#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 atudy
of condemnation law and procedurs. Nevertheless, there are some steps
that can be taken now and these are outlined below. We anticipate that
we will follow up this initial comsideration 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 requested that they send
representatives to our meetings. In sddition, we have worked with the
League of California Cities and the Association of County Counsels and
District Attorneys. BSee, for example, the letter from the League of
California Cities to various city attorneys {Ixhibit II, 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
are 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
placed on the list,
‘ We believe that the persons on this list represent a group that is in
an excellent position to advise -us 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:
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA EDMUND 5, BROWH, Goveraor
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CALIFORNIA EAW REVISION COMMISSION
ROOM 30, CROTHERS HALL

STANFORD UNIVERSITY

STANFORD, CALIFORNIA 94305

To:  Persons commeniing on tentative recwmendations relating to conderma~

tion law snd procesdure presaved by the Californis Law Revision Commission.

As you know, the Czliforcia Law Revision Commission has undertsken a
study of condemnatisn law and wrocedure with o view %0 prevaring & compre-
nengive statute on fais subject. The Commission is now engaged in collecting
the factual information that is needed <o insure that the recommended statuie
will zcorrect the defects in the existing Califormiia case and statutory law.

W2 belisve that you may be in z position to assist the Commission in its
efforts to collect this information. Specificaliy, we wish to be advised
of specific instances where The 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 serious problems in
specific cases? Have the limitaltions on acquiring property for future use
seriously hampered proper planning for future expanzion? Have the limitations
on recognition of bensfits to the remaining portion 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 attorneys vepresenting condemnees: Does the existing law
orovide just compensation and, if not, what examples can be given of specific
instznces where campensation has been inadequate ag z result of the existing
statutory or case law? Do The present proeedures for taking immediate possession
result in serious problems for persons occupying land? Is the existing pro-
cedure for apportiomment of {hz award between landiord and tenant satisfactory?
Haz injustice resulied in cases where a condemmsation proceeding is gbandoned?
Have problems arisen whers bulldings or other improvements are being con-
structed at the time the swmions 1s served in the condemnation proceeding? Has
the distinction between real and personal properiy createsd serisus problems?
Has the effect of general knowledge that a public improvement is likely crezted
serious problems for landowners in The area where the public improvement is
likely t> be constructed? Do condemnors offer a fair amount for the property

prior to commencing the condemnaotion procesding?

These are merely 1llustrations of the types of situations that should be
considered in determining what specific cases should be brought to the
attention of the Comission.

The Commission is aware of a nwtber 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,

Jonn H. DeMoully
Executive 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 cocmmittees could not be 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 Commizsion
decides to contact the interim committees, we believe that a study along
the lines of the sovereign immunity study would be of walue. Such 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 cosat of
anticipated recommendations.) 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

obtained as a result of the gquestionnaire, This report would be similar to
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that prepared by the Select Subcommittee 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 nuwber 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 treatwent in the transaction, This
would be & costly 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 request.

Information provided by Department of Public Works

Annual Right of VWay Report July 1, 1964 1o 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., Hote 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 maeterial 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
Tepartment 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 {1) the new data processing sheet that was
put into effect on July 1, 1965 {first page ) and (2) an explanation and
anelysis of the present date 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: !

1. Ilumber of fee interests in parcel.

2. Iluxber of leasehold interests in parcel, §

3. Whether cwner is occupant.

4, vVhether total or partial teke and areas taken and remaining.

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

6. Whether independent asppraisers employed.

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

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

9, Additional information (see buff pages).

The three articles which follow the buff pages (on blue, gold, and
white pages) indicate the type of analysis that is being made of the materisl
collected in the remainder parcel sales study. We suggest you read them.

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 Lducation

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

Respectfully submitted,

John H. DeMoully
Executive Secretary




CONDEMRATION MAILING LIST

STATE BAR

Mr. Jack A, Hayes, Secretery
The State Bar of California
€01 MeAllister Street

San Franclsco 2, California

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

San Franeisco, California

STATE PAR COMMITTEE ON CCRDEMRATION
LAY AND PR

Southern Section

Richard L. Huxtable (Vice Cheirman}
T40 Rovan Building
458 South Spring Street
Los Angeles 13, Califoraia
(1listed with Attorneys for
Condemnees )

Richard A. Del Ouerecto
112 Hobil Building

612 South Flower Street
Los Angeles 13, California

(listed with Attorneys for
Condemmees

Donald J. Drew

621 South Hope Street, Sulte 1206

Log Angeles, California 90017
{listed with Attorneys for
Condenmees )

Jerrold A. Fadem (listed on p,15)

5455 11ilshire Boulevexd

Lo? An%eles Califcrnia 90036
listed with Attorneys for
Condemnees )

STATE BAR COMMITTEE - Southern See¢., Cont'd.

George C. Hadley
621 South Hope Street
Los Angeles, Califcrnia SO0LT
{1isted with Attorneys for Condemnees)

Homer L. MeCormick,
401 West 8th Stireet
Santa Ana, Celifornia

JI'-;

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

R. B. Pegram, (listed under Dept. Pubi Wks.)

D;ﬁgrtment of Public Works
3 Wilghire Bouvlevard, Sulte 1100
1os Angqlses-5,. California

Enos C. Reld ‘
Box 152, 3800 Orange Street
Riverside, Californis

Roger M. Sullivan
709 Rowan Bullding
458 South Spring Street
Los Angeles 13, Califcrnpia
(11sted with Attorneys for Condempees}
Northern Section

Holloway Jones {Chairmen)
369 Pine Street
Sen Franeisco L, Californis

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

JUDICIAL COQUNCIL

Cont'd.

Richard A. Clarke
1634 Fifth Avenue, P.0, Box 1257
San Rafael, California

George De Leu
620 larket Street
Ban Francisco, California

Stephen W. Hackett
2k0 Stockton Street

San Francisco, California 94108
(1isted with Attorneys for

Condemnees)

Jess 5. Jackson, Jr,

16 Third Avenue

San Mateo, California
(list upder Atty's for Condemmees,
p. 18)

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

Robert B. Nisbet
508 - 16th Street
Dekland, California

jormen 5. Wolff
206 City Hall
Sen Francisco, (alifornia 9102

Jon D. Smock

Judiclal Council

Administrative Office of the Courts
Lo00 State Bullding

San Franeisco, Californis

STATE AGENCIES

OFFICE OF THE ATTCRNEY GENERAL

1os Angeles

Thomas A. Freiberg, Jr.

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

Walter S. Rountree

Assistant Attorney General
600 State Buiiding

Los Angeles, Californie 90012

Sacramento

Mr. Charles A. Barrett
Asslastant 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, Califcrala
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QFC. OF ATTY, GEN. = Cont'd. DEPT, OF PUBLIC 1JORKS -~ Cont'd.

Mr. John M. Morrison Herry S. Fenton, Chief Counsel
Deputy Attorney Genersl Dept. of Public ‘orks
Department of Justice 1120 "R" Street

Fifth Street and Capitol Mall Sacramento T, Californis

Sacramento, California 9581k

. San Diego
Asgistant Attorney General Richard G. Rypinski, Attorney
Library end Cowrts Bldg., Room 538  Dept. of Public ‘orks, Legal Division
Sacramento, California 530 San Diego Trust & Savings Bldg.

San Diego, California 292101

San Franciscc

San Francisco

Mr. Robert L. Bergmann

Attorney General's Office Holloway Jones (under State Bar Cormittee)
State Bullding Depexrtment of Public Works
San Francisco, Califernia 369 Pine Street

San Franeisco, California

DEPT, OF PUBLIC WORKS

DEFT, OF GENFRAL SERVICES

Los eles
_ Mr. Thomas H. Clayton, Senlor Counsel
Mr. R. B. Pegram (listed w/St, Bar) Dept. of General Services
Dept. of Public Works 1108 "O" Street
3540 Wilshire Blvd., Suite 1100 Secramento, California 95814
Los Angeles 5, Cealifornia

Mr. Louis J. Heinzer,', Chief Counsel

Sacramento Dept. of General Services
1108 "0" Street, Room 217
Robert F. Carlsen Sacramento, Califernia 9581k

Dept. of Public Works
1220 "N" Street - P.0, Box 1499
dacramento 7, California




STATE AGERCIES - Cont'd.

UNIVERSITY CF CALIFCRNIA

Mr. John P, Sparrow

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

2200 Unilversity Avenue

University of Californis

Berkeley b, California

RECLAMATICON BOARD

Mr. Thomas T. Jordan, Counsel

The Reclamation Board of the State
of California

1416 inth Street

Sacrauento 1k, California

DEFT. CF WATER RESOURCES

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

COUNTIES AND COUNTY AGENCIES

COUNTY SUPERVISCRS ASS'N

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

1100 Blks Building

Sacramento, Californis {1%)

COUNTIES & COUNTY ACGENCIES - Cont'd.

COUNTY COUNSELS & DISTRICT ATTORNEYS

Eureka, California

Mr. Thomss M. Montgomery, County Counsel
Humboldt County Courthouse
Eureka, Californise

Fairfield, Californis

Mr. James M. Shumray

County Counsel of Solans County
P, 0. Box 15k

Fairfield, California

Los Angeles, California

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

Mr, Welter R. Burkley, Jr.

Ofe. of County Counsel of Los Angelee MNcamty
Suite 648 Hall of Administraticn

500 West Temple Sireet

Los Angeles, California 20012

Mr, Harold W. Kennedy, County Counsel
648 Hall of Administration
Log Angeles 12, Californie

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

San Diego, California

Calkland

Mr. William S. Colt

Deputy District Attorney

Alameds County Courthouse, Bm. 900
Cakland 12, Californis

Redwood City, Californis

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

Mr. I'rank Piombo

San ilatec County District
Attorney's Qffice

Hall of Justice and Records

Redwood City; Californis

Riverside, Califorania

Mr. Ray P. 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 Diego
302 Civic Center

San Diego, Celifornia

Mr, James 5. Milch

Deputy City Attorney

City Adminilstration Building
San Diego, California 5210}

Mr, James Miller
Deputy County Counsel
302 Civie Center

San Diego 1, California

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

San Jose, Californla

Mr. Richard S, Harrison
County Counsel®s Gffice

TO West Rosa Sireet

San Jose, Califcrnia 95113

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

San Rafael, California

County Counsel of Marin County
335 Civic Center
San Rafael, California

Santa Ana, Californis

Mr. Adrian Kuyper
Assistant County Counsel
County of Qrange

P. 0, Box 1863

Santa Ana, California

Santa Rosa, California

Mr. Johin C. Gaffaoey
Assistant County Counsel
2555 Mendocino Avenus
Santa Rosa, California

Ventwra, Californis

Mr. K. D. Lyders

Office of District Attorney
Ventura County Courthouse
Ventura, California 93001

COUNTY AGENCIES

DEFT, OF COUNTY ENGINEER

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

Mapping Divieion

102 Vest 2nd Street

Los Anpgeles, Califormia 90012

Attn: Mr, R. E, Garcia

EAST BAY MUN. UTIL, DIST.

Mr., John B. Reilley, Asst. Attys

East Bay Municipal Util., Dist, Legal Dept.
P. 0., Box 4616, Bayshore Station

Cakland 23, California

LOS ANGRLES COUNTY FLOOD CONTROL DIST.

Mr. Morton H. Crystal, Valuation Engineer
Los Angeles County Flood Control Dist.
Box 2438, Terminal Annex

Los Angeles, California 90054

Mr, Clof W. Olson

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

Los Angeles, California SCQSA

Mr, A. P, Rusk, Valuation Epngineer

Los Angeles County Flood Control Distriet
Box 2k18, Terminal Amnex

Los Angeles, California 90054

Mr, James R. Yallace

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

Los Angeles, California 9005k

METROPCLITAN TRANSIT AUTHORITY

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

Los Angeles 15, Califormia
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SACR/. ENTO MUNICTPAL UTIL, DIST.

