctive and dynamic
real estaie and economic enviconmen,
ete.,, which conditions had existed in
this state for a relatively long period.
Even in California’s earliest freeway
days, the need for remainder parcel
facts had already begun to make itself
fele. Shorcly there followed the con-
comitant stimulus to do something to
satisfy the needs, and the earijest
starts at this kind of analysis were
made, As a result, the remainder par-
cel concept has been in existence for

—_ 3

sume time v the state and may be
bricily outlined. Presently it consti-
tutes the rationale for the carrent land
economic sty effort. '

Hemainder studies would clearly be
useful in determining if a particular
freeway imposed a dannaging or bene-
ficial effecte upon a particular prop-
erty. As has aleeady been nored. the
evaluation of the sale or development
of a renmainder in the bght of activie
tes in sisilar but uninBuenced A,
sheuld quite accurately reveal free-
way cffects, or more precisely, the
cifecrs of the construction of the Jree-
way improvement itself. The nature
and extent of activity on the remain-
der, after completion of the new high-
way, 15 broadly seen as reflecting not
andy the generai interplay of eco-
nomic forces, but the infiuence of the
abutting freeway as well. When by
theans of contral arez comparison the
general influencing factors are re-
moved, the result may be reasonabiy
attributed to the abutting freeway.

Refarance 1o Originul UGsnecossary
In such an approach, reference to

the original holding of which the re-

mainder was formerly a parr is unnec-

‘essary, and contributes little if any-

thing to the analysis. In effect, the
remainder is viewed as an “entire”
parcel as it stands, and the question
that sales analysis would want to an-
swer, for example, would be: “Would
this remzinder (now simply a prop-
erty adjacent ro a freeway) sell for
the same amount if it were awway from
the freeway and its influence?” The
answer would thus help only to solve
the prabiem of determining the effects
of the freeway construction itself; and
atrempting to relate back at any point
in the anslvsis to the original, pre-
freeway holding would probably add
lirele but confusion.

Largely, ir can be seen, remainder
parcel study in this sense is similar in
concept—if not identical~to studies of
any kinds of freeway-abutting par-
cels, e.g., “intact” properties from
which no right of way was ever ac-
quired, and which are perhaps adja-
cent to a new freeway now occupying
what formerly was 2 neighbor’s fand.
Thus the remainder parcel—to be sin-
gled out for special sridy—must be



Typleod reperting ontd analytical Forms for the compilation of remoindwr portel dota. Swuch forms inch

B hEE Lkt RYEE gt

wde o comphte “belore and ofter” histary of sach properiy

ond Hr Mighway environment, and provide the basic dete sowrce from which Tresway and right of way otquisition sReclt ore inferrad.

capable of making some other signifi-
vant contribution over and above that
of “freeway effect,” and this is very
clearly the case. Actually, to conclude
thar rewminder stuedies are o measure
only of this one clement—freeway ef-
fect~is to fail to grasp the fudl right
of way appraisal comtext mmvolved,
and thus actually 2o fail to fully de-
velop their appraisal and investment
potential.
Eflacts nf Saverence

“Perhaps the significant element in
the eatire partial acquisition process is
the determination by the appraiser of
the effects, if any, of the severance
of the part sought ro be acquired from
the remaining property. In addition to
the effects of the construction of the
freeway itself (freeway effects) chis

~ter element must be considered 2s

ell in ascertaining the nature and
extent of damages snd benefits, if
there in fact be any. It is immediately

5,

apparent that remainder parcels actu-
aily offer the omly opportunity to
study the effects of the acquisition
itself, and it is primarily because of
this that they are¢ being studied. The
entire context in which the original
nght of way appraisal was made thus
becomes the unique reference for re-
mainder analysis, and the original val-
gations and assumptions become both
the bases for testing as well as the
items to be tested.

An additional bvproduct emerges.
As has already been noted, every par-
rial acquisition situation requires an
appraisal of the presence and amount,
if any, of damages and benefits attrib-
utable both to the freeway and the
acquisition. Decisions on these factors
are made in each such zppraisal, and
the amounts which remainder owners
subsequently accept reflect the dam-
age and benefit assumptions so de-
veloped. It thus becomes apparent
that subsequent sales of and develop-
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ments upon these “damaged or bene-
fited” remainders become excellent in-
dications of the validity of the original
appraisal assumptions, over and above
any light they may shed upon freeway
effects as such.

District Effort
To carry out the California pro-
gram, Senior Right of Way Agents
in charge of the appraisal function—
or sections—within ecach of the 11
highway districts have been given di-
rect supervision over remainder parcel
studies. These men have in turn as-
signed one Associate Right of Way
Agent full fime 1o the project, with
the assistance in many districts of one
ot more Assistant and Jumior Right of
Way Agents as welll
"These analysts are carrying out the
following study sequence:
1. List completed freeway projects
and ali of the remainders adjacent
thereto.



2. For every project, carry out a
systematic parcel by pareel cheek
of each remainder o detenmine:
a. Chain of ownership since high-

way acquisition and develop-
ment, including sales and sales
data where changes in owner-
ship have occurred.

b. Extent and sequence of de-
velopment of remainders, such
as physical improvements,
changes in use, efc.

3. Combine remainder parcel sales
into groups of comparable units
for the purpose of coemparison
with control dara.

4. Locate control aress, which will:
a. Contain propertics being put

to identical uses to those nader
study at the time of right of
way acquisition.

b. Be similar in 2il significant
environing conditions to the
area in which the remainders
under analysis are locared.

36621 261 1500

¢. Have folloved a sintlbar trend
and exbibiied suwilar develop-
mental patteens and eharacter-
istics o thoese of the remain-
der sivas, up o rthe tine of
right of way acquisition.

§$. Dcrernine by contred area and
study parcel comparmnn wheth-
er the remainders have done as
well as, betrer, or worse than
{recway-tremoved  proportcs
whose reends they would nor-
nally have shared had the Free-
wiy not been injected onro the
scenc.

Wich this information, parcel by
parcel analysis is completed-at least
for those remainders on which there
has heen some activity since frecway
construction. Those which have nort
sold or have not been developed, are
held for continvows Foture checks
ontil they cither become active and
can be studied, or are inactive for

Frintsd im CALIFORMIL STATZ PRINTING GFEICE

so long thar meaningful comparisons
can no longer be made. Once on such
4 continuous basis, the program vir-
aally  assures  the  relatively  early
availability of rhe mass of renwinder
parcel data needed for realistic theory
Testing.

As vahuable as these overall data
evalnations will e, however, it is in
the specific case-hy-case comparison
where this approach will devclop its
full, working potential. Ac this level,
appraisers are seeking first of all not
o find what propertics are apt to do,
but how welt a particular property B
tikely to fare, and remazinder parcel
cases are unmiguely swired to directly
provide the answers. Thus the pin-
pointing of cffects in a manner that
will sarisfy the property owner that
his individual problem and parcel arg
receiving the full, factual measure of
consideration, becomes the worth-
while promise this new era of analy-
15 can continuously offer.
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- Community Effects on Remainder
~Pareel Valuation
BAMFORD FRANKLAND

‘Headquarters Right-ol-Way Apewt, Californin Duvision of Highways

;

i A'_iﬁfs_CH YEAR ihe_Califnrnia Division of Highways completes more than 8, Oﬂﬂ'sepﬁrate o

- appraisals ef teal property needed for highway righls-of ~way., .About hall of these afi- SRR

. praisals are made in instances where only a portion of a wholé property is néeded, Téaws
. ing the remainder in private ownership. For each partial uequisiion two appraisals’ ~
. must be made: one of the property "belore’ Femuval of the portion needed and one res

flecting its valse "after," =~ - o L L

= . Ordinarily 2 before valuation presents liltle probirme—especially in the case of resi=
- dential properties, The appraiser searches the immiedintely surroundimg area for res . .
- . cent sales of similat properties. Thé comparable sales ure adjysted for. winor differ<
‘ehces intime of sale; improvemeént, and neighborhood influence: If an appraiseér is .