David 5. Kaplan, Attorney
Sseramente Municipal Utility Dist.
6201 4 Street .
Post Office Box 2391

Sacramento 11, California

SOUTHERN CALIFCRNIA RAPID TRANSIT
DISTRICT

Mr, Milton McKay

So. Calif. Rapld Transit Dist.
1060 South Broadway

Los Angeles, California 90015

CITIES

LEAGUL OF CALIFORNIA CITIES

Mr. Jack D. Wickware
League of California Cities
Hotel Claremont Building
Berkeley 5, California

INDIVIDUAL CITIES

Mr, Mark C, Allen
City Hall |
Inglevrood, California

Mr. Rcdney R. Atchison
City Attorney

115 Vine Street

Santa Cruz, California

Mr. Donald C. Atkinson
Deputy City Attorney

Office of the City Attorney
Rocm 412, City Hall

San Jose, Califoirnia 95110

Mr. Robert H. Baida
City Hall
Fresno, California

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

303 W. Commorvealth

Fullerton, California

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

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

Mr. Frank Gillio
City Attorney

P. 0. Box 607
Sunnyvale, Califcornia




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

dMr. Charles R. lMartin
City Hall
San Marino, 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. Helby
City Attorney

City Hali

Oakland, California

bMr., Peyton H. Moore, dJr.

Div., Chief Deputy City Attorney
2011 City Hall

Los Angeles 12, California
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INDIVIDUAL CITIES, Cont'd.

Mr. Ralph H. Prince Mr. John Woodhead

City Attorney City Attorney

City Hall, 426 V. Third Street Office of City Attorney

San Bernardino, Californis Riverside, California

Mr. Richard G. Randolph SCHCOL DISTRICTS

City Attorney

330 Viest Twentieth Avenue . Mr, Harcold W. Culver

San lMateo, California 9hho2 Director of Building Planning & Construction

San Diego City Schools
Park Boulevard at [l Cajon
San Dlego 3, California

Mr, Stanley E. Remelmeyex

City fttorney = City Hall

3031 Torrance Boulevard

Tarrance, Californis FEDERAL AGENCILS

Mr, !, Van Smith, Asst. City Atty. Regional Solicicor

City of Santa Clara Department of the Interior

1500 ‘axburton Avenue P, 0. Box 214527

Santa Clara, California Sacramento, Celifornia 95821

Me,. Vendell Thompson Mr. Paul L. Lewvis

City Halli, Room 202 Federal Natlional Mortgage Assoclation
Pasadena, California Housing and Home Finance Agency

3540 Wilshire Boulevard
Los Angeles, California 90005

Mr. Gilmore Tillman

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

Los Anpgeles, Califcrnia




FRIVATE CONDEMNCRS

PACIFIC GAS & ELECTRIC CO.

Mr. Francis J. Carr, Mgr.
Tax Pepartment

Pacific Gas & Electric Co.
ohs5 Market Street

San Francisco 6, California

Pacific Gas & Electric Co.
2h5 Market Street
San Francisco 6, California

Attn: Malcolm A, MacKillop

SQUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON CO.

Mr, Hovrard P. Allen, Vice President
Southern California Edison Company
P, 0. Box 351

Los Angeles 53, California

Mr. Tom P, Gilfoy, Assistant Counsel
Southern Califcrnia Fdison Company
P. 0. Box 351

Los Angeles, California 90053

SCOUTHELN CALIFCRNIA GAS COMPANY

Mr. John Crmasa

Southern California 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

SOUTHERN COUNTILS GAS COMPANY

Mr, Milford Springer

Southern Counties Gas Company
P. 0. Box 2736, Terminal Annex
Los Angeles 54, California

SOUTHWEST GAS CCORPORATION

Mr. Charles H. McCrea, General Counsel
Scuthwest Gas Corporation

P. 0. Box 1450

Las Vegas, Nevada 89101

JUDGES

Hon, Frapk G. Finnegan

Dept. 12, Superior Court

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

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

Sante Barbara, California
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JUDGES - Cont'd.

Hon. Robin S. Heyer
Administrative Hearing Referee
5509 Hemmond Court

Citrus Heights, California

Hon. I1i H, lLevenscn
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 Howse

Pairfield, California

APFRAISERS

I“h'o Davis Brabant’ MaA-Ic
T300 State Street
Huntington Park, California

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

Temple City, Califiorais

Mr. Normen D. Fiizgerald, M,A.X.
1077 East 20th Sireet
Merced, California

Mr, Paul N. McCarron

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

Los Angeles, California 90017

B, .R..Metcalfe & Associates
Valuation Engineering

2i57 Hyperion Avenue

Los Angeles, California 90027

Attn: Mr. Eerl R. Metcalfe

Pacific Institute of Earth Sciences
L48 North Avenue 56
Los Angeles L2, Californie

Attn: Dr, H. A, Shiffer
Head of Legal Sec.

Mr. Richard G. Rayburn, M.A.I,
Property Acquisition Service

417 South Hill Street, Sulte 675
Los Angeles, California 90013
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ATTORNEYS FOR CONDEMNEES AND OTHERS NOT IDENTIFIED AS EELONGING TO

Mr, Seymour J. Abreshams
Attorney at lLaw

270 Wo. Santa Cruz Avenue
Los Gatos, California

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

Mr. Dlichard E, Allen
3202 "B" Street
Sacrenento, Californis 95816

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

Attn: Mr. Thomaes E. Montgomery

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

¥r. Valter N. Anderson

340 5. Sepulveda Blvd.

P.0. Box 517

Manhattan Beach, California

AlYY CTHLR GROUP

Mr. Richard D. Andrews

Andrews, Andrews & Thaxter

Tth Fl. Helm Blég. - 111 Fulton Mell
Fresno, California 93721

Mr. Thomas G. Baggot
550 5. Flower Street
Los Angeles, Californis 90017

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

Mr. Albert D. Barnes

39 No. California Street
P. 0. Box bhg

Ventura, California

Mr. Devid N. Barry, TII
Attorney at Lav

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

Mr. Philip T. Boyle
FP. 0. Box 960
Watsonville, California
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ATTCRNEYS FOR CCNDEMNEES « Cont'd.

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

Brespani and Hansen
1205 Dank of America Building
San Jose 13, Californis

Mr. Irl Davis Brett
361 rlintridge Caks Dr.
Pasadcna 3, Cglifornia

Mr., Claude W. Bridges
3600 Vilshire Bivd., Suite 1732
Los Angeles, California 90005

Mr. Steven Brolidy
Asgociate Counsel

Union Bank Head Offlice
Eighth and Hill Streets
Los Angeles 54, California

Mr. leRoy A. Broun
2000 Peralita Boulevard
Fremoni, California 94536

Bruner, Minder & Chandler
220 Juana Avenue

San Leandro, California

Mr. John Brusati

Reed Printing Company
11350 Burbank Boulevard
North Hollywood, Califcrnia

Mr, Robert E. Burns
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HOTEL CLAREMONT
BERKELEY 34705
PHONE 843-3083

League of Gi E&Eeu’nm Cities

Menber '\.:lmn.az' League uf Cities “Western Ciry” Official Publication

702 STATLER CENVER
LOS ANGELES 80017
PHONE 524-4934

TOGETHER

Berkeley, Celifornis
Avgust 17, 1965

TO: City Attorneys of Alameda, Ansheln, Zerkeley, Burbank, Downey, Fremont,
Fresnc, Fullerton, Qerden Grove, Glendsle, Inglewood, Iong Beach,
Los Angeles, Horwelk, Oakland, Falo Alto, Passdens, Redwood Clty,
Rilchmond, Riverside, Secramento, San Bernardino, San Diege, San Francisco,
San Jose, San Mateo, Santa Ane, 3Sante Monica, Stockton, Sunnyvale & Torrance.

SURJECT: Study of Condemmation Law and Frocedure.
California Leaw fBevision Comyission

The California law Revision Commission plans to prepare a comprehensive eminent
domain stetute which will be recommended for enasctment at the 1969 leglslative
session. In order to meet this deadline, the Coammission will be working on this
subject on » fairly regulayr besie for the next three years.

The attached extract from the minutes of the Cowmissionfs July neeting indicsates
the general procedure the Coomission will follow when meking this study.

The plan of the Commisgion 1s to distribute a Series of tentative recommendations
to persoms 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 Commission at Boom 30,

Crothers Hsll, Stanford University, Stenford, California.

If you believe that sny sspects cf the stetusory or decisional iaw should be
changed, the Commiszsicn would also sppreciate bedng sdvised of these mattsrs
within the next few months so that your views can be teken into consideration
when the partloulsar sspect of the subject 1s being copsidered by the Commission.

The meetings of the Commission are open %o all lnierested persons who wish to
attend and cbserve. From time to time Cormission members nmey call upon those
present for their oplnions on matiers helng discuszed by the Commlssion. If you
wish to sttend the ueetings of the fommissicn, plemse advise the Commission of
this fact also. The Lemgus wouwld appreciste coples of any correspondence sent
to the Commission,

eln u&reij 3 .
g&@?ﬂdﬁk ’ﬁ? }j%},x’ﬁééﬁﬁm/Lauzf

-
.‘:__/ J&Ck Da n’rlgk‘;are
Asslstant Legel Counsel
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA

DEPARYMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS
DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS

ANNUAL RIGHT OQF WAY REPORT JULY 1, 1964 TD JUNE 30, 1965
SUMMARY
DISTRICT 01 | DISTRICT 02 CISTRICT C3 CISTRICT 04 | DISTRICT 05 DISTRICT 06 | DISTRICT 47 DISTRICT 08 | DISTRICT 0% DISTRICT 10 DISTRICT il TOTAL
EXPENDITURES: T
1. Right of Way $ 1,760,650.12 1% 2,030,194.47 |315,457,058.49 [ $36,820,948.,14 | § 2,748,090.61 | § 6,278,977.36 | 365,820,289.18 | § 4,567,355,19 | § 354,161,301 § 4,281,381,18 | 513,208,628,67|( $155,328,034.71
2. Unlities 166,265.31 355,295.70 751,209.2% 4,131,492.30 541,825.29 642,384.83 3,948,853.21 765,871.07 131,729.09 §13,739.28 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 2,234,030.00 86,876.00 g 2,110,406,26 450,396, 00 6,037,512.00
§ QOverhead 605,477.51 804,104,96 2,027,715,52 3,831,006,51 874,951.05 972,592.86 6,967,084,25 1,223,247.26 174,242,59 1,091,652.49 1,716,70%.60 20,29C,784.60
Total Expenditure $ 2,570,585.94 | § 3,193,126.95 {519,031, 766,80 [ §44,965,952.41 | § 4,168,657.72 |3 8,025,954.24 | §78,970,356.64 | § £.643,309.52 | § 662,132,938 | 5 8,297,179.21 | $16,409,305,74{1§194,938,368.15
5 Rents, Leases, Land and House Sales{credit)f & -91,399.46| § -70,551.76 [$ —849,918.86 |3 —2,601,613.67| § - 343.240,07 | § -493,142.78 | §-6,766,545.92{ § -473,035.37 | 5§  -2,376.12 | § —462,536,23| 5-1,154,159,34|$~13,308,519,60
TRANSACTIONS:
6. Right of Way parcels secured 102 476 892 1548 369 533 2121 797 116 623 858 8539
T. Utility Agreements signed 26 21 65 122 55 52 19¢ 58 9 56 73 727
. Parcels acquired other than shown in & and 7
above 6 4 35 b 6 34 23 12 g 167 1 304
PERSONNEL:
9. Appraisals and Negotiations 16.70 21.60 48,31 89.71 16.26 24,96 122.00 32.50 1.2 23.13 34.92 433.35
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 Slenograp_hic 14.06 11.00 32.63 61.50 10.14 13.17 194.40 23,60 [t} 11.96 26.10 400,56
12 Righi of Way Engineering 18,92 28,20 71.00 88.90 19.71 25.59 157,80 36,70 h.92 35,30 61,20 549,24