'familiar with the arex in guestion, the appraisal cau oftei be accomplished in a8 little - =

. as one day, The choice of comparables which are near in both time and localich indures: =~ .
.. that (be economic infliences whieh bear.on value will be similar and obviates the necéa- -

Vo

-8ity [or any extensive market or communily résearch. . L T
- .. .- The alter valuation presents an estirely dufereat problem. This appraisal must res = -
.+ .flect:the effect on a property of the removil of a portion and of the construction of the: -
- highway facility immediately adjacent. - Theoretically the methpdology of the-after ap- - -
praisal could be exactly the same as that used to determine the value before,  However,
- a-seareh of the immediate area for recent sales of similarly affected properties will
“almost always yield ne result. This is understandable bécause in more than 1G yrof -
" freeway canstruction in Californiza, iess than 40, 006 remainder parcels have béen . | - \
created in the entire State; it has been estimated that far fewer than haif of these have '
. bpéen sold, ‘while stil] fewer represent valid and useable sales. RO

: “There is, of course, a next best solution. Sales from other areas, ﬁhiéﬁiteﬁéﬁhﬁt BRI s
-"timyely nor near in location, mighi provide some indication of (reeway effect [romwhich, .~ -

. an appraiser could form an opinion of value. However, the coitrts have béen under--
Standably reluctant to admit as evidence sales which are not near in time or location =
apf appraisers are reluctant to use substantiating data which will not be accepted ip .

..» court. Their logic is clear; value is' a function of time and localibn gnd any fompari-

_ son of properties in different areas or sold at different Limes is eFror prone, - .
Despite the reluctance of the courts 1o admil sales of remainder pardels as evidence, -

: ~they still remain the only factual documentary evidence of freeway effect,” They are

. useable in a few specific instances and their uselulness could be extended if & roeans -

. were found 1o document the pecessary adjustments for time and location: - For these - - !

- reasons the California Division of Highways some years ago began a systematic investic

" gation of every valid remainder parcel sile occurring along every Caldornia freewhy.

- To date, approximately 1,000 such remainder parcel sales have been collected, tabu- -

“lated and analyzed. Irformation collected includes appraised values of the whle prop-. -

_erty, of the part reqoired for right-of-way, and of the remainder; evéntual sales price; '
‘controi data to permit time adjustments; physical changes in property; and physical data .

© regarding property location, acquisition, and construction of the highway facility - '

- The objectives of the mass data collection were the determinations of the possible

. pattern development, of the relation of key variables, and of similarities. A range of =

.- elfeet might be determined on the basis of values and physical characteristics Ho that .
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an appraiser could, with reasonuble confidence, fort an opinion ih any similar insiinee; '
Unfortunately, careful correlation ad mlysis have as yel produced no discernable R
patierns. Neither the physical charaeteristics of the takings, of the highway construe.
tion, nor of any minor geegraphic benchmirks proyide keys to the use of the sajes ex-
ampios. iu many cases, the investigion of these fedalures and their corcelation re- -
vealed diametrically ofiposed-effects in situations of almost exact physieal comparabil-
“ity, The appraiser with complete access to all mathered sales can find examplesto -+ 7

_support either damages or benefits in almost any case, depending on his owh pre-lormed.

. opinions. . , _ S
Because physical variables scemed (o pravide 0o clue to measurement of freeway -
effect, evidence of other variables was sought in the literature, A cormprehensive study

“which.concerned itself with-only the possible effect of freeway constiiction and not that " :
" of severanee suggested one approach to the prublem. This study, ‘of valué trendsdmong - -

shple properties in residential tracts containing 22, 396 homes, was completed by the
Division of Highways in March 1857 {1}. Sales amony 1,657 homes constructed adja-

. cent to freeways were compared with the sales prices of humes away from immediate .
. . freeway iifluence. Two significant conclusions of this study were that (a) # . - factors -
- inherent in the entire tract, such as the iivability and physical uppeal of the houses in - -
‘. one tract as opposed to another, -or the social and ceonomic status of the residenis,

hive a greater iifluence on the price trend than a {recway, school, or some other nom- o AT

L residential use adjcining a small perceniage of the homes in u parficuiar subdivigion,*- .-

follows a pattern consistent with the price trend.of comparable homes." . ° ... oo
A conclusion that rélative demand in an area might outweigh any pessible detrimental ...
" physical influerice {rom a highway would seem to follow logically. ‘This is, of course, -
' @ well-known fact in the case of commercial or industrial properties: affeeted by frese-
wilys, Many examples have been gathered in these latter categorjes which show fan- .
‘tagtic prite inéreises for parcels whose shape has been virteally mangled and where

s nearly. any other poteptial use has been precluded, In these eases, demand has clearly . ‘L
“outwsighed any physical detriment imposed by either right-of -way acquisition or free- -

. way constiuction. o R
No such clear-eut factors are involved in residential property price changes. But .
" jnasmuch as measurable physical and geographic factors provide no clue to the wide . -

. variations in freeway effect among residentiul properties, it. could be assuined ut this.

point that relative demand in‘a residential area is also the major variable which ought - gRN

to be measured. Unfortunately, the remainder parcel analyses made to date do ot

" and (b} "The annual trend in resale prices among subdivision homes adjoining _ftge‘ws:._"_':.._i %

" coptajn any.data that would permit the measurement of relative demand levels or their :: .,

* effect on the parcels involved. e
If the assumption is eorrect that relative démand levels in a residential ares:are ,

responsible fof the presence or absehce of damages, an intensive large-scale study” .

' must be undertaken to provide the supporting data needed. SR i
. Before this could be done, a pilot study had to be cumpleted which would strongly -

. indicate that the effort would be justified. A recent study of remainder parcel sales

. in San Diego County was aimed at providing the necessary supporting data.  The ob- .
jéctive of the study was to relate subsequent sale prices o communily economic trends.
X the analyses among similar properties in dissimilar communities gave indicationthat - -

" properties tended to be unaffected or benefited in a sirong demand area, the premise of - .

" ’the ‘pilot stady would be confirmed. , . . _
- Efforts were concentrated in two suburban communities; La Mesa and El Cajon, "™
. about 15 mi east of the San Diego central business district (Fig. 1}, They are reached - -
- from downtown San Diego by traveling two nearly parallel freeways which join into-ongé -
at the eastern edge of La Mesa. The two communitics have a common border, La
_Mesa being closer to San Diege. El Cajon is-the last suburban commnity along this
transportation corridor that is undergoing any intensive urbanization &t the present -

" and small estates. B )
_ A fpeeway was.completed through La Mesa to the El Cajon city imits ea
o8 jated: t e Mesa are located along a portion of Catif. 198 i

time. ‘Beyond El Cajon, most of the residential development is in the nature of ra,nche_ﬁ- e
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‘Figure 1. San Diego urhan area. E

sects Calif. 200 and 12. Calif, 12 was completed through El Cajon tate in 1961.. The = .
orientation of the pilot study was toward solving an appraisal problem, Data on the re- - |

mainder parcel sales followed 2 typical appraisal approach, Field research in the tom~ . - o =

munities was primarily interview and ohservation betause these are the tools most -

- yeadily used by an-appraiser. Reliance was on interview with local real estate salés- .