STATE OF CALIFORNIA

CEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS
DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS
ANNUAL RIGHT OF WAY REPORT JULY 1, 1964 TG JUNE 30, 1965
CONDEMNATION RECQRD

i DﬁlﬁST_RiCT 01 DISTRICTOZ | DISTRICT 93 DISTRICT 04 DISTRICT 05 DISTRICT C& DISTRICT 07 | DISTRICT 08 DISTRICT 09 DISTRICT 10 DISTRICT 11 TOTAL
1. Parcels under candemnation as of begianing of - - -
fiscal year (July 1, 1964) 123 50 152 414 93 183 43%
. ' i19 1]
7. Parcels on which condemnation was filed during 281 &g 19%2
fiscal year 113 68 235 345 107 161 574
, N 183 34
1 Condemnation parcels acquired during fiscal year by: 264 L 2160
a. Right of Way contract 136 64 206 228 9
‘ 3 90 307 134
b. Stipulation 4 17 15 97 3 34 80 5 3 125 54 1534
4. Condemnation parcels tried during fiscal year by: 17 301
a. Triat 19 17 9 52 B8
26 76 8
b. Detaut 0 % 5 10 2 0 2 1 : b u s
¢. Retrial 2 a a 4 [} 1 ] g g i} ; %
5. Parcels under condemnation at the end of fiscal g 7
year(June 30, 1965} 727 44 162 312 94 194
6. Total amount on deposi! as security al the 548 134 3 31l 76 2001+
begianing of fiscal year {July 1. 194) $361,959.40 | $638,730.40 | $2,187,423.39 | §7,299,620.00 | $536,408.90 | $904,775.96 | $7.859,530.37 | $538,318.86 g §797,548.03 | $1,926,638,70 | $23,050,953
7. Deposited as security during fiscal year 383,624.50 142,953.00 | 3,152,850.00 | 10,948,773.11 | 415,885.00 | 1,762,505.00 | 7,675159.00 {2,305.090,00 | 38,244.00 715267 | 1,999.713.45 | 29,812,153 7531
B. Deposits released during flscal year 506,657.80 409,204.40 2,722,044.22 | 7,984,601.27 | 432,856.50 1 388,560.11 o 814 952.00 |1 142 924.66 ] 50213 0. ,999,713, i8le, 153,
9. Total on deposit as security at the end of A5 o AETER 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 $1,278,720.35
, . /618,229, 263,091, 437, ,278,720. $8,719,737.37 | §1,700,484,20 38,248,
10. Parcels under condemnation over three years as of $38,248.00 $1,281,850.65 | $1,338,494.72 | $28,369,398.80
beginning of fiscal year (July 1, 1364) 6 1 1 50
6
'], Parcels under condemnation over three years as of 1 12 3 e 4 ] 86
end of fiscal year (June 30, 1965} 11 g 13 26 2 ) 19 6 g
1 g 78

"5 PARCELS WERE DISMISSED IN DISTRICT 02




STATE OF CALIFORNIA

DEPARTMENT DF PUBLIC WORKS

DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS

ANNUAL RIGHT OF wAY REPORT JULY 1, 1964 TO JUNE 30, 1965
COST ANALYSIS

DISTRICT 1

DISTRICT (2

DISTRICT (3

DISTRICT D4

DISTRICT D5

DIRECT PAYMENTS (INCLUDES R/W ACQUISITION
FUND)
NEGOTIATED SETTLEMENTS:
1. Land
2. Improvements
3. Damages

CONDEMNATION AWARDS

4. Land

5. Improvements

6. Damages (Less benefits if any)

7. interest Paid
Total

B. Total Benefits (as shown in condemnation
awards but not computed as an accounting
credit herein)

5 636,681.97
416,237.30
151,289,87

296,606.75
150.664.25
82,313.40
26,856.58
$1,760,650.12

$1,016,471.16
589,590.18
275,918.70

11,507.30
—2,042.52
110,111.25
28,638.40
$2,030,194.47

$  11,728.00

§7,730,772.63
&,060,268.96
457,016.92

£72,624.83
423,502.00
62,162.97
50,708.18
$15,457,058.49

$ 35,350.00

$10,854,766.88
9,718,257.06
66,238.20

13,143,987.36
1,712,332.10
1,195,135.03
130,191.51
$36,820,948.14

3 20,000.00

$1,636,000.11
222,345.45
368,496,85

334,310,10
159,212.00
18,244,87
9,491.23
$2,748,090,61

DISTRICT 06 | DISTRICT 07 | DISTRICT 08 | DISTRICT(9 DISTRICT10 DISTRICT 11 TOTAL
$2,805,021.18 $31,781,589.76 1 33,665,633.78 § 223,632.22 $1,446,218.92 | $6,794,266.77 $48,591,055.88
1,358,170.,60 17,459,837.11| 2,239,509.07 68,344.58 2,240,058.84 3,383,085,15 43,755,744.30
£14,799.91 695,697.98 216,826.89 62,184.50 457,769.03 732,089.14 4,098,327.99
805,043.00 | 13,698,975.26 312,855.90 ] 45,616.41 1,809,861.65 31,131,388,56
488,880.30 970,372.35 82,918,24 '} 54,861.65 413,065,08 4,453,770.45
151,993.15 745,027 .96 33,632.76 /] 26,610.32 13,590.00 2,438,822.71
55,069.22 468,883.76 15,978.55 g 10,246.51 62,870.88 858,924.82
16,278,977.36 | 365,820,389.18 | $6,567,355.19 | § 354,161.30  $4,281,381.18 |$13,208,828.67 $155,328,034.71
a i '] 1] $ 39,250.00 1] $  106,328,00

OVERHEAD COSTS:
8. Salaries

$ 335,252.4%

§ 554,271.87

$ 942,928.17

$1,415,038.55

i 416,750.89

§ 513,776.01

$3,046,511.20

$ 737,252.32

$ 121,493.55

$ 517,598.69

$ B89,585.26

3 9,490,458.9

I10. Expenses 39,801.85 | 3422421 | 60.266,38 | 340,079.94 79,590.31 | 41,568.12 |  507,057.65 70,557.52 9,469.63 30,410.48
" » ] ] ] ] . y] . ’ . ] . ’ - 4 0 Sq -
1L. Title and Escrow 14.214.75 24,721,28 89,721.23 97,722.04 18,116..85 2853930 |  419,649.47 58, 464,85 6,038,50 63,572.15 125'%32 gg 1’926752 :«,1; 1953
12. Legal Appraisal and Tria! Costs 36,268,47 58,421.25 94,271.57 482,256.37 83,361.01 125,989.97 729,472.60 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 | 14572187 | 6691027 | 37547231 | 177.907.04 16,853.27 | 15964288 | 24861878 || 206227166
Tolal § 51285780 | § 734.898.52 | $1,469,219.56 | 52,793,675.74 |'S 743,540.93 5 77678367 |$5,078,163.23 |SL061,248.61 |5 157,550.95 | § 928.065.52 | $1,417 668,65 || $15 675 577.18
PARCELS ACQUIRED:
14. By Nepotiation 283 393 878 1486 359 507 2043 788 110
15. By Candemnation 19 33 14 62 10 2 78 5 g g o Bs
Total 302 42 892 1548 39 533 2121 797 110 623 88 25

*Due to condemnation awards.




STATE OF CALIFORNIA

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS

ANNUAL RIGHT OF WAY REPORT JULY !, 1964 TO JUNE 30, 1965
COST ANALYSIS Continued

CISTRICTOL | DISTRICT 02 DISTRICT (3 DISTRICT 04 ¢ DISTRICT 05 DISTRICT 06 DISTRICT 07 | DISTRICT 08 DISTRICT 09 DISTRICT1D | DISTRICT 11 TOTAL

OVERHEAD COST PER PARCEL:

16. Salaries $1,110.10 $1,30L.11 $1,057,10 § 91a.11 $1,129.41 § 963.93 $1,436.36 $ 925.03 $1,104.49 $ 830.82 $1,024.87 $1,104.56

17. Expenses 13193 50.34 67.56 219.69 215.69 77.99 239.07 88.52 86,09 48.81 " 68,95 "148.20

18. Title 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 25175 108,90 219.13

2. 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 $1,804.70 $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 TOTAL 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 £19,909,37
PERSONNEL ASSIGNED TO APPRAISAL AND

NEGOTIATION:

Z1. Right of Way Agents 16,70 21.60 48.31 8%.71 16.26 24.9% 122.00 32.50 3.26 13

22, Clerical and Stenographic 12.00 9,30 25.17 42.53 B.33 9,86 125,20 20,30 @ 2;:58 ﬁ:ﬁ g;gg

23. Right of Way Engineering 15,18 20.10 71.00 88.90 19.71 19.79 137.60 310 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

25, Per Agent Per Month 151 1,64 1.54 1.43 1.90 1,78 1.50 2,10 2.80 2??.23 zg.gf; 1‘1).22




STATE OF CALIFORNIA

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS

ANNUAL RIGHT OF WAY REPORT JuLy 1, 1964 TO JURE 30, 1955

T

DISTRICT 03

r

DISTRICT 11

DISTRICTO1 | DISTRICT 02 DISTRICT 04 DISTRICT 05 | DISTRICT 06 | DISTRICT 07 { DISTRICT o8 | DISTRICT 09 DISTRICT 10 TOTAL
ACQUISITION OTHER THAN RIGHT OF WAY
Amount Paid $37,993.00 53,531.82 $316,500.00 $150,000.00 | § -52.21% a §520,615.00 g g $10,000.00 $244,3%.00 §1,282,983.61
ACQUISITION FOR OTHER STATE AGENCIES
Amount Paid $ 200.00 g $479,283.50 § 32,505.46 | $3,842,98 $131,999.19 | $1,713,415.00 | 386,876.00 g $2,100,406,26 | $206,000.00 $4,754,528,39
TOTAL OF ACQUISITION OTHER THAN RIGHT OF 1 g3 193,00 | s3,530.82 §795763.50 | $182,505.46 | $3.790.77 | $131,999.19 | $2,234,030.00 | $86,876.00 g $2,110,406.26 | $450,396.00 [ 56,037 512.00
RIGHT OF WAY ACQUISITION FUND
DIRECT PAYMENTS
1. Land @ ] $231,042.55 | $1,343,391.24 a $316,128.95 | $2,289,205.53 B g 8 $357,430.00 $4,537,148,27
2. Improvements ] a 61,163.45 224,753.63 g g 45,500,00 0 o ¢ 1,100,00 332,517.08
3. Damages i g 7,700.00 27,748.93 ] 6,491.05 226,090.00 g a 0 g 268,029,983
Total o 0 $299,906.00 | $1,595,843,80 o $322,620.00 | $2,560,795.83 9 g g $358,530.00 $5,137,695.63
TOTAL OVERHEAD COSTS g g g $88,240.67 g 54,905.95 $16,316.43 g i $1,558,65 $5,102,18 $116,123.88
TOTAL PARCELS ACQUIRED f ] 9 25 @ 4 5 ) g ¢ 7 50
AMOUNT REIMBURSED TO THIS FUND FROM
REGULARLY BUDGETED PROJECTS DURING
g .
THE FISCAL YEAR. §219,193.78 g $417,580.00 $16,085,00 @ $3,062,292.84 g g g $19,750.00 $3,734,901.62

“REFUND OF UNEXPENDED BALANCE FROM AFB. FOR RELOCATION OF UTILITIES. THESE ADVANCES WERE MADE IN HQ. SCHEDULE #34556 FOR
AUGUST 1962 AND #45511 FOR FEBRUARY 1963.




STATE OF CALIFORNIA
DEFARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS
DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS

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

DISTRICT 08 | DISTRICT 09 | DISTRICT 10 DISTRICT 11 TOTAL

DISTRICT 01 DISTRICT &2 DISTRICT 03 { DISTRICT 04 DISTRICT 05

) ’ [
MSTRICT 06 | DISTRICT mj?

1. Gross Rental and Lease Receipts £.22,784.16  [S-10,744.22 5-466,797.55 |5-1,133,194.71 | 5-22,990.73 | §-162,624.98 | 5-2,925,990.00( §-123,345.86 | $-2.376,12 $-87,609.39 | $-294,978.78 [%-5,263,436.70

2. Gioss Returns from Sales ~6B,615.30 —59,807,24 283 12131 | -1,468,418,9 | -210,249.34 | -330,517.80 -3,840,555.92 | -349,689.51 g —374,926.84 -§59,180,58 8,045,082,90
3. Overhead

a. Maintenance 37.65 586,04 32,606.19 11,151,77 17,943.50 3,043.48 372,516.71 3,623,52 111.45 1,683.71 3,225,92 441,933.94

b. Operations 62,036,123 28,2312,17 411,808.08 £02,029.31 46,777.93 111,098.34 1,127,138.31 83,873.99 1,013,599 117,117,3¢ 204,731,99 2,995,858.63

Total Overhead 5 62,073.78 § 2e 0100 5 444,414.27 | 5 813,181.08 | $ 59,721.43 | § 114,141.82 ! § 1,500,055.02| § 87,497.51 | S 1,125.44 § 11890120 § % 207,941.91 {5 3,437,792.57

4. Net Receipts % -29,325.68 §-41,732.55 $-405,504.59 | 51,788 432.55 | 5-283,518,64 { $.-379,000.9 $-5,266,490,90| $ -385,537.86 3-1,250.68 $-343,735.13 $-946,197.45 |%-9,870,727.03

TRANSACTIONS
5. Total number of Rental and Lease Units,
July 1, 1964 0 36 408 793 76 268 3522 103 2 190 531 6459
6. Total number of Rental and Lease Units,
June 30, 1965 29 65 429 572 64 265 3042 1
7. Number of Sales 5 7 149 358 5125
3, Lang (including imprnvements sald w/land) b1 51 87 122 86 152 389 110 1 76 95 1279
b. Improvements 31 17 197 112 37 103 684 24 g 195 554 1954
PERSONNEL
8. Right of Way Agents 3,69 1.80 12,67 26.94 2,81 4.09 71.80 5,90 a 5.52 §.58 140,80
9. Clerical and Stenographic 1.64 0.90 5.46 14,17 0.85 2.14 55,90 1.10 B 2.34 8,50 93:00




STATE OF CALIFQRNIA
DEFARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS

ANNUAL RIGHT OF WAY REPORT JULY 1, 1964 TO JUNE 30, 1965
UTILITY REMOVAL

- — N - ——
DISTRICT 01 DISTRICT 02 DISTRICT 03 DISTRICT 04 DISTRICT 03 DISTRICT 06

1. Utility Payments $166,265.31 | $239.493.90 $355,295.70 §138,816.52 | $751,209.29 $496,377.30 | $4,131,492,30 | 35,666,657.08 | $541,825.29 | $211,478,11 §$642,384.83 | $528,828.24

2. Overhead $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. Utility Engineering 0.05 2,90 6.00 B.25

; . . f . 4.41
5. Right of Way Agents 1.78 0.10 0 0.50 o TZZ
6. Clerical and Stenographic 0.42 0.80 2.00 4.80 0.96 1-15




S

TATE OF CALIFORNIA

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

DIVISION QF HIGHWAYS

AMMUAL RIGHT OF WAY REPORT JULY 1, 196470 JUNE 30, 1965

UTILITY REMOVAL Continved

DISTRICT 07 DISTRICT 08 ! DISTRICT 09 DISTRICT 10 DISTRICT 11 TOTAL
PaAID OBLIGATFD r P& OBLIGATED PAID DBLIGATED PAID QBLIGATED PAID QBLIGATED PAID QBLIGATED
Utitity Payments 90532 1575954797 | 376567007 | S1787,925.60 | S1IL7Z9.09 | S 93,54550 | SB13.739.28 | SL54,663.40 | S1,033,37047 |51,938,622.00 || $13,282,036.84 | $1,405,953.66
Dverhead §388,865.00 $74,601.14 $17,562.20 $44,785,87 $91,079.04 $1,179,414,85
Number of Agreements 190 58 G 56 73 727
RSONNEL
Ulility Engineesing 15.30 6.50 0.90 5.30
: . 7,00
Right of Way Agents 4.70 1.20 g 50.31
Clerical and Stenographic 13,30 2.20 p o 10.41
. . i 104 2.00 28,67
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Burcay or Postic Roans

TABLE ¥ « REAL PROPERTY ACQUISITION FOR INTERSTATE HIGHNAY PROJECTS DURING THE PERICD JWLY 1, 1952
THROUGH DECEMBER 37, 1963, SHOMING THE PROPORTION OF CORDEMNATIONS AND RELATER CHARACTER! STICS
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f;nuuus . CPLIFCANTEL A
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JUBICTAL PROCEEDINGS A8 OF Deovsmea 37, 1363
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(2) PRACENTABE OF TOTAL NUMEER FOR THE GROUPresasserscasesssas

{3) TovaL oF STATE DETEMMINATIONS OF YALUEssesarssrsevracsases

(‘) Torar cof Stavz wiasest TESTIMONY s s uanonssnasnsnnsnnssnss

(5} TOTiL OF COURT AWARDSeusuorssurarussasennssssiasissessunnss

(8) PencewTaSe aY WHICH TOTAL OF CONAT AWARDS EXCEEDER TOTAL
OF STATE OETEAMINATIONS O LUE o 8acsasupssssonsonensessas
PEACENTARE BY WKICH TOTAL OF STATC MIGHEST TEBTINONY
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Bupaey Buagax Asepovar No. 41-6426 exrraes 9-30.54

on;ﬂm FORN h‘n GONPLY WiITH CONGAESSIONAL AEQUEST) . U. 5. DEPARTREKT OF COMNERCE
(RCS 33005 (OTY - BUREAY OF PORLIC ROASE

TARE | == REAL PROPERTY ACQUISITION FOR iXTERSTATE, PRINARY AXD SECOMDARY FEDERAL-AID
HIGHWAY PROJECTS FROK JULY !, 1962, WITH PROJECTIONS THROUGH JKINE 30, 1972

STATE hane - CALIZOZNIA
INTERSTATE PRIKARY SECONDARY BRAND
1TEN SYSTEN SYSTER SYSTEN TOTALS TOTAL

. Aoarase -"qunuu FAOM
Toieb2 vo S-30-64:

A Unsan aneas E"llill'.ll-ll.'.l 3‘ 153' l'343 qa
B‘ Rﬂ!il. AREAS sevosovonainssnnars .286 5' 3&8 3! 3?9
C. BOYX AREAT coevosneccossonsons 4,548 ' T.200 3.419

i/
2. Acreaqge = 10 0E ACQUINES FAGH
T=l=04 70 6.30-72:

17,622

*. “I.AI ARELS y--tloacontloot.to 6'9‘56 9' :c 2‘40

8. Ruaat aneas L T T T T IIY 20‘310 ;\:a'sf;{; :0.&7? ﬁﬂ-,?f:i

C. Borw aneas “teraACEBARaR IR ONES 27‘266 33'416 21‘. ua “‘80&

B. ToTAL ACKEAGE ~ ACRUIAES O TO
BE ACQUIAED FAOM 7=1<062 TO

6—30-7? LI e Y T Y YT T 35,71& “5'625 24.542

He ESTINATED AvERARE ACREARE TO B

195,877

Atmainine Boveans torsrereccere | 30408 | 40002 | 2,640
rumass

I/ Incueses omy ACOVISITIONS OF FEC TITLER AM0 PEAMAREST NIGIWAY BIQUTOFMAY EASEMEATE.
. y As serimes 12 23 U, SC.

e el b T
LR o



{.eQ"qugi.s{ur})

BuoGeT Buseau Asrxovar No, £1<6426 exramesn .9-30-54

OME=TIHE FORN

FeS. DEPARIMENT OF COMMERCE
TABLE |1 == REAL PROPERTY OWNERSHIPS ACQUIRED FOR (NTERSTATE, PRIMARY ANG SCCONDARY FEDERALaAID
HiGHWAY PRCJECTS FROK JULY i, 1562, ¥iTH PROJECTIONS THROUGH JUNE 30, 1972

BUREAY DF PUSLIC ROARS

STATE uite CALIZTORUIA
EOINTERSTATE PRINARY SECORDARY .
TER SYSIEN SYSTEH SYSTEN 10TAL
T. OwNERSHIPS ACQUIRED FROM
Taleb2 10 G=J0-54:
L Ull‘lﬂ MEAS(HHH{IER) sRestAsEIRNLERASE 4'19‘; 3?52 B‘ 32‘7
(i) EsTimaTeD PEscENTAGE o TOTAL Uf
TAKINGS 65 ¢ 65 % 30 %
(£) LSTIMATED PERCEMTAGE OF PARTIAL
TAKENGSE 35 % 351% 0 s
Bo Runar lﬂiﬁﬁ{HU”EH}--:ocnoaant-.qu--- 2372 3025 n?s
U1) ESTYINaTEs PERCENTAGE OF TOTAL
TAL 4CS 15 % 151 10§
{£) ESTimaTED PEACEWIAGE OF PAATIAL
TAKIKGS s 4 s’ 90 3
c. ALt AREAS {'BHIER }-----.-:uaono--.o.ou 5??6 5?8? 1356‘ 13;919
{1) ESTIMATED PERCENTASE OF TOTAL
TARENGS 23 4 33‘ 1L 2
{2) ESTiMATERP PERCENTASE OF PAATIAL
TAKINGS c2 * g2’ 89 *
2. Owaemsiirs TO SE AGQUIRED FROM
Tichl vo 6.30.72;
Ac URBAN AREAS (NDMBER Juuvnvurornnrermens | 284 155 25,041 503
Ul ESTIMATED PERCENTAGE OF TOTAL
- TAKINGS £5 1 65 ¥ e s
J ESTIMATED PERCENTAGE OF PARTIAL '
TAKINGS 35 % 35 1 703
BO RI.IML AREAS ('“H‘E')..“!‘.ll-i-..ltt 7‘G'$¢ 19"791 7'673
(1) &s
":::::u PERCENTASE OF TOTAL 15 1 15 1 10 1
(2) ESTIMATED PERCENTAGE OF
T“::“ ER E DF FARTIAL 25 1 €5 4 90 1
€. A smeas {numeen). covsensensesariens [ 23,829 20,832 8,381 61,052
LI) EsTInaTER PERCENTARE OF TOTAL ‘ i
TAXINGS 3g % 35 # 1l s
" (2] LSTIMATED PEACENTAGE OF PARTIAL
TAKINGS 62 ¢ 82 % 8% ¢
3, ToraL owmerSHIPS ACQUIRED, OR TO AE
scquipeo Faol T=laB2 1o 6-30.72,
(nanaen) 28,615 | 26,619 9,237 78,90
fo ESTimatED AVERAGE OWMEASHIPE TO €
; ACGUIRED FEN YEAN FOR REMAINING
8 veans, 2736 3,054 1,048 7.632

_‘! INCLUGES TAKINGS OF FEE TITLE AND PEAMANENT NIGXWAY [ASEMENTE OYEA ENTHAE OWKERBNIFY,

BT P . JO e —— EE -



RCS"39-04-5(0T))

Gt s Wi BAY Firr il w -

e p T wind e

Fimie wfwewoy

{au:-‘rwz FomK .S,

DEPARTHENT OF COMBERCE

Busc

TABLE 14} =« PAYHENTS OF COMPENSATION FOR REAL PROPERTY ACQUIRED FOR INTERSTATE, PRIMARY AKD SECONDARY
FEDERAL-AID HIGHWAY PROJECTS FROM JULY 1, 1962, WITK PROJECTICNS THROUGH JUNE 30, iSF2