- men and brokers who had worked in the communities for an extended period.of time. =~ -

_ Statistical data gathered were of the simplest type, i.e., population, retail sales, as-
sessed valuation, and building permits. No aftenipt was made to correlate mathemati- -

cally trends i these areas with trends in the real estate market, beemise most real -

estate appraisers do not have the facilities for extensive mathematiéal analysis.. Asa . - T e

4

" resait, data relating to the eommunities of El Cajon and La Mesa are preaepted in the ' . -

narpative faghion of an anthropological monograph with a limited statistical'profile. -
There is a possibility of some distortion of image, but this possibility exists to 3 dégres.

in ﬂ;'cpmmﬁnily studies, regardless of approach, technigoe, and sophistication,”
| Lo _ REMAINDER SALES DATA | _ o
“The after value of a remainder is an appraised value at the time of the highway a¢~ -
quisition. Freeway effect, ina specific instance, canbe measuréd by adjusting this -
- walue to the time of study by use on a trend basis of sale prices of properties not physis -
“cally affected by the ireeway. Freeway offect is then the difference between the adjusked
vdlue and the achial sale price. For instance, if property io the area inereased 5 per<.
cent during a year lapse; then the aiter vaiue of the subject was increased in like per-. .
- pentage. The difference between this adjusted price and the actual sale price indicates
. the amount and degree of damages and benefits io the individual parcels. co
. QObviously, this adjdstment, as well as the appraised after value, is subject to somé
- error because the appraised after value relies to some extent on the judgment of the ap- -
- praiser. For the sake of tonvenience, and in hope of canceling some of this potentiai . -
Hr 1F ‘ i ‘wore summarized by averages.
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‘ T&};i_g 1 . T '1::}‘&'1}‘.?&:1 ] ) . oo
LA MESA REMAINDER SALES . . Alter limiting consideration lo residential i
™ Adfunted - parcels, there were 16 valid sales in La Mesa.
Sute ‘““:;;1““ vawe SUCERCE gpange o (Tabie 3). Generally, this roup has experienced -
S is % a net benefit of 2.5 percent more than the gen-
3 ‘ig.;‘n: ﬂ'?ﬁ zi.igg ¥ '::n: © L eral price rise in'the immediate area. | .
5 x X i, - iy
I+ S A ol S s S Sales 11, 12 and 13 are three sales of one .
4 11,950 2,484 14,500 . 3,006 . - property, wu:h sale 11 being the earliest, 12 the -
S8 ST+ ﬁ;;'{ ;g;ggg e next and 13 the last. These sales are summa-
¥ W44 M0 - wma s 210 rized in Table 2, Sale $.and 5 are two sales n&'
o e e e i, one property, sale 9 being the earliest, - The
30 1483 17em 180 -1404  first feature apparent is that-the amount of dame
RN 3 It S S age may change through time, . In addition, a8
e 13,001 7 14448 10,850 - 4 "Table 2 shows. the dégree of damage (shown
T S+ o as a percent of sales price) changes through
1. A5 850 33,990 13,8500 - MO time, All other things being equal, the degree

“hvg. 10,88 - 14,885 15,2 - %8 of damages should be 2 constant percentageof . . oo 00
T T T T <7 all subsequent sale prices. . ‘This theoretiedl -~ &
‘ constant does not ear out in tne case of. the :
’ “market in La Mesa. '
The two parcels which appear to be most severely damaged have somethmp; in com-
mon, i.e.,isolation. For the sake of convenience Sales 11, 12and i3 are designated .
parcel A, and Sale 10, parcel B, In the before condition, pa;rcel A was a corner parcel,’
The freeway taking left a iriangular parcel, the freeway bemg the base of the triangle .
" and fwo city sitreets terminating at the irceway being the two sides. The apex of the .
" triangle, the corner of the two ity streets, was the point farthest from the Eresway o
- Int the after condition, parcel A is rather like an island, surrounded and exposed on all
s_xdes It is, id a sense, phys:cally isolated frpm all iis neighbﬂrs ' :
- Parcel B, also, is. 1solated in the after condition, but in a uhigue manner; -t is situ- n
ated on a street that was to some degree stratified in the before condition. At ohe end -
of the street were fine new homes, ranging from $14,000 to $50, 000, The other end
* of the street @as older, contdining frame bungalows built in the 1920'3 and & chicken
“farm. There was, then, 2 “best" end and a "'worst™ eng of the street, Parcel B wmzld, . Je o
- in the before condition, be coneidered as part of the best end of the street, thedmprove-. = - = 50
© . ‘ment being worth at the time approximately $12,0600. “The. constrnctmnof the freeway, . -~ i
however, separated the two ends of the street—the best end on one side of the freeway Sl
and the worst end on the other. Parcel B was left on the worst énd, This itsel! may -

on this street; it stands isolated from the neghborhood of which it was once part.” Ty
The sacial and physical isolation of these two parcels are the only two insta,ncaswhere L s
dmﬁages can be explained in a context 'of an apparent benefit of 2.5 percent. The other
damaged parcels apparently are not unique, and on any project it would be espeetea that-
v theie would be a range of eifect from damages to ‘Benefits because of the inconstandy.of = o
demand Hy&icauy comparing them with the benef:ted parcels, no variahlea waﬁd he N

S : . TABLE 2 _
' SALE MISTORY OF ONE REMAINDER IN LA MESA®

. Damage
: Adjurtinent Adjusted Sale Price —— rmenionms
Sute Date Factor Value 157 - Tndlcated
: N 5 " 5 GolExe - -

it ERAT T . 048 1, 668 00 12,500 1,188

9.4
[+ AT 1. (a6 13,700 13, 300 L) "
il LT 1.0t 14, 443, 00 13, s LEx] 3.8
Bttty bogabe b L e vai o, BT A2t or v § 50 bk
ETe . i :

(Rl hUnCe CEAes aZ

T
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TARLE 1

found to Jacilifate prediction. On the averayze. ) ‘
EL A RERATMDER SALESH

Cowever, properties in La Mesa show watrony

lendency toward being benefited by the frecway. parcen Alter Value ﬁt:l{:x::-d Sale Price c.’i'l .
! $3 - ¥ ) .
. . 5 %, i - L 91
El Cajon : SRS U vk S
o . i A 7.61% 9,040 ) XHY L
~ 8ales in El Cajon reveal a comtrary patlern, 2 s " _ng; BTN 7 SRS
- As Table 3 shows, three of the eight parcejs © must 1ous  azea e
show d benefit and the rest show 4 damage, 5 12062927 0 el -
‘Ime average difference in sales priceof the T aams  ivem  1eee L i
‘remainders, ‘compared to a similar area, is L] LEFE o LR - IR E A R .

-4, 23 percent. It is nteresting to nole sh,.tof AL TR T N P

.the eight sales, four are abutling the freeway, B
and {our are not.. ‘The porlion of the nonabut-. o
“ting parcels acquired was for a frontage road
.. or cily streel widening. Cf the four {rcoway d]rullmg parcels. ibree are the i}encﬁwd
parnels. All nonabutting parcels show a damage. R
! " In contrastio La Mesa, there is 2 pousibility that ihe E1 Cajon parcels in the viein-
. ity of the freeway may be rezoned sometime in the [uture—most Likely to i‘nuiu}ﬂe resi- 57

I
z

dential. If thiere is rezoning, the superior identification features of the parceis abutting -

~ the freeway would most hkaly bring an increment to those parcels., For this reason,
thage: parceIs may have some speculatwe value and this may be reflected: in a relauve
kenefit.’ .
The sales invasngatmns inihe two communities admmedl*y provide only the glilmest
‘doeumentation of benefit in one communily and damage in the other. It is rare,. howevet,
1o find a5 many as 16 roughly similar remainder progerties which have sold in a*smgle

' fscon;mumty‘ therefore, the data were considered to be sufficient evidence for the pur -

‘peses of this pilot study. To give credence to the initial assumption;, it was meeyary '
to exgniine, with-the limited tools avatlable, ‘the re!auve demand structure in the two

A commumties.