&s o PusLie Roaes

STATE BAME  CaAIFORNLA
TEN INTERSTATE PRIRARY SECONDARY GRARD
SYSTEM SYSTEN SYSTEN TOTAL
la Paveeny oF comrexsaTion Faom .
7-1-62 ro G~30-64:
As Feogmar: )
(I) Ullkll AREAS sovnsvnunsasnnsvboanndbanmen l 87'6?“’?99 l 0 ; 0 ' ST'STh’ng
l?} RVIAL AREAD susascmonpéstaacannennusses h? -299:508 G 9 uT'mglﬁ
{3} IBTAL (BQTH .IIHS) LI I IR LI lah’%hl}o? 0 0 131" ,88“,307
B Srave:
UI’ Ul.l' AREAS scvvonbmspndnpssnaconnswsnny aloh0 Ioli? B‘ !?5‘6'&31 4.130’335 m'926’813
{2} Ru"ll AREAS ssavovassrsvssamonnusvarits h,329,256 hlb,ozz,ﬁﬂ lT .708p583 66.0&)|53!
(3) TOTAL (Bota AREAS) ssevoesssansssssvess | 12,369,303 | 125,779,125] 18,838,918 156,987,346
C. FroemaL rLus State:
(t] URSAR ARLAS wessvressvarsescoscatsssnce 9‘3,?]1},8156 81 1?'56 1&31 1,130,335 1}81601 16‘,2___'
(2] Runa, AREAS scevvscsssnsvassetonsraatnay 51 ;5381?61‘ lllhczzpsgi‘ 1?,108.583 ‘13tzTDl°k‘
{3) m?ﬁl. ‘Bat“ lﬂtls) T 1h7 ‘253‘510 125'179.125 ta'asa’gja 29= 'BT‘ '653
2o PAYrent OF COMPERSATION ESTIHATED FOR
74 10 6-30-72:
As FeozaaLs
(I) Unaan AAEAS sonasvasvsensessnavurnonnssa 3285 '009'61;1‘ s O ’ 0 ,285,009,6""1"
(2) Rul.L *n(*s "........."....'".....-.‘ 153.h66’T32 - o o :53.u$.732
{3) TOTAL (Boti AREAS) venseesroscanssnenee | 4384476,376 0 o 438,476,376
B. Starve: :
(I) U!Iaut AREAS cesovinsannastnnsrnsnseanss 26l1361255 hhslzh? .1% 8l§13 'uoc h&)’ags'156
(2) RUIM. ABEAS essvonssnsanssosnsnsonansssn 11'1'0?3!368 2;‘0;286,900 133 l3‘?6'600 387'?36‘8£
(3} mIM: {HGTH MIEAS} St REEEEATLSIRIIR AL %,209,62“ 586’532‘0000 1"“ .8%,000 868.633 .&h
G. Feozast reus STave:
(‘) HHMI ARELS woosvumsavronmsnssnorssansy 311 l‘uﬁfwo !‘I‘G'ZI‘?'Iw 8.513.“’00 ?Gsims'koo
(2} Run‘L l.!ls [ AL X R E XX NI AL AN SR AN XN 16? ‘51+0'100 2“'2%'w ‘33,376.% 5h1 .m3 .m
{2) T0TAL {Bors anras) eeseeeseesans e oean | 478,686,000 | 686,534,000 141,890,000 1,307,110,000
e ToTaL COMPERSATION FOR REAL PROFERTY ACQUIRED
OR To bE scauireo FAom T=1-62 To 6-30-T2:..... |$625,939,610 | §812,313,125 §160,727,91851,598.980,653
4+ Esvimaten AVERAGE FPAYMENT QF COMPENSATION FEA * )
YEAR FOR REMAIRNG 8 YEAAS covocnenenvinvsne ! 59’835'?50 t 85'816’750 ’ tT'?SE'ZSD 5152‘585.?50
Se Srave Hinuway DEPANTHENT GEMENALLY CLAINED 1ES L) YES 1} YES L]
FEDERAL PARTIGIPATION 1N BIGKT=OFebAY
costs sunsas FY 1964
X X X

-i! Dors sor 1uCLUSE ASMINISTRATIVE GONTS OF ACQUISITION OR RELOCATION CORTS,




Buncet Buscap Arenovat No. $1-8426 exrinca 9.30.54

OME=TIHE FORN (T COMPLY W/lONGR. REG.) U. S, DEPARTMENT OF COMKERCE | Busean or PusLac Roass
{RCS 39.01-5 {B7)
TABLE IV <o REAL PROPERTY ACQUISITION FOR INTERSTATE MIGHWAY PROJECTS DURING THE PERIOO JULY 1, 1962
THROUGH DEC. 3t, 1953, SHOWING THE PROPORTION OF PURCHASES AND RELATED CHARACIER!STILS

STATE WaMt ‘Cnl‘l?ﬂ_.ﬁﬂlh

FTEM HUNBER PERCENT AMOUNT

» ONNERSHIPS PURCHASED: B

__&l.lﬂm..!.mil_"_m&ﬁ!iﬂ SRS ISO NN I SRSt RCEREOY IS |
. Be PuRCHASER AN PERCENTARE OF ALL 2

T A

99‘; 190.631

) » 'L X}

c. &”EKSQTIOI FALD wcanssostavecacousssuatbonsnissncania

O, PEnCEwTAGE oY WHECH TOTAL AMOUNT PAID WAZ HORE L1 {9" ROY 6L THID ﬂlﬂ)
O LESX THAR STATE'S GETEANIWATION DF YALUE, o sunese

(txorcare « rom mone, - ron Less)

E. PUNCRASES 1% WHICH THE FAITIAL OFFER WAS LESS THAA
STATE'S QETERMUNATION OF YALUE coscsssrutnsannasunans

(1) PENCENTAGE OF TOTAL NUMBER PURCHASED +evcessssessea

Fo PURCKASED BELOW STATE!S DETEANIAATION OF YALUE cevnsene

(1} PERCENTAGE OF TOTAL NUMIER PURCHAIED wemessncaresve

Be PURCHAIED AT STAYE'S DETEAMINATION OF YALUE sossccuesns

{1) PemcEnTABE OF TOTAL WUMBER PUACHASED sevecsosseeuns

© Be PurtHaSED anovE STATE'S OETERMINATION OF YALUE sesvases

{1} PERCENTAGE OF TOTAL WUMBEN PUACHASER <ooasserosasss
2. TOTAL KUMBER OF OWNERSHiPS ACQUIRED & N WHOLE OR iN PART-
Br m na m"mmiim AegabadeFebodbelichanndthabtnd

LW el

A e All Zppraisals are revicwed prior to puxchass and no

sethlaments aro &ads above ox balow Biate's dotormine
ation of valua,

e 21) offcxs to scttla are in accordunca with Stata‘.
dstormination of valua,

t! Fon ruarosac or Ti12 TARLE, A FAOPERTY Wil PPURCHASED™ 1F AQRCEMENT WAS REACHED ON PRICE BLFORE AKY JUDICIAL

- Weniesiee———
FRAOCELA I NG WAS INATITHYED.

2’ Heans Srare Hoguway DeraRTHENT REVEEWING APPAAISEA'S CEYERMINATIONS OF VALNE OF REAL PROPEATY ACGUIRED.

-

3{ ENCi.OES ORLY ACQUISITIONS OF FEE TITUE AND PERMANENT NIGHWAY NIQWT=DPeWAY EABEMENTS
L]




HUDGET DUREAD AsemOvaL NO, 4i=0AZD CKPIRES Y=du=b4

OxcTyue Foop [vo romeLy WiTH CONGAZ$HIDKAL AEQUEST) B. 5. DEPARTHENT OF COMMERCE
Rﬁ*“ 39-Gi=ol0i - Buseiu or Pustio Roans
TABLE ¥ « REAL PROPERTY ACQUISITION FOR [NTERSTATE HIGH®AY PROJECTS DURING THE PERIOD JULY i, 1862
THROUGH OECEMBER 31, 1463, SHOWING THE PROPORTION OF CONDEMNATIONS AND RELATED CHARACTERISTICS

.

STATE NAME . SALIFORNE

TiILE HURBER PERCENT AMDUNT

.

J. ToraL wuMses OF OWNERSHIFS ACQUIRED tk WHOLE OR I% PART BY
PURCHASE DA CONDIMAATION "e*srvinstnnanrnnsrnarsdbbagibnssbaasnts

520

2. LOMDEMWATIONS THAT HAD BEEH SETTLED, THIED OR WEE: PEXDING 1N
JUDIGEAL PRGCEEDINGS 48 oF Decemaen 31, 1963

.‘. TGT‘L HUmEﬂ ’n. THE aluur-ltt.ll.‘.l.ll.....""ll‘i.-I-.ll."

| Iﬂrll CONDEMNATLONS 1IN THE GROUF AS A FEFCENTAGE OF ALL
OWNERSHIPS ACQIHAED sachesbscansssumarretruintisnotaspansannns

¢, ComoemaaTioNs 1N waica STaTE BETERM!NAT{OE OF VALUE WAS:

{1) ’1m0 OR Ltsa.ll...‘i..l!.lll‘l.n..i!.'...II'DO’..IIO...‘

{2} DTE‘ ’1000..4-;----.--.4-.uIo.-too--c---.---.---o--uctt.-

v. COMDEMNATIONS SETTLED lfa? Decewser 33, 1963

(1) SeTriEn &7 STATE DETEAMINATIONS OF yALUE

{l} HI”ECR LR R AL A L L Ry A R Y S I T IR

(o) PEACENTAGE OF TOTAL NUMBER FOR THE GAOUPeverassessenss

(2) Sevriep asovE STATE DETERAMINATIONS OF vALUE

Oy

(-‘} NIJM!EI LAEE LR LR R R R RN R T R N RN R Y RSN T 0

00

(8) PERCENTAGE OF TOTAL NUMBER FOR THE GROUPoererssnvnnses

{C) PERCENTARE BY WHICH TOTAL SETTLEMEXTS EXCEEDED STATE
DETERAMINATIONS OF YALUEe s sosvmanaarsusssasvttssardnnsssns

£. ConpemmaTioNs TRIED szT'DEchazg 31, 1953

{]} Nn”nEn‘-"-.IlI.lI.t‘Dihth-us-.tDll.‘l.a‘!‘l;w'-i.n‘unt.l

(2] PERCENTAGE OF TOTAL KUMBER FOR THE GROUP.evnsessseassnscas

{3) TOTAL OF STATE CETEMMINATIONS OF VALUEs.aucossvonsesnssnes

{4} TOTAL OF STATE HIGHEST TESTIMONY.rcrsansevonsnavasassansss

(5) TOTAL OF COURT AWARDSasvesesensssrasnnsonnsessassoesansane

{ﬁ} PERCENTAGE Y WHICH TOTAL OF COURT AWARDS EXCEEDED TOTAL
OF STITE DETERMINATIONS OF YALUE rnasvaveasesonsanansaserns

U7} PERCENTAGE 8Y WHiCH TOTAL OF STATZ KIBMEST TESTIHONY
EXCEEDER TOTAL OF STATE PETERMINATIONRS OF YALUE voaonennunn

(ﬂj PEHCEHTI‘E BY WHICH TOTAL OF QOURT AWARBS EXCEEDER TOT#L
- == Q¥ ST‘T{ HIGHEST TEETIMHONY wsvwasopuddunsbnsnsBuiaanisngsn




TaeLe v {eonvinpes | Prae 7 of 2 raaes

LTER HUMAER PERCINT AMQUHT

T

F. CONDEHNATIONS PENDING AS OF Decemsen 31, T863

{1} Hﬂ"ﬁl“-al-.------.;.-‘-a-.n-.fcor-.o-lnnna.o----.nng...g...

{2) PERCENTAGE OF TOTAL NUMBER FOR THE GROUP...vesssesscvssusse

Jo AGMINSSTRATIVE TAKINGS THAT HAD NOT REER INGLUDER (N JUDEGIAL
PAGCEEDINGE A% of DEcemgen 37,7 1063

A HUH&EH---uc.c-.4--‘o---c---..-s--.c--..u.n.o..-ouo.n-oo----.

By AUMINISTRATIVE TAKINGE AB & PEREE#T&HE OF ALl DHH‘EHSHIPB
ACQUIRED - ..

Y L

I_f ALS0 InCLUDES CQRBEHIATIHHS i# WHECH THE 37AT£ ACGEPTS AR AWARE OF CONMIISEGHENS, BOARD OF APPRALSERS, 'tTO‘t.
HHE! IT HAB THE RIGHT Yo IPPEAR li.'lE HD!D' TO THE COuRY ﬁﬂ l JUH? TRHL: : : -

3

Zf htcuwn ONLY THOSE uoun:unnlota WHEGK WERE BAOUGHT TO TRIAL BEFORE A JUGGE, “JUNY, COMMISIION, ETC., GF FNL™
_TYPE WHEAE ANY APPEAL Noul.o -BE_MADE TO AN IAPPELLATE COURT [N THE BAME MANNER AR ANY n‘ruu Siviv g {nov ¥

i for vt} I

R RN




: : fuoser Buncau Arprovae No. §1-6426 cxringa 9:-30-54
ONE<TiMe FoAM (RCS 39-01-5{(07}; HoSe DEFARTMENT OF CEMHLRCE Burcay or Fustic Rouns

"TABLE ¥1_o FANILIES AND INDIVIOUALS, BUSINESSES, FARM GPERATIONS, AND NONPROF T ORGAMIZATIONS EXPECTED 10 BE
DiSPLACED I/ BY REAL PROPERTY ACQUESITION FOR FECERAL-AZD t11GHNAY PROJECTS FRON JULY 1, 1964 THROUGH JUNE 30, 1972
STATE WAME

L

L GALITPORUALASL

PRINARY
SIIEH

ITER SECONDARY 107AL

1. Famivies i AND [BDIVIBDALS

A, Unsan Areas

(l) Owwens TNy I ﬁ‘ l.‘,: 6.413 . dgz 15.930
[2) NonowNeRS PRSI RN NS TR NA NG SRR RN RE S . G";:t} 3. 327 85 Q’Ml

. (3] Tﬂ'rll.-u-lno.--iclloollalonnuoq.n-onn;c_v;--

B. Ruaar Areas 3

(3) OMMERS srverersrcorsrnrisersisnarsncrneses 1,617 713 404 2,734

{2) NOXOWNERS evuvsneussnsorsneranrasnracnses 1,335 370 34 1,529

(3) ToTaL wreveinvintcnnsniiiininesionsennn. 2,752 1,353 L0 4,323
Ce AL Aneas

(1) ONMERS coerarnirarnnenisroniainniceannnee | 17, 703 7.126 57 13,714

(2) NoWOWNERS wavrsunearinanecranisnasnneraens | rlg 3,657 169 11,430

(3} TQTRL ey mmmIInInImMm I

10,245 15,523 75 33,144

2. ESTIMATEC AVERAGE DISPLAGEMERT OF FAMILEES AND _
g — “F ?('4’
INgIVIBUALS PER YEAR For THE B yEans LR A .. L], I B

3, Busincsses (OTHER THAN FARMS) AND NOWPROFIT

| __ONGANIZATIONS
A, Ursan Aress

-
gy 3

7603

(I} &"NERS or Reat P!DP{ITV T I TR ILI Y LNY 61? 541? 11 1‘ 175
(2) NoNowNERS L T 3?3 333 4 ?1-5
{3} TOTAL sesnesnvonsncsssrnvosaranssansanrnss 9{23 Ic-o 15 1‘853

B. Rumar Angas

(1) Owners oF REAL PROPERTY vveevavensosansns i0% 97 &0 «Gh

{2) NONOWNERS vecicrrarioresnrrecccncsnnsnnss 67 59 25 151

(3) TOTAL rasavernrasasensorssonniosassnsares % 1Ls £ 417
C. A Antas st

(1) OwaEns o ReAL PROPEATY oervesreossessens 755 G4 2 | Ll

(comeieTe mevense s10e)



FAGE ¢ OF 2 ba3es

TABLE Vi {EGSTI 3110 ,f

Aergerrm—
HORPROFIT ORGAMEZATIONS PER YEAR FOR THE B YEans

Al D

{2} NOMOWNEAS svecvnsncnssarsesrosaanrsnnarnaes 445 352 29 866

(3) TOTAL servrentcrnnecsennosnntnorennnsrannn 1,171 1,036 100 2,307

A+ LSTIMATED AVERAGE 01SPLACEMENT OF BUSINESSES AAD 146 129 13 288

Se Fanm DrEmations

Tie 8 veans

38--

L DHHEII OfEﬂlTE' I L I YT 1?6 123 23 322"‘

8. Nolﬂ:ﬂl[l Grenaten L L L R N T T 12'9 82 12 - 223

C. Torl.t e R R 3058 - 205 35 545
§. ESTIMATED AvERAGL WuMRER OF FARBHI PER YEAR FOA 26 N g Lt ‘a8

NERARKY:

y INCLUDES FAMILIES AND 1NDIVIDUALS TO BE DISPLACED FROK FARM AKD WON-FARM OWELLINGS,

y ’QLL LAWFUL OGGUPANTS CAUSED TO MOVE {ucumna FARM QPERATOAS LNCURRING EXPENSES IN _lilﬁ.lilﬂli PERIAGUAAL PIOP[IT!’}
REGARDLESS OF TIME. L L :
_Zj FOR THE PuRPOSE OF THiS TABLE "FAMILY" HEANS TWO OGN MOAE PERSONI LIVING TOGETNER IN THE SAME BWELLING,




(ﬁt's 39.05<5(01)) Hupset Gukeau APprovar No. 4i-0623 exrFiREs 3=50.04

JOkt=Tine Fonn U.S. OEPARTHENT OF COMRERCE - Duacau of Pustic Roass BTATE
 TABLE YII « FANILIES AND INDIYIDUALS BISPLACED Y/ BY FEDERAL-ALD PROJECTS DURING THE CALITOANIA
PERIOD OCT. 23, 1962 THROUGH WAR, 37, 1954, AND KUMBER RECEIVING HOVING EXPENSE PAYHINTS el

| TEX IKTERSTATE] PRIMARY  SECONOARY | TOTAL URBAN RURAL TOTAL

L)

Lo FaMivics Ap INDIVIOUALS DISPLASED FROH
Octomen 23, 1962 vnaousx Mamca 37,1964 °F

Ae DH“E!S:-.--.--.-.-ioc»o‘---qc-caccu

. HG.WIERS---!;...-#u-a.nn-t---uoo--

¢, Numaca (ownemS A0 WONOKMERS)...(..

1% PEICEﬁTlBE-a-.ocs-q-ao...-.t---.---

2. FAMILIES AND SNDIVIDUALS FOR wWnOM STATef
LAW Dip KOT PEAMIT FAYMENT OF MOVING

“ m“!laili..i.'.l.‘l...ﬁl.'..'l'.l.‘

. HGHW"EISOOI.-!I.l.'.l'l.!..llt-IIl

€. Humaen (OWNEAS AND NOROWNERS feyyeen

Be PERCENTAGE s esnosrsroransrnnsnaans 4 pd 4 ioo % 1 y 1008
b.‘mecs AND INDIVIDUALS RECEIYING

MOYING EXPENSE PAYMENTS OR mviy ’
CLalms 1k Process ok Mancy 31, §5$

*u 0"'!.5.l‘l'.ll.'!l'l"...llI.DlI‘ll - ﬂg ;:‘l‘ 15:-‘1 :'m

Be NOROWRERSr conncesnessanprconannnnase

e Numare (OWMEAS ANG NONOWKERD)isones

Du PERCEHTAGE<rsvoaasascaussosrrcanges 1 ’ ; 10 ; - ’ 1 ‘m;

o FAMILIES AXD ZNDIVEODALS THAT HAD NOT

::I:I*E'I:m¥§gi COST PAYMEETS 48 OF

Ae [}SPLACEES WITH TIME TO FILE A%
nf Hancw Ji, 1964

(I) G“HE!S---.-..a---t-c-nnuvocsooo ﬂf T ""E'L m

{2} HONOWEEA . cearsnetnasresreannes

(3) Nomsce (owuers anp wowowNER3). .

{4) PEMCENTABE.versonssvaresnsacann | 4 4 41 w08 4 £ 100%

B. (ISPLACEES FON WHOM TIME TO EILE
uAD pa3sEp oy Maack 31, 1964

{1} OHIEI'D----UQQ--v-o-c--ulaouuo- R[_i': M?an

(2} KONOWNERSe e svcrsersnasnsransane

{3) Nurmsea {ownER3 anp wowoMNERS). .

{4) PERCENTAGE acvencasesnserssnss £ yd 21 00 £ 4 4 100%

1/IncLUBES ALL FAMILIES & JMDIVIOUALD, LAWFILLY OCCEPYING FARM § NOMFARK DWILLINGS, CAUSES TO MOVE AY & PROJ., REGAMD
Tess oF TEnukEs Foa PUAFOBRE ©F THIS TABLE, “FAMILY" McAKS 2 OR WONE PEASONR LIVING TOQETAER IN 3AME SWELLING ¥NiT.




RS 39-03.5(0T))

Buoser Dunzay Arrnovac No. 41-6426 exeimgn Da30-64

NETIME FORM

rl" TE NANE

Uo 5. DEPARTMLHT OF LOBMERCE

TARE VEIT - BUSINESSES (OTHER THAX FARMS) AND NONPROFIT ORGAMIZATIONS DiSPLACED -l—lB‘l' FEDERAL-AID
gé%ﬁ;‘ﬂ PROJECTS BURING THE PERiIgll OCi. 23. 1962 THROUGH MAR, 31, 1964, AKD HUMBER
NG MDY ING EXPENSE PAVHEN

Buncau of PusLic RoAos

CALIPFORIUI A

TeH

INTER-
“STAIE

PRIMARY

SECOND-
ARY

TOTAL

URBAN

RURAL

TOTAL

fi+ DISPLACED FRON $0-23-52 THROUGH 3-i-64:

A, OMNERS OF BEAL PROPERYY.esesesvassssn

110

8- Hﬂm'l.'--ua-c--n-'.ucuto---co.---o

67

C. TOTAL {owwens ARD NOBOMMEAS Jesaesore

177

DI- FEIGEI"‘E- beasnbannsasastbasaibnany

ast

100§

OF NOVING EXPENSE:

2. FOR ¥HOM STATE LAW DID NOT PERMIT PAYMEN]

Ao OWNERS OF KEAL PROPERTY.reeervsesas

ete )

B HONOWNERSassnssusensuasanseasoncans

C. TOTAL (owxeas AkD NONOWKERS)eusess

b PEIGEIT‘EE-.nc-.t-gtna ceBhETsEREERY

100 §

100§ .7

3. THISE RECEIVING HOVIHE EXPENSE PAYHENTS
OR HAVING CLAINS IN PROCESS ON 3-31-64:

A, DWuERS OF REAL PAOPERTYsueennusasas

25 B

AYFERD |

AL

8. Hum“"s‘.-l sukssssn bbb dbadbadan

C. TOTAL {owMEXS AND NOMOWNERS Jevovees

ﬂl PERGEHT*BE.;....-... CRASISRREOE RSN

100 ¢

1008 __

4o THOSE THAT HAD NDT CLAIMED MOViNG COST
PAYHENIS AS OF 3.31-64:

FSPLACEES WITH TIME T0 FILE &S 0F J-3]-bi:
A UWNERS OF REAL PROPEATYsvavwsuanpes

BO muﬂuntnsioot‘ocolto-o-n‘!o't.l..wt

W ADRLI

A3IE

C. TOTAL (owNERS AND EONOWNENS}u.ovsese

Du PERCEHT‘.EE..-.- IR SRSV RE NS

i ¥

1003

F&PLACEES FON WHOM TIME TO FILE HAR PFASSED:

A, OMNERS OF REAL PRGPERTYesuvssvssnsns

a. HG.W'EI&...!D.itococ-.t-.nluuden-

"~

I APRLI

Co TOTAL {owNghS AND MONOWREAS)esssoas

d. Ptﬂulflﬁitl-olnnnanooooa XYTTErYY ™

4

;

5

0o $

1003

-l, ALL LANFUL OCCUPANTE GAVBED TO MOVE BY A FROJECT, BCRARBLEDS OF TENUAL.