‘ COMMUNITY ANALYSIS
. r_a Mesa and El Ca;on are not actuallp communities s the term hag heen ﬂé:‘med
-{2); they are primarily segregated aggregates (3). As a result, the character of these -
. commnnities has changed somewkat in the last 10 yr, and wili pmbzb!y contihue this _
" change (4). The. -change is primarily atiributéd t the urbanization of Califorija and the '
: uburbanuanon of pre-existing communities. The consequent change-in fmpulatmn has .
had aignn’.xcant impact on the norfial indicators of community exchange activities, Buith
--El Gajon and La Mesa. in recent yedrs have become ineredsingly dependent, hoth ego-

- nomically and sorially, on the San Diego urban area. A complele analysis of their char#.

acters as ‘communities would of necessity include an extensive considzration of the San.
Diego urban area and the interdependencies that have developed in the last several ygars
- Howeéver, such-a project is beyond the scope of this paper at the presen.t ume. T k
Between the city limils of the two communities is the uningnrporated area oIGross-‘

"« mont, The Grossmont residential area generally follows the configuration of Mt. Helix

“and 18 considered to be one of the prime prestige neighborhoods in Ban Diega. . Most’

'Grosémont homes are on view sites. - The proximity- of Grossmont, as well ag topog—
- ‘ruphy {Pig. 2), has had significant effect on the develaptnent of both cemmumtlea and

way be. prxmlrily responsxble for the differences between them < P

-

'LaMasa

The topography of La Mesa is primarily mﬁmg and hilly. The oici city devehpéd in

. 2 bowl between the hills and along the oid highway. Residential. development extendad, -
into the hills south arid east of the city in a spotty manner, becommg increasingly moré

. deluxe in the direction-of Grossmont, Downtown La Meaa was primarily a conglometra-
ton of small shops exzemimg for several blocks along the old bighway {US-80).
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rig-n'n 2. La Mesa-El Ca,jon-ﬁmsmnt Bred, shcwing freems.

o I.n Heﬁ, today, has beceme " typlcal middle-cla.ss bedroom r,ommunity.. The hlus
to the north are covered with homes: cuatom homes, tract houses and apartments. The
hH.hv terraian with its view lots, cormbined with 8 warm climate, moderp trmporuﬁnn, _
" and proximity to Grossmont mide La Mesa a agtural residential suburb in the path of .
. 'the San Diego boom, Today La Mesa has a large abopping center—Grossmont: Qlopplag
. Ceonter=-on a plateau overlooking the old town, which draws its customers from all over -
the eastern San Diego urban area. It competes succeasfully with other-es d and’
larger, shopping centera in surrounding communities. Retall sales in Za inthe
‘1agt five years have doubled—from $26 million in 1057 to $54 million in 193! {5} Pnpu
a Moa nearly tripled between 1950 and I%O—from 10, 946 to 30, 441 (ﬂ’]
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- tia) areas cannot emulate Grossmont with its rofling hiils and view lois, The fiat Jand
of El Cajun, by reducing jand development costs, reduced The cost of marketing 4 resi-
- dengial improvement, and consequently, allracted cusiomers wha desired lower-priced

homes. If it were feasible to construct a seale of resdentizl neighborhood desivability -

for the San Diego area, Grossmant would be 2t the top of the scale, La Mésa would be'
skightly above the mlddle and El Cajon would be aiout one-quarter of the way to ihe
boliom of the scale {cxc.ludmg the residential section of the community Jocated in the

vicinity of Fleteher Hills in roiling terrain .md ad;acmt o Grossmont}. Of course, sucli_"

a seale would be purely sulbjective, and the rating of the communities on this basls is
 not based on any factual material. Bul then, any scale which m:ghl mdmate relative
degrees of desirability must, by definition, be subjective. "
: Before the construction af the freeways, Lo Mesa and Ef Cajon most likely would
.- have beé¢n approximately equal-in terms of a dcs:rabimy scale, Each was sparsely.
- settled; each had a rather wide range of house types and values represented in their -
N ;respectxve hmus* each was characmnm‘d i being .*.-,emx =rursl and suburbnn ‘

MARKETING CHA\NGES

El Ca}rm before the era of urhan EXpPARSIOn, was 2 mmor marketing center for !he R

surrounding area. For example, in 1957 retail sales in Ei Cz_mn were 5§ pememgreater.
thai in La Mesa ($40 million as against $26 million). In 1857, per capita retail sales y
{all outiets) were $1, 850 in ElCdjon butonly $1, 340in La Mesa. InSan Diego Coumy

as.a whole, per capita sales were approximately 31,100, The E1 Cijod marketing area -

undoubtedly included parts, if not all, of La Mesa, The constructionof improvedirans-

- portation facitities reduced the space-time ratio to the major marketing centér of the

ukban region and uitimately ¢hanged the character of Ei Cajon. In 1962, just 5 yr dnd _ -

: .?' ‘ two freeways later; per capita sales. (all outlets) were: Sand Diego county, $1,050; . -
.El Cajon, $1,430 {ol’f $420}; and La Mesa, $1,660 {up $520). Total fetail sales in- "

“ereased 40 percent in El Cajon during th:s period (from $40 million to $57 million),

but the community's role as a marketing area declined as cmnpetltmn from other areas :

) mcreased with the expansion of the San Diego urban ares. o

This change of character beconies especially vivid when pér r:ap:ta sales are hroken o

. down ihto categories. For example, in La Mosa, general merchandise {department . _
. stores, ete. }increased from $29. 50 in 1360 to. $362 00 in' }362. This reflects-the cpen<

ing of the Grossmont Shopping Center and marks the beginning of a vew era for Iaﬂm . 3

. But it maiks the end of an old one for Kl Cajon. La Mesa has progressed at the ex-
‘* pense of El Ca]onb The locationand environment in. La Mesd, in connection with the -

merging of two {reeways, made it a much more desirable locanon for a makiern ahup- .

" 'ping center, and this one featuré alone was enough tc end the retail domination.of El-

- Cajon in the local area. El Cajon has a shopping center, but it ts primarily a mmmun— .
“ it:, shopping center and is not designed to attract customers from the surrommng areas. -

In the future, it is most likely that these two communities will diverge even more,
- For example, the topography and incntmn of E1 Cajon make it a fairly good prospect

for future indusirial development, and, in fact, the city has adopted a policy of encour-' B

_aging industry. An area known as El Ca;un Indusirial Park has been set aside on the
fiorth of {he coromunity; Light industry has developed to some extent along the freeway

at the west of the city, and it seems likely that this trend towards an industrial ozienta~
tion vnll continue, Because of topography, this sort of development is not feaalble in o

‘La Mesi. U diversificition of tax base were the primary goal of city government El
Cawn would make better progress than La Mesa,

‘Ecology and local government decisions have dictated a divergent course for I&Mm )

" and E} Cajon, Probably the freeway sysiem played a major role in-this development;

" its role of improving accessibility, reducing the space-time ratio, and reducing trans-

' pnrtation costs most likely accelerated the suburbanizatior of both La Meaa and E}
Cajon, In neither case can lhe dlvergent roles be wholly atiributed to the lreeway; M
~a pre~existing propensity to-develop in this manver is assumed, it may be concluded
ke of the ireeway was to at most renﬁoree or str ngthe -that trenﬂ




" maore-than ordinary. because of depressed demand in the surrounding area.

100 ' ' SRR 1
SUMMARY AND CONC LUSIONS ' '

‘There is, then, a strong desire and hence, market for La Mesa homes that is ab-
sent in Ei Cajon, This fact, when coupled with the eaclier approximation of a tendency
toward benefit in La Mesa and toward damage in E] Cajon would seem to substantiate .
the basic premise of the pilot stody and provide justification for further eiartstodevelop
. a means of measuring relative demand so that adjustments can e made for iocation, a8 | .

well as for time. : : o L e

Aside from the-major conciusion of the study, at least two significant warning signs .-
were noted: {a} even in an area of generally benelicial influence a property may be a6~
verely damaged if it is isolated from other like properties which tend to geherally sap<
port values, and {b) even in an area where demand is generally wealk a praperty may-be
benefited if the possibility of a zane change to permit a more compatible and higher and .
better use exists. Each before and after appraisal should carefully note the possibility . .

of either of these dccurrences. _ . R N
The pilot study utilized a monograph technique which is a method entirely unsuited”
to the presentation of evidence in court proceedings. The court would prefer the sub~ . -
" mission of sales evidence with sound documentation as background {or any adjustments; - =
" Much data collection remaing before such an adjustment can be made with confidence. . ; =
1t is suggested that two additional bits of information about each remainder sale might
. Help significantly in the development of a measure of relative demand: {a} ihe original
.- asking price for the subject property, and (b} the Jength of time that it was listed for .
_sale. To bé able to relate this peripd for purposes of measurement, howeyer, some. -
index of relative demand in the strrounding area must be provided. -This ¢ould be at- .
- complished by the developrment of an average listing pericd for control properties. A- . .
* comparison of the listing pericd of the subject property with the. average listing time .
in the area should permit an index of relative demapd levels ta be construeted,

- It was maptioned earlier that many examples exist of properties which have ei;ig;r‘éd'.‘ |
- substantial special benefits. These praperties are, almost without £xception; those: -
where an obvious change to a higher and better use has occurred as a.result of theé prop-:

. erties pecuMar relationship with the adjacent highway. The relative demand indeg néed .
_ . - not be developed in these cases. The problem properties are mainly in-the resideéntial:
' ¢lass where no obvious reason exists for benefifs or where damage amounta might be .

. The investigations conducted during this pilot study clearly showed that damage- -
- penefjt appraisal is an art still in its infuncy. The fact of damages or beneiits igestab -
Hshed in the market place as is the value of property in general bit, unfortanately for -

the damage-benefit appraiser, this market plice is nearly always ap environment dif-.

ferent from that in which he is working. The appraiser Imust exercise more than ordi-

‘hary are in every partial acquisition situation to insure ddherence to the coneéptal " .
- just eompensation. In these instances, more than ordinary eare would envisage 4 coms. '
- plete market analysis until such time as additional documentatiosn can definitely estal-~ -
*  tisha pattern of effect in the different market environmenta in which the appraiser must
form his opihiona. ' : o B
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An Evaluation of

BY THE
ECONOMIC RESEARCH DIVISION
BUREAU OF PUBLIC ROADS

: Contrary to general public opinien, the partial toking of property for highway
- vight-of-way usuclly has boneficial effects on the remunining property, aocording

to the findings of the study of severance cosw records in the Burean of Public
* Roads® files (bank).

The information on the efecis of the poartinl tokings
prasented in this article is expected to be helpful 1o those concerned with the
" eeguisition of right-of-way for highwayr—approaisers, negotiotors, courts, and

" affected properity owners.

. MAs much background information as possible ix needed Lo provide the basie
Jor establishing a fair price for the purchase af right-of -way. To obtain this
information, most State highicay deportments are conducting severance siudy
programs ond publiching the findings. Studies nvailuble and the effects af
many pariicl takings reported to Public Rocds by the States have been unalyzed
by the authors. From this analysis, it hoas been concluded that most property
ovwners benefit from their encounter with highwuay departments,

C.
Introduction

MAJORE job facing builders of wmodern
highways iodsy ia the equitabls and
timaly acquisition of right-of-way. For sev-
aral ressons, this task mey be growlng even
more complext Controlled-nccess features of
modern bighways are placing more limita on
abytters’ righta. There is increasing compe-
tition for space, particularly in wrbao areas.
And the problem {5 intersified by modern
highway facllities ne¢ding wider rights-of-way,
Whether the task of acquiring right-of-way
for ‘highwaye is growing mwore difficult, thera
caxn be no doubt sbout the magnitude of thia
task. For the National System of Intorstate
and Defense Highways slone, & million and a
half acres of land costing about $6.5 billion
will be required by the completion date in
1872. Right-of-way soguisiiion in which the
Federal Government participates is surrently
oasting about $750 million & year—proposed
tight-of-way programs for 1063, $688
million; for 1964, $767 million; for 1965, $87G

: at the 430 snnusi meciing of the Highway

arch Bosed, Wiehington, D.C., Janusry 1684, utsder

itis of Highmay Seecraxce Blm Studiesy— By
W Findtngr.

’!’Clbrbl‘dhmuhnaﬂba growing complexity of right-

dq_u nepyisition, e An Edidwial, Right-of Wey, vol. 16,

Moy k. Otobar 1983, p. &

Severance Studies

To balp sssure that this money i belng
spent wisely, incressing uee i3 belng made of
severapoe studies—csso etudy ansiyses of the
effect of taldng paet of & property for highwey
right-of-way. Such studies have been eom-
pleted or are underway in 46 States, of which
two-thirds have supplied information for fne-
elusion in & central filo or bank of cases that
was established about 2 years ago (1961} in
Public Reads. The Stetes have asupplied
more than 1,200 case studiea for this eentral
file. The States have issued more than 1,500
individual case study reports, many of thess
are narrative reports or were mado on State
foring rather than on Public Reads forms.

Beveranve studies are intended to provide
the information that will permit equitabie
paymenis {o be made for property taken.
By recording snd anslyzing the effect of
partial teking of property for right-of-way in
the paat, seversnce studics make it poesible
to determine with more certsinty the present
and future effect of partial taking of proper-
ties for right-cl~way. As more is Jearned about
what happens o properiies after part ia taken
for right-ol-way, especially factors or aharse-
teristics thet affect value, considerable savings
in ¢oste sre expeclod to be realized, Bug
peveranos studles obwicusly are not intended
giroply to redues coste of right-of-way aequi-
sition. Inadequets payments for right-of-

artial Taking of Property for Right-of-Way

Reporisd’ by GEORGE V. ERODERICK,
Econsmic Statistician, and
FLOYD 1. THIEL, Economist

way are fully s alarming to conscientious
highway builders as excessive pryruents. '

Summary

The Sndings presented in this article are
tentative; they are only typical of the cases
aptlyzed snd are mot representative of off
cases. The tentative findings may change
when more cases hepome avaitable for ansiyais.

The high cost of right-of-way, more than &
billion dollars a vear, and the nced at the
aame time to provide just compensation when
asguiting  right-of-way, provide B strong
mamentum for examining past experience 10
tearn what general troths might be useful foir
right~of-way acquisition in the future. By
organizing and making available in usable
form the experience gained in highway sequi-
sitfon, severance studies offer & way of core
recting certain overpayments as well as the
relatively few underpayments for highway
right-af-way. Many State highway departs
menta are now enjoying this benefit as the
result of their own severance studies. Ih
addition to ihis use of scverance studies,
which must he rcgarded as their primary
purpose, findings from analyzing a collection
of ceses cam be expeeted to provide somp
guidelines for right-of-way acouisition io thé
future. Although information in the Pubiu
Roads’ bank of casea does not pow permib
formulas to be developed te predict the experia
ence ownerd will have with their remsinder
parcels, somo tentative obeervations can by
meade, sa follow:

{1) The recovery rate for cases in the Publiy
Roads’ bank tends to be more than 100 pers
cent, the median ia 138 peroent.

{2) Certain charasteristics tend to be assos
cizted with a hlgher-than-average rocovery
rate. These inelude: peurncss to an inter-
change, a sale after some period of time (e.g.,
more than & year) after the taking, a vacant
rather than a residentisl land use before the
aequisition, and fult visibility of the lughwar
from the remginder.

{3) When the simultaneous effect of several
factors ecting in combination was snalyzed
by multiple regression, the most influentisl
faetors were: & changs in land use, time elapes
ing from acquisition to sale, travel distance g
new highway, type of remainder, and nearnces
to an interchange. ¥
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{4} The owner is being made whole in four
out of five eases,

(5) Property owners who lost generally had
tost very little. Gains ranged from small

mounts to fantsstieally large gaing.

{G) Owners of residential propertiez are
mpre likely to experience losses than ownere
of land in other usce. Gains &re ofien asso-
clated with vaeant remainders.

() Damage payments made to owners of
vacant parcela oflen arc unrealistically high.
Eixperience suggesta that high damege pay-
ments for vacant propertics partially taken
should receive close serutiny in the future.

. Benefits of Severance Studies

Many of the benefits to be derived from
severance siudics are slresdy being realized,
These studies help sesure the proper spending
of tax money for right-of-way purposes;
- they make available informetion relevant to
the takings. This information is needed
by appraisces and negotiators, the oourts,
apd affected property owners, if the State's
purpose te buy right-of-way property at a
fair price is to be accomplished.