(RCS 35.01-5/0T))

ONEZTIHE FORF
TABLE 1X -~ FARM OPERATIONS DISPLACED

'}J. Fa ﬂEPA‘HMLN" {]F CﬂH!‘lEREE
=" BY FEDERAL-A{D HiGHNAY PROJECTS DURING THE PERIGO OLT. 23, 1962,
THROUGH KAR. 31, 1364, AND WOYING EXPENSE PAYMEWTS 7O GPERATORS

Buua;r Buneay APPro¥aL ho. 4i=<DAZD ExriInes 9-3!}-51

Bunesv or Pusic Roses

STATE WAME CALXYT

o I

WIA

HEM

INTERSTATE

PRIHARY

SECONDARY

T0TAL

i« DISPLACED FRON 10-23.62 THROUGH 3-3i-64:

A, Dween orEmates

ESAFES daMuBatdipriRrdriasdbnniinsaanse

L)
"

B- HUMIEa OPERATED wvesvmecrnnransrnsrnranassrrnsns

18 ]
LY

39

C. TOTAL (QUHEH AND ID“QHIER] YL TP YT P Ry TP ¥

93_

D. PEECEIT!GE IR AR RN R RS R R I R R N R Y]

& B

@ O IN

100%

2. FOR WHICH STATE LAW DiD HOT PERMIT PAYMENT OF
ROVING EXPENSES:

‘J GHHEI DPERATED covosvesavscennsnvnresnnesnersrsanen

IRV orchayid Lo

Bo Ho.ﬁ““fl OPERATED evsnearsasssasusasssasnasnsspnne

C. TOTAL (OMNER AND NOBONNER) <ssevsvenrsosens P

n PERSE.T“GE (LR AR R LA NI R R R Y L A P L RS IR Y]

100f

J. IN WHiCH OPERATORS RECEIVED NOYING EXPENSE PAYMERIS OR
HAD CLAINS {N PROCESS DX 3-31.b4:

Ae DMNER GPENATED covearvecssssnocrsrascencrsrsessaes

200

Sl g,

B

B. Ho“mt‘ OPFERATED goncuvecaanssosntenonvessrbcessse

C- IGIAL (waﬁﬂ AND IO.W"E!} srsfsicasedbmgatrani i

& PEIﬂEITlEE aatbessnbianenn

SRR PN NS NAP RIS YRR RN AR

1008

4. |K WHICH OPERATOR HAD NOT CLAIMED MOVING EXPENSE
AS OF 3.31.64:

OPERATURS WiTH TIkE TO FILE AS OF 3.31-64:

L &I‘"EI o'ER“T‘n ShdsdddibsnbagEaNsstm N s ie AR

oo /4

ZPPLICAILS

B. HG!WIEB 0'5!&1’53 I T T I I

L. TOTAL (OWKEA AMD NONOWKER) avorseossearmasesasscass

0- PERCEITAGE AT IE I IR VNSNSl bo e Bt andad gty

100%

IOPERATORS FOR WHOM TIME TO FILE HAD PASSED:

‘. GHIEI QFERATED BESEE AR ERAG N e R G IRV 2RSSR AR NN AR

BUT RPPLICADS

&1

8-. Hﬂmﬁﬁ! OPERATED sauncnssnounnanbasnsbnnsssnsasussn

c. TDTAL (oH*E' AMD IGRIJHIIEI} Chem AR AN AP A CE B L r RS

D. PE““'?“E LA ittt i Al bt AL L L L LI )

i

:

3

1003

N'Fﬂl PURPORER OF YHIS TASLE, FARM QPERATION WAS QISPLACED IF UAIT WAS ELIMINATED ON OPERATOR WAL CAUSES TO 1NCUA

"CEXPENBEE IN MOYING DA REALIGNING PEASONAL PADPEATY, REQAROLEZE GF TEMURE.




Buvary Bumesu Arrnoyar Mo,
o U,S. DEPARTHENT OF COMMERCE

» 416428 £xpimeg 9.30-54

ﬁm.rms Fum_(_CS 39-a|.s(ur}J (10 coursy w/cona, xeq.) . ) STATE KAMe
. . A
[ TABLE X - RELGCATION ADVISORY SERVICES Tu FAKILIES A0 WOIVIDUALS 0ISPLACE V8 Frogmatp  Bureas or Pusvic Rouos _ '
" MIGHWAY PROJECTS DURING THE PERIO0 OCTOBER 23, 1962 THROUGH MARCH 31, 1964, AND VALUE AND CALIFONAIA
RENTAL CHARACTERISTICS OF OAELLINGS OCCYPIED o
ITERS AR SM RuRAL AREAS  aotal ALl AREAS TOLaY
: ‘ Ounens Nowswnsrs | sheomfpermy Quncps Nowownens | *hvrefraewe Ownzng Hoygwneng | *Atr~frrerve
« TOTAL FAMILIES aNo ledavipuars PR - cEAck SERR W L b E s e i o \noy

fiseLacsn Quarns tris Penioo

-+ &e Humagn

b 7 B8 o - B i e .._..._......-._-..-.u.-..u._

2. §TaTE HigHay Bennm&m POLIGY .

T b3 TO ADVISE DISPLAGGES OF THE
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(2) PERCENTAGE QF TOTAL
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U, 5. OEPARINENT OF COMMERCE

TABLE X1 =~ RELOCATION AND TERNINATION UF BUS.KESSES {OFHER THAN FARMS) DISPLACED -!ST FLOERAL-ATD HIGHHAY
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C. TBTAL (ouuens AND unuouuzns)‘;;;;;;;.;:;; piie s

B. Psnc:atnns or TUT&L BlSPLACEB A PR SRR

g

--..{ bompLETE MEVERSE ou

- —




qasE o Loontinues )

PAGE £ OF L PAGES

{2) MonTuLy Pavments At

ITEM INTERSTAIE PRIKARY SECONDARY I0IAL
4, OISPLACEES REQUESTING RELOCATION AD¥ISORY SERVICES 2 2 0 4
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(C) 3?5 TG 3100..-‘-0-0--.1--5-.--0t-outtn 1‘; 21 1 5 . 19 i 3 19 : 22 20 :
(0} 5107 10 B150usceresnsncnrnccavasnnanes g 1124 4 1154 4 {ass! 16 g
(E} 315] TO szmooo.tc.oott.ols-csoa--al.- Q 13 ? 3 ll ? 1 G 1‘ 13 12 5
(F} Bome 7aan §200.cvecensrennnsrirnnaeses s 55 4 7 20 4 2 12 4 33! 30¢

f Asga P
8. For Sciecren Bumai Asea ProJecTs 5 an 5 5 4 1 wil 1

(2} Montwiy Pavments am

(A) 850 o Lessiareerrnrecnirveniissenenn b 5 L opn o = 40 1 0 ofl ¢ | 36f
(8) 351 70 $75eveiiviiinerinnsrisninnee | 5 1 g 4 od o ! ofl o o}
(C) §76 16 §100u.ceseisuciracisernenneef 3 1254 32 l208 o cil 21 8¢
(0} $101 70 $150eeererceneinenosrsneeaee | o L eg 2l 1 {208 o0 | 0% 3| 299
{E} 3753 70 §200.uuneruerescncaonassannnne G c il o 0‘ 4 1 {1co%l 1 10 %
(F) Home Tuan 5200.cerevmcessnssuneannenss | g o 1124 0o 0f 1] 110f
1TEH M)
8, OOES STATE PROVIDE ADYISORY SERVICES FOR DISPLACED BUSINESSES?
9. (GES STATE ADGVISE BUSINESSES OF AYAILABILITY OF RELOCATION ADVISORY SERVICE BY:. AR

1- LETTE“? (R LN ARy R N R N LRI R EE SR L R SN L R R E RN Y R R AL R RS EE IR E RS RS ST LY )

a‘ PER;“I“ ?IS‘T ro Dl S'L‘GEE? t..l...U.l..o...CDOOOOEOIOOCQIO.‘U..;.i.l...DIC....C...‘.....‘...‘

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 XII ~- MOVIEG DXFELSE PAYMEHIS TO DISPLACEES OF FEDERAL-AID
HIGHWAY PROJECTS DURING THE PERIOD OCTOBER 23, 1962
THROUGH MARCH 31, 1964

CALIFORINIA ~ HO PAYMENT MADE

TABLE XIII -- STATE HIGHWAY DEPABTMENT POLICIES O} PAYMENT OF
MOVIIG EXPENSES TCO DISPLACEES OF FEDERAL-AID
HIGHWAY PROJECTS, AS OF MARCH 31, 196h

CALIFORNIA - HO PAYMENT MADE



TABLE XV -- SIZE OF MOVIKG EXPEINSE PAYMEETS, TO PERSONS DISPLACED
FOR SELECTED II'TERSTATE HIGHWAY PROJECTS DURING THE
PERIOD OCT, 23, 1962 THRCUGH MAR. 31, 1964

CALIFORNIA - KO PAYMENT MADE

TABELE XVI -~ COMPARISON OF RELOCATION ASSISTANCE COSTS AND OTHER
HIGHWAY CONSTRUCTION COSTS FOR SELECTED INTERSTATE
AND PRIMARY HIGHWAY PROJECTS DURING THE PERIOD
OCTOBER 23, 1962 THROUGH MARCH 31, 196k

CALTFORNIA - NO PAYMERT MADE
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and also mailed or deliverod personally priox to tha inspote
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REQUEREMENT, i ’ B o o
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U. S. CEPARIWLAT OF COMMERCE
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pAE-TIME Fonm {TO oMLY WiTA GOMERLsEiomsL AEQEENT) U. 5. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
{RCS 35.B08.5 {07V SURTLY ¢ Postic REASS

TABLE | o= REAL PROPERTY ACHUISITION FOR INTERSTATE, PRINARY AND SECONOARY FEOERAL-AID
HIGHNAY PROJECTS FROW JULY t, 1962, ¥17H PROJECTIONS THROUGH JUNE 3O, 1972

ITATL si *National Summary

INTERSTATE PRIKARY SCCONDARY GRANG
TTEN SYSTEM SYSTER SYSTEN TGTALS TOIAL

le Atagaag ""!lﬂltlll (1] rovs
Tul«B2 14 §.30-64:

LY I ’ 2
WEAN AREAD = asvevevcunencess 38,964.7 16,0468.3 3,412.3 58,425 .3F

41

8. Romm AREAS uanveavodbnsnnstnus 1994429-1 110.679.1 103 saz :

C Bovh ameAd cecucereosnnnannsne | 338 9938 | 126,727.4 { 107,294.6

2. Acnease -I-?;n BT ACQEIRED FROM
Telabd 18 BL30-72:

2‘; L
Av URGAR ARZLS ™ sercusnsrvorssnns 92,701‘1 79,152.& 16.962.? 179 ,515.{5 -

Be RUMAL ARENS cuverenrenacsasnnan } 644 852.6 | 459,783.7 | 408,498.7 [1,513,135.0

€. Pove ancas R L L T P T P PPy 737,553.7 529‘936 : &22 461,84 |

. TovaL acapaar 2 acouingy ox 1o
ot AQRIRER Faon Tal-57 yo

Buda T2 T T T L Ty T e e 975 ,94?.5 65'5,_653.?

o EBYrAvEe AvENsGE AUREASE TO 88
mmln l‘sl YEAR FOR THE
T

mALKERS 194.2 66,262.0

* Arkansas repottad deta not svailable, ; )
*% Alaska and Puarto Rico have no Interstate Higiway Eyiten.

532,756.0

If INELUBEE OALY ACQBISITIONS OF SR TITLLA AN PEMNAREST BIOIWAY RUANY-OFealaY ulnlln. o
2! Ao seeims 10 20 G55, '
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ONE=VIMt FORR

U.5. DEFARTMENT OF CONMERLE
TABLE If <~ REAL PROPERTY DWMERSHIPS ACHUIRED FOR INTERSTATE, PRINARY AND SECOMOARY FEDERAL-ATD
RIGHWAY PROJECTS FRON JULY !, 1562, 8iTH PROJECTIONS THAGUGH JUME 30, 1972

SURCAR OF PHALEC mOaRd

ATATE whN
National Summary
INTERSTAIE PR INARY SECORDAR Y
HIEK SYSEER . SIS _SISIEN T0TAL
1, DwsrmaniPs ACQUIATY FROM
To1.62 vo 6-30.04:
“o Unann Iltll(mmu_] LI LTI T 140.061 2?.5?2 a.&:.
L TF EaTisaTEn #racEnTARE OF rovaL 1
TanINGy . 63,3 % 61,3% 20,4
1€ EATYMATED PENCENTASE OF PAATHAL
Tani ma3 36.1% 58,75 19.6%
B Rsst anedd {RUMIER)eroreiseecucssnean 29 §7% 45,727 63.099
(7)) Eavisares rencenvase or TovAL i
TRAINGH 11, 5% x 6.1‘ 1 1] 4
{1) Esroraren pencentans oF Fxatim
TAKINGS 88.5 d 5‘3.3’ 9.0 f
L ALl aneas (l‘lﬂlll;------ooo-tonu.-co- ] 69.&8‘4 73,299 72 044
(1) EsTiouTes reaceaTaae oF TOTAL
TFAKIRGS &},3‘ 12,&" r :
(2) ESTimaTes sERCERTARE OF PANTIAL
TAKIRES 8.1 $ ﬂﬂ.ﬁ‘ 92.2 $
2. Owsrndnirs 70 a2 ASQUIRLS Fagm
1-1.64 7o 6.30.72:
A Unean axeas (WoMaER)..verisesasranener | 167,628 136,892
- V) Espimatee PERCERTARE OF TOTAL
TATINGY &4, 0 $ f.l@,?I
(Z} ESTIMATER PEACENTARE OF PRATEAL
TANI B3 36.0‘ 53.35'
B Rumai aneas (HUMER} oovurinenyserunen 93,752 223,697
{1} ESTImaTEN PERCENTASE OF TOTAL
TAKINES 1h,.8 3 5.7‘
Z) Eamimateo rencontase oF Parting ‘
TARINGS 85,2 94.2‘
C¢ At A“lS[IHER). tastvasraberurantas 2w M 328 791 gﬁg aﬁz - 4
1T Ea11/MATEN FEREENYAGE OF TOTAL e
TAK} NS Lk g.’ 1?.3’ 4.1’
{£] ESTINATES PERCERTAGE OF PARTIAL
TAKLREY 53 §’ §2.7‘ 25.9’
3. TozaL owxrsamrss acQuiNes, o8 TO i .
acquiare Faon 7a1-62 18 6.30.72.
{nomsen) 331,064 439,888 ‘ 400,337 L.121.289 1
de ESTIoUTER AVERAGE OWNERSRIPR TO BE
SCONIRED PER TEAR FOR AEMAINGNG .
§ veans, 32,673 | 45,824 | 41,037 W64 §