Analysis to supply experience in aimilar
situations—the purpose of individual sever-
apce studies—is the traditional approach
employving data for compsrable situetions,
which has been used successinily by
appraisera.  Ordinarily, the best sources for
comparable information in taking situations
re stuclies completed within the State, snd
aost Btates do rely on data obtained from
such cases.  For unusual situations—takings
involving speeial purpose properties—the
Public Roads’ bank can be scarched for
ecomparable takings. The procedure for re-
goesting & search is described on pege 93
of the Manual for Highway Severance Damage
Studies, end the type of data that can be
abtained i3 shown in teble 1.

_A fairl~ eommon result of severance in-
veatigations shows that (1} after a partial
taking for right-of-way, the sdverse effect
“on remaining land parcels is oftes muoch
less drastic than feared or (2} the remainder
parcel receives a significant benefit,  Thue,
these studies can be useful in keeping af-
fected individuals acnd the general publie
informed.

Corc o of cases .

- Collecting  severance cases offera op-
portunities for anasiyzing these cases. Al-
though the data reflected In the bank of
cases cannot be considered typical for all
highway takings, the data that san be as-
sembled permit some interesting and perhaps
vajurble comparisons, Although there are
now about 1,250 cases in the bank, cases
are not usable for analyzis until they have
been edited and cheeked. The number of
"sable cases for different comparisons varies.
‘or example, more than 900 omses can be
uzed to compare the per aecre valus at the
time of the highway taking with the per
acts value of the remainder that is sold, and
the 630 cases in the bank for which the entire
remainder has been aold provide a good In-
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dieation of the extent to which the owner
wWas snade wheie or, in & very generel way,
whether just compensation was provided.

Recovery Rate Experience

The recovery rate for s highway-ssvered
percel s obtained by dividing the velue per
gere (or per Bquate foot) of part or all of the
remainder that has been pold by its value at
tho time of the taking. A recovery rate of
more than 190 percent means that the ro-
mainder has incressed in velue. As the
recovery raba can be detormined when any
part of a remainder ig sold, this type of
coroparisen ordinarily ean be made for & case
B3 apom a8 any portion of the remainder has
been sold.

Because of the extremely high recovery

‘rates for somp remainder parcels, simple

arithmetic averages may not be s patisfactory
aummary measure of the typical recovery rate
for severed parcels in the bank at the present
time {1983). Median values provide anctiher
way of summarzing the overall recovery rate,
As A median is 8 middle value with half of
the sases above and half of them below, those
remainder parccls beviog extremely high
recovery rates do mod heve such s noticeable
effect on median values as on average values.
The median recovery rate for cases in the
bank at the end of i963 was 138 percent.
About 75 percent of sll ¢ases ghowed a re-
covery rate of more than 100 percent, es
shown in figure 1.  Bome 7 peroent of the ceses
snowed B recovery rats of more than 1,000
pereent, and 285 percent of the cases showed a
recovery rate of lesa than 100 percent.

In addition to considering recovery rates
reported for all cascs in the bank, ratea have
been corapared ascording to (1) time of the
sale, [2) land use before the taking, (3) type
of highway Invalved, (4} vigibility from re-
maipder pareel, and (5) location of the pareel
in ralation to an interchenge.

Teble 1.-~Comparisen of principal charae-
teriniics of property and ecomparable
property

Ttem Bubjsct
parcel

Tand usa befors. .. _.._..] Bchool_...
Land ushafler (expocted}.) {Bohool)...| Retaflt
Bi:abnm....(‘.._.....f. 10 ncves ... [} sores,
Hizeafber . aiuaa
Iimmycwmlu..
v BefOK.. . v a e n) SO o

Valne of portion wequired.
et imated Doneht i) of | o

damago (—).
E::]I“::nud remainder . .ooeoeereees 530,000,
Aalos price of remaindsr. . |.....cooee.e.
Tftect of takeg o ..vuneifourcaccaras +538,008,

Time of sale

Whether the time at which a remajnde:
pareel sells has any effect on the recovery rat:
has heen the subject of considerable specula
tion. The effect of time is of interest becaums
it has & bearing on the validity of ibe com
parison  between before values and afte
valuee. If a szlc ocours soon enough affe
the taking, the highway effect is revealed by
aimply compsaring the before value with th
value ahown by the sale.

The effect of time on recovery rates of case.
in the bank is wvery noticeable. Remainde:
parcels that are aold & year or more after ths
time of the $eking tend to have higher recover:
rated.  As ean be seen in figure 2, parcels tha
were acld within & year's time had & lower rak
of reaovery. A third of the parcels—that wen
pold withins the first yesar bad s recovery mb
of Jess than 100 percent. ¥For parcels sok
more than 3 years after the highway taking
only 12 percent had s recovery rate of les
than 100 perosnt. Nesrly 080 percent of th
land parcels that were sold more than 3 year

Ta
|V|‘!r‘r
Jihh
ey
W
1!
MBS
NN 56%
N HHHHH
i L
NHNHH YNNI
Ilfllrlli:lifs flf;ISJI:!:
HH [INHMUE
ff{f;‘:f.'a shelyfrlit
4yl INNN
!,'g}r,’;’!; ;:l!flrltll 34%,
I, i HTHHH
HINHME HHHNR NNHNN
NN b e Y
HnNK ity N
:I'I’f’i‘ 'ler,'rr 'l'r‘;'f',‘
M N INHNNE 10
[IHHHN [ [N H
N HHI
HRHH ":'[‘r'r; T 4%
!F‘fif'flf HE N ',lF‘"|‘| T
M J.é.’lll"l fakiiating ] A ™
RECOVERY RATE LESS bl Ado razer 3 1123/ ‘
THAN 100%  [CA ASES) rm' "1
I‘I‘sfisﬁl IR HAHLEH NN @ﬁgf .
frI"I'll‘
et RR OVER RR OVER RR OVER AR OVER RR OVEW
i 100 % 150% 300% S00% 1,000%
MK
MMM
:
,Iz‘hr'
ASES
MMM I
L L
26%

M‘uuf.—hudnﬂnmﬂm—mnummbymﬁmﬁ'
. of cases. :




ot MEGIAN
" Clavcasessm e

412 CASES g
SALE WiTHi | YEAR

229 CASES 138
SALE | T0 2 YEARS

103 CASES 5T
. SALE 2 TO 3 YEARS
xT] W62 CASES 38

SALE OVER 3 YEARS

RECOVERY RATE LESS
THAN 1009,

3%

"
o
£

26%

RECOVERY RATE
0% TG 200%

RECOYERY RATE
OVER 200%

Figure i.~Land colue recovery rates by time from acquisition to sale—unadjusted for
. general land value changes.

afier the highway taking had & recovery rate
of more than 200 percent, and sbout 15 per-
eent had s recovery rate of },000 percent or
more. In cootrast, only about 25 percent of
the land parcels that were sold within the year
of the taking had & recovery rate of more than
200 percent; 4 percent had a recovery rate of
1,000 percent or more.

The median recovery rates for parcels soid

v different lengths of time afier the highweay
taking emphasize the effect of time. The
médian recovery rate for property sold within
1 year was 119 percent; for property sold
between 1 and 2 years after the taking, 135
percent; for property eold between 2 and 3
years after the taking, 157 percent; and for
preperty sold more than 3 yesrs after the
taking, 238 percent. ‘This it shown in figure
2. These medisn recovery rates adjusted for

MEDIAN
[ acw cases 138
B vacant 3
T 149
RESIDENTIAL 125

b SERVICES, TRADE, 145

general {end wvalue fncreases (an sverage
aonusl inereass of 7 percent waa used) are
elill spectaeular: 115 percent, 121 percent,
129 percent, and 155 percent, respectively.
Thug, it appears that land values of affected
parcels tend to appreciate jn value eonsider-
ebly faster tham i3 true for land values gen-
eralfy. Hventuaily, when cnough eascs are
available for analysis, it msy be possible to
limit thoe comparison to cases where the
remalnder is sold very soon after the aequisi-
tion. Buch a cowmpatison would generally
exclude the geners] land value inercase oceur-
ring over & period of time and leave only the
highway efect. With such a simple before
end witer comparison, the zffect of charac-
teristies othar than time (e.g., type of land use,
type of highway systems) should become: mors
easily distinguished.

. MFTG, GOV'T.
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Figure 3.—Land velue recovery rates by land use at che time of acquisition,
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Another characteristio that sppears to have
an effect on the recovery rais is the use that
the land was put to st the time of the highway
taking (Gg. 3). The median recovery rate
for reaidential property, for example, & about
126 percent compared with & medien recovery
rate for sl cases of 138 percent. The other
jand uees—vecant, agricultural, and & com-
bination of services, trade, manufacturing,
and government—had recovery rates of 143
pereent, 149 percent, and 145 percent, respeg-
tively. The relatively poorer recovery rates
for residential property is highlighted by the
bar charts in figure 3. For exampiz, only 27
percent of the residential property remainders
hed a recovery rate of 200 percent or more,
and 3! percent of the residentinl property had
& recovery rate of leas than 108 percent.

Type of highway system

Another ¢omparison, by type of highwsy
gystem, shows some differences that may be
attributeble to whether the remaioder parce!
was located on an Interstate highwsy, B
Federal-aid primary highway, or & Federal-ajd
secondnry road. The median recovery rate
for remainder parcels along Intorstate routes
is about 140 pereent, slightly higher than the
median recovery rate (138 pereent) for all
eages in the bank.  The recovery rate is about
132 pereent along Federal-aid primary high-
ways, and about 135 percent along Federal-
aid secondary roads.

In addition to somewhat higher recovery
rates, for remainder parcels along the Inter-
state Systern more large gains and more Josses
bave been experienced than for parcels along
other highway sysiems. As shown in figure
4, ahaut 35 percent of the remainder parcels
located along Toterstate Highway Systems
have had recovery raiecs of more than 200
pereent.  This is & slightly larger portion of
pareels then the remainder parecls located
along Federai-nid primary systems and Fed.
eral-aid azcondary systems. At the same
time, about 30 pereent of the remajndor paf-
cela located along the Interstate System have
had recovery rates of less than 100 percent,
compared with about 24 percent of the re-
maindera along the Federsl-aid primary
gystem and 26 percent of the remainders slong
VYederal-aid sccondary systems, which had

~ recovery rates of less than 108 percent.

Whether the recovery rates along Interstate
touteas will continue ab the same kevel when
more cosgs are available to enalysze iz not
clear.  Perhaps the overall recovery rates for
remainder pareels slong Interstate routes will
be morc spectacular thet for remainder par-
cels located along other types of highway
Eyatens. N

The higher-than-normal  recovery  rates
along Interstate routes might be expocted,
but it may be that recovery retes for many
parecls located Along the Interstate route will
be lower than for parcels loeated on othe'g
types of highway systems because of the lack
of direet wecess to the Interstate System.
Bowever, the cootrast between Interstate
and non-Interstate recovery rates is sharper
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Figure 4.—~Land volue recovery rates by type of highway system.

at the upper mnge of recovery rates than
it is at the lower end. Thus, the rECOVEry
rates along the Interstate System are dis-
tinguished from those for other highways
primarily by the high recevery rates; when
recovery rates are low nlong the Interstate
System, the rates are only slightly different
from those along other types of roads.

Visibility from the remasinder

The States that are sending severance cases
to the Public Roads’ bank are providing
informetion as to whether the highway ia
visible from the remainder parcel. Moat of
the time full visibility means that the property
is also visible from the highway. Tentative
snelyzis of the recovery rates by visibiiity
shows some interesting differences, though it

. MEDEAN
[ At cases 38
B3 FuLLy visinee 45

PARTIALLY VISIBLE 133
P ot visiaLe Hr

ia not now possible to 161! just how signifieant
these differences are. The median recovery
rate for pareels from whick the highwsy is
fully visible, for ecxamaple, is 145 percent,
compared with & recovery rate of 133 percent
for parcels from which the highway was
partially visible, snd 117 percent for parcels
from which the highway could not be seen.
This iz ahown in figure 5, along with the
median recovery rate for all cases—138
percent.  Also, 37 percent of those remainder
parcels from which ihe highway could he seen
fully had a recovery rate of more than 200
pereent, but only ebout 21 percent of the
remainder parsels from which the highway
cauld not be seen had euck » high recovery rate,

As noted earlier, the nignificence of the
recovery rates cannot be fully discerned at
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Figure 5.~Land volus recovary rates by vindbility of highway from remainder,
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this time; however, the claims that are ofts
made about the undezirable appearances ar
effects of modern highwey {mprovemen

" heve setdem been substantiated. Apparent

ithe market does net discount the value .
properiy from which the highway can be see
On ihe contrary, property from which f
highway can be scen mppears to fare bett
i the markct place than property from whi
the highway i# not visible. :

Interchange effects

What heppens around interchanges is d
picted in figure 8. Approximately one-four
of the 000 plus csees used in this analy:
wers locsted within 8 hall mite of an inte
change, & distance often used to distingul
between interchange and noninterchange aees
The recovery rate of pareels located within
half roile of an interchangs is generally hetd
then the recovery rate for parcele locate
ferther away from an interchange, For ¢
ampie, the median recovery rate for paree
loeated near interchanges was abhout 164 pe
cent compared with 131 percent for parce
Iocated eway from the interchange. Als
more of the interchange propertiea had hig
recovery rates than was true for parcels k
celed away from the interchange. Near
half of the parcels located within a half mil
of an interchange had recovery retes of mor
than 230 percent.

Multiple Regression Analysis

In anelysis of the recovery rates of highway
severed remainders, an examination of the Ir
fiience of several factors taken one at a tim
generaily has been relied upon. In the inves
tigation deseribed here, a atart has been mad
to determine the simultaneous offect on th
recovery rate of several factors, scting in com
bination, and to meagure the relative strengt.
of each of the factors. For this analysis, th

- technigue of multiple regression has been usec

When the simultaneous effect on the resgy
ory rete of several factors acting in combing

tion wes studied, the most infuentiad factor

were (1) change in land use, {2) time elapsin.
from acquisition to sele, (3} travel distance t
the new highway, {4) type of remainder {land
locked, isolated, or scparated), and (5) newr
ness to interchange. For one of the groupe’c
cases studied, a coefficient of multiple correls
tion of B.BG was obtained, indicating that 7
percent of the total variation in the recover
rate was expiained by the combined effect o
the several independent factors used in th
analysia, Additional and more refined anal
yeis of this kind is planned for the futurs, -

Are Public Roads® Cases Typical

As many of the States supplying informs
tion about remainder percels do not reporto:
all remasinder parcels in ihe State or om .
representative sample of them, some questio
may exist as to whether the cases in the Pyt
lic Roads’ bank are typical of partial takin,
in general. Although thers appesrs t0 be b
definitive test that would answer this gue
tion, a check can be made to compare th.