_l_! Incusens TAKSRGS 6F PEL TUTLE ARR PEAMANENT NHANWAY LANIMENTR OTER EETIRL SWNERENIFG
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U.5, DEPARTMENT OF (DRKERCE
TABLE If « REAL PROPERTY DNRERSHIPS ACHUIRED FOR INTERSTAIE, PRIRARY AMD SECOMOARY FEDERAL-A|D
HiGHWAY PROJECES FRON JULY I, 1962, WiTH PROJECTIONS THROUGH JUNE 30, 1972

SUALAE OF FUALIC ROAGE

FITATE Ay

Hational Sumnary
INTERSTATE PRIKARY SECONBARY
LTER SISTEA SISIEK SISIER 10TAL
1. Dwsenanirs ACquinee raom
TelobZ ro 63004
“‘ Uanax ll’t“{l“ll} BEALSER RN _{t_g.ﬂﬁl 27.521 B. a:
I RavanaTer reaceaTian oF PaTaL 1 -
TARENGS . 53__21 41,3 % 20.4 %
R} LITAMATED PERCENTANE OF PARTHAL
TAKImGs 36.7% 59,7% 79.6%
Be Rumar aafas (ROMIER)venrcroressnsanans 29,623 45.727 63,099
(F) Evvimatee rencenvage oF ToTiL '
TAKINGE 1l.5 % l’;i.k;i':‘I 6.0 4
{2 Estirureo PeacenTate oF FaNFom
TAKINGY B&. 5 L 9.8 L 94,0 :
C A AREAS (lmu3.....-."“"--“-“ 69-&&&_ 73.20G ?2LM
(1) Estontes rexceatase ar vovaL _
TAKI NG S §1-3‘ _19.4’ ?-ﬂ‘
(Z) ESTimaTes PERCCRTIGE OF PARTIAL
FAK)X63 : 58,17 $ J&.ﬁ‘ 92,2 %
2+ Ownrasmirs T2 pr ACQUERES FROM
T-1-54 10 ﬁ..a!zgn: SO RS EHERIH O GO |
‘. ul'll AREAD ['“")lc.-.lot.-.l.t"il lﬁt §2ﬁ i!élﬁﬂz 26.37 340.36?
.V ) Esmimaten rEncratace oF TeTaL
TARINGE bl O 5
(2] LSTIRATES PERCERTARE OF PARTING
TAKINGY 36,0 $
& RukaL AREAY {Illmi’}---.«...-voonvto- 93.722
(1) EsTinnTEs FERCENTAGE OF TOTAL
TAKINGS ih.8 3
{2) EATIMATED PEACEATAGE OF PARYIAL < g
TAR | NGE 85,2 97,3
€ Ao 2aEas{nmEn)e ceriariorercannsens 261,360 366,539 128 793
U} Lavinares PeRCENTASE 0F TOTM
TAKI 83 48,4 4 17.3’ !
{£) E3TImaTen PERCENTARE OF FAATISL
TAAINGS 5“‘ Ezlz’ 2}.9‘
J. TozaL ownenssrre AcQUIREN, 0R TO NK '
AcQurage raom =152 1o 6.30.72.
fromen) aaLoe | s3s.688 | 400,33 Aazl2es
4o EaTomared avezaet owatasmier 70 ot
ACIDIRES FER YEAA FOR REMAIDING .
9 veass. 32,673 | 43,824 | 81,097 266,610 {
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U, 3, OCPARTALNY OF COMMRCE

TARL (1] -« PAYHERTS OF CORPENSATION FOR RYAL PROPLRTY ACDUIRLO FOR IMIERSTATE, PRINARY ANO SECOMAARY
FEDERAL-AFD HIGHUAY PROJECIS FRAN LY 1, 1962, WITH PRGECTIONS THROUGH JUNE 30, 1972

Ruecey ar Pustoe Reaan

- ————— . — it Y 1

3TANE mane * . NATIOFAL SUMMARIES
ok
1TEN THTERSTATE PRINARY SCCONDART GRAND
SYSIEN SYSTEN SYSTER JOTAL
Io Favenr of coMPERIATIDN FAOM
1. 162 yo0 6.J0.-54:
A, Feormar: 5 : $ L
(l.) “'_!“ i‘g‘ T I Ty YT Y 59"‘?15552 71.893,_225 ‘I‘l?j_sié 67’Lmz)‘nl
(2}' Rusal anras iR Ear e En LR R i A AN AN 235,1’.0_,?68 31,?01;362 9.572,&32 2?1_,5!],792
(3) TOTAL {Borw ANgAS) svraussessssnessesas | 829 6a1,820] 103,594,267] 18 990 108 951,486,519
8, Syave:
(1) Unsan SREAY ouvsnsapbrossannsntenrsonns 61,970 0208 212 532 187 14,245,436 r
(2) RURAL KREXS uvonssnaresrnsirsrmanniacs 24 060, 770{ 155,580,137 46, 717,807 225,338, 714
{3) TOTAL (h‘“‘ ‘ﬁ!ll’ SaNE s CRNESE N AR s ds B4, 030, 790 363.112.32‘! 61 4
C. Frovmai #LU3 STate: ]
ti) Uneanw aneas L L L LI “IL"‘GI,S?I 2“1425.412 23,163,060 969 030 C&d
{_2] RUBM, AREAE \oeurucyesschsaussssnssnnns 254,171,038 187,281,179 56,590, 289 *,M
{3} TETAL (aﬂ" IIEI.S} BERRER NI RPN I R R 915.533.610 471, 706,591 79,753,349 1-“7m
2. PAYmesy OF COMPENIATION ERTIMAFES FOR
T-iebd vo 6-30.72:
A Fongman: $ ¥ ]
('} UNSAR ARERY oygprnvesosntrtssanipnsosya 1,0‘0‘916271560 386,90’!,?&1 . ?711?0‘895 j.‘?‘.los.l’ﬁ
{2) Rumav_aREAS yuoevveressyecsnvsensonenee | 917,971,532) 176.037.646] 62,574,593 1,156,583, 771
(3} TOIAL EB@" llﬁl!}_-l-u.cllitoto-u-u- 3,927,399, 097 562,942 387 mﬂm__ﬁm
B. Svare: . .
(il URadR AREAZ sysuscvvssnsantirsasmsrvncy 326.8"‘5,“9 1,090.403J479 10[18&5,880 l,Sl:E_,_lDLBOS
(3] RURAL AREAY . iunsvuunsnansnsntansssanss 10%, 343 518 757-603-30_9 ....ﬁuﬂuﬂm
{3} TOTAL (Boti AnEAS) vosnsnvesaanresnaass | 426,191,966 |1 878,011,779 361 .046.760] 2, 667,250,503
G FENERAL PLUS STAYE:
(IJ uﬂ'l' ANEAS AL AL R AT IR ISR EEANINT] .336.2?61(”9 11&?7‘313.220 l791615|?75 “.”jj_zos_}m
(2) Rumat amgas ...........................,. 1,019,315,047 ] 963 640,346 311.775.”3L 2,304,732, 466
T_uumum‘ﬂ o T 385, 591 056 12 440,954, 166 501,392 248 7,297,032.670%
» ToTAL GOMFENIATION FON REAL PROPERTY ACGUIALS 4 $ $
on 70 ¢ ACQUINED FROM Jefob? 1o Bad0-72iveans ﬁ,zn,zza,ess 2,912,660, 7570 581,145,597 &, 765,030,020} -~
L. ESTEMAYCE AVERMC PAYMERY DF COMPENSATION PER [ H ] [
YEAN FOR NEMAERIRG B YEARS sonvensiherconass Sﬁﬁ,ﬁﬁajsaz 30511191210‘ 62.5?‘1031 912 242,183
S. Stare Hiamiay DEranTrEsty srmeastiy cLaimey 1] 1] Yes W TES o
FEaEral FARTCCIPATION 32 RISNV=OF-NAY
cesra sunins FY 1964 '
50 a 36 16 |' 28 4

_I_I Jors wey FECLONE AMINIETRATITE 0ONTS OF ACHEISITION OX MELOTATION 00818,  (5ae revarse aide)
* Alaska and Puerto Rico have no Interstate Highway System.

& 10 States reported less tham their pro-xata shars of contributfons from.

Stats funds.




Buosev Bumpas Aremovac No. 41.5426 gxrines 9.30.64

oug-rime coan (ta comrey w/Comen, neg,) B, 5. DEPARINENT OF COMMERCE Buneaw or Pwsrsc Roana
¢RCS 39-01.5 {0T)
TABLE 1¥ o REAL PROPERTY AZQUESITHON FOR FHTERSTATE HIGHEAY PROJECTS OURIRG THE PERIOD JRY 1, 1962
THROUGH DEC, 31, 1963, SHOMING THE PROPORTION GF PURCHASES AND RELAYTED 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

$504,923,223

B PEnCENTAGE 0¥ WMICH TOTAL ANOONY FAIS WAL WORE TEAN
(3) or LEd3 THAW Statels peremsimavion oF wacwme; ...,
{leercase + ron mone, - sox LIS}

(o0 sor unt tais wity}

(‘)E- lelul % WHICK THE WRETEAL OFFEA 'l-. l!" TRAN
s'llu'l BETERMINATION OF VALWE surveuvenanrssvrcansss

(1) PERcEaTsdE OF TOTAL WEMEEN PURCHABED ..vnvossesrase

-(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) Pencentane ar ToTAL Rumeta PURGHASED roverensnssass
2. TOJAL HIMBER OF OWMERSHIPS ACOUIRED 2 iN WHOLE 08 IN PART
BT mm nﬁ m“!{mr’m AR rPas b rdbbdstbbtnradnnibne

AENARKS

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

{2) Total of all percents reported divided by 50. )
{3) Twenty-one States reported no variation from the State's determination of value.
{4) Forty States reported no offer lass than 5Statas's determinstion of value,

{5) Thirty-five Scates reported no purchases below State's deternination of value, -
{6) Maine, Massachusetts, and Ehode Xnlsnd 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 N P




. Bupart RBumesy Aernova No, 416425 cxpracs 9.30-64
OugTire Fo ¢ COMPLY WITH COMERESN]ONAL uwn:t} L.5. CEPARTHENT OF COMMEACE
l& 39-0|-5%ISS Buscae or Pustic Roast

FABLE ¥ - REAL PROPERTY ACQ015I HION FOR INTERSTATE HIGHWAY PROJICTS DURING THE PERIOD JULY 1, 1362
THROUGH OECEMBER 31, 1963, SHONING THE PROPORTION OF COWDEMNATIONS AND RELATED CHARACTERISTICS

ATATE MM
* Hational Summary

THILE KUNBER PERCLNT ARQUMT

1. FoTaL mumesn oF OWREASHEPS ACQUIAED 1N WHOLE OR &4 FAAT oY

i p B e E N RN A NN R A NP AR 6D b b
OEMRATIENE FNAT AR BEEw DETTLED, TAIED OR WRhe PEMDING 1K
JuRiciaL rroCEERIkSS a3 oF Decemare 3, 7963

As ToTl‘ NUMEER fDR1T*E ‘lﬂ‘nf...---q--uu--tiu-t-----.utnot-pgu-.-

0. [OTAL CONDEMNATIONS IN THE GAGEF AS & PENCERTARE oF ALL
CONENSRIPS