~ findings from the bank as & whole with th
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Figure T~Comparison of damage payments with actwal damages.

findings from a State that i supplying infor
mation sbout all remainder parcels that havi
been sold, This has been done, Findings Fo:
8ll cases In the bank have been comparec
with thoee of the approximately £00 Califorpic
cases, which are in the bank,

The findings for all cases compare falrly
elosely with those based solely on Californis
cases. For example, the median recovery
rate reported for Califorpia cases is about 14%
percent compared with 138 percent for the
entire bank. The comparison was made be-
tween findings from California casea and sl
cases, rather than between findings from Call
fornia ceses snd all non-California cases,
primarily for convenience. It seems fairly
obvious that the differences between data In
California and non-California cases would be
slightly greater than those between California
cases and all cases. Properties located within
s half mile of an interchange had s median
recovery rate in California of 166 percent,
compared with a recovery rate of 164 percent
for the bank as & whole. The percentage of
cages reported by Californis for which the
property was located within s half mile of an
interchange—about 25 percent—agrees ges-
erally with the percentage of all bank cases
in which the property wos near an interchange
—about 28 percent, Thus, it appesrs that
there are similatities in the efects reflected by
the Californls cases and the tota) effects -
flected by those in the bank, except that the
recovery rates in Californin are slightly highee
then the recovery retes in other States. ‘

Extent to which the Owner is Made
Whole )

Whether the owner is made whole can be
determined by comparing before and afigr
property values, When a State takes part of
an owner’s property for highway right-of-way,
and then after & period of time the owner sells
the entire remainder, it san be padd that al} the
vexults mre in for that owner and for that
property. The appraised value of the entie
tract before the toking is known; the pay-
ments made by the State to the owner for the
property taken, as well as for any expected
damages to the remainder, sre known; and
the sale price of the entire remaider is known,
It is then possible to determine whether the
owner was damaged or benefited, and
extent of the damage or bencfit can be
determined.

A before and after examination of the 650
casds in the Public Roads’ bank in which the
entire remainder wos sold reveals the extend
to which owners of property partially teken
for highway right-of-way were made whole—s
that is, whether affected property owners were
placed in 08 good a financial position as they
would have been had their property not been
taken. To measure the effects of the partial
taking of property for cuch of the G50 ecases
selected, the value of the entire properiy
{including improvemends) before the taking
wes eornpared with the totnl smount the owney
received from the property; that is, for the
property taken, for damages to the remainder;
and from: the sale of the entire remainder.
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For the cases analyzed, four out of fiwv
property owners received either adequat
eompensation or more, The remaining X
pereent of the property owners ended ug
with less money after the highway taking
than they had in property belore the highway
improvement. The median wvalue that the
entire group of 660 property ownern recelvec
was 112 percent of ihe before value of thed
property.

] vacant

LIS RESDENTIAL

" 7 Damages—Estimated and Actual
ﬂ 7 For tho 650 cases anniysed, damsge pay-

8% 9% :,f‘ii ments wers mado te the owners of 60 peroent
b %% o5, of these properties; the remaining 40 pereent
received no payments. Examination of the
0% 124%  (R3W 9% ISO%CISON  200%°299%  JOOW4BO%  SOONANDOVER  oyiciionce of owners receiving damage pay-

1 . ments revealed that half of the recipient
: sctually sustained no damage at all, and ane

foarth of the recipients of damage paymenits

- guffered lese actual damage than they were

paid for. A fifth of all recipients of damage

payments received less in damage payments

than the cost of damage they actually sus.

taincd. Of the owners who received ne

Figure 3.—Percontage distribution of valus received as percent of value by before land use, dnmage payments, more than four-Giths
vacunt and residential. experienced no actuat damage and the remain.

: ing fifth suffered actunl damage. Thus, for

both groups, sbout one owner in Gve suffered
a loss es the result of an under payment of
. . damages or the nonpsyment of damages.
Highway officials are, of course, just ez
soncerned about property owners receiving
iesdequate compensation as they are about
apparent overpayment of damages: The geal
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APPRAISED BEFORE VALUE ENTIRE TRACT $14,977,800 . i to make the owner whole. A comparison
{INGCLUDING IMPROVEMENTS) _ of these findings is presented in figare 7.
PAYMENT FCOR PROPERTY TAKEN 4,011,600

{EXCLUDING DAMAGES) )
' Damage Payments Compared
g VPATMENT FOR DAMAGE TO REMAINDER l,563,600 to Total Pay te
; TOTAL PAYMENTS BY STATE 5,675,200 It iz of interest to compare ithe proportion
- of totsl State payments accounted for by
*. SALE PRICE OF ENTIRE REMAINDER 15,341,500 damage payments for selected calegories of
partisl taking cmses with total combined
TOTAL REGE!PTS OF PROPERTY OWNERS $20,886,700 payments for all eases. Using total combined

payment figures, damage payments accounted
for 28 percent of total payments made by tha
Stetes for right-of-wey acquisition. However,
for vaoant land nearly half the cost of acquisic
tiom was accounted for by damage payments.

Why damsge payments are so high fof
vacant jand remainders in contrast to the
higher-than-aversge recovery rates for vacant

$15.0MILLIO e e FORE VALUE I Toat owaers of vacant e have morn
: LLIoN ENTIRE TRAGT treated better than owners of other types of

property.  For example, owners of vacang
Iand had receipts amounting to 129 percent
TgTAJ;’ RERGSE‘PTS of the before velue of their property comnpared
BY OWNE with 107 percent for owners of residentia]
$20.9 MILLION properties. This contrast in value received

MILLIONS

h #s & percent of before value as between vaeant

SALE PRICE ENTIRE REMAINDER PAYMENT PAYMENT . parcels and residentisl parcels is highlighted
FOR FOR by figure 8. Owners of vacant parcels had

PROPERTY DAMAGES fewer iomses than residential property owners

TAKEN {11 percent versue 23 percent). And, &

 mouch higher proportion of owness of residentisd
q;mﬂ.—&mdeWummemMmymuwb then of vacant propertics sxperienced reds
T meners. © tively small gains over the befors value. It
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penerally fared better than residential land
YRDACE,
Ch least & partial explanation of the more
nfter-uklng experience of owners of
n.nnt land is given by still another finding
frém the bank. A comparison of the uses of
netaainder parcels at the time they were scld,
u%lth their usea at the tims of the takiog,
melled that nearly a third of those parccls
vacant at the time of taking had shifted to
higher uses by the time the pareel was sold.
Bg contrast, less than n tenth of residentiai
pareels had shifted to higher uses by the time
they were sold. In view of these findings,
if appears that the acquisition of vacent land
vffers a good chanee for improvement in the
pursuit of ihe goal of making the owner whole,

Total Values Compared

The experience of individual awners follow-
ing the partisl taking of their praperty for
highway right-ol-way has been examined
and presented in the form of frequeney dis-

8 plear that owners of vacant propertles’

%
tributions, peorceniage dlatributions, and
mediens. Now, the total experience of af-
festad owners, obtained from examination of
tha entire bank of partial taking cades in which

the entire remainder was sold, and the ex-

periencs of different groupinga of these owners
is dinoussed. The total of the appraised befors
values of the properties of the 647 owners
was $156 million. ‘The owners of these proper-
ties were paid a total of 54 million for property
taken (exclusive of damsge payments) and
%18 million in damage paymenis, Finally,
these owners gold their remaining property
for a total of $15.3 million {fig. 9).

I these figures are adjusted for the gensral
increases oceurring in land values, the ex-
pected total market valve iz $10.2 million.
A comparison of thizs very rough estimate of
the axpacted total merket vaiue of the remain-
dars at the time of aale with the aetusl total
sale price gives a rough idea of the extent of
land value increases sndfor overpayments for
demages, HRemainders that might have been
expected to sell for $10.2 willion were sold for
$15.3 miliien. This is an oversimplification

boosise some State isws do not
wse of benefits to offeat the ooet of
against damages to the remainder. Thea,
even after considering & general ineresse in
lend values, the total receipts of affected
owners were sonsiderably higher than the t.otsl
before value of their properiy.

This Anding of large tota! reeeipts, of course,
should in no way be understood to imply that
severance damages should oot be paid. Two
cut of five affected owners did actually suffer
damage. One of these received either inguffie
cient payments or no damsage payments, In
fact, the only purpose served by this kind of
total analysis is to indicate the outaide theorets
ical limits of the improvement that might be
made in the awarding of damages to owners
of highway-severed properties. However, it
sppears that very careful consideration should
be given to the offsetting of benefits against
drmage paymenia where appropriate, and to
the offsetting of benefits against payments for
property taken where appropriste and where
Btate law permita,
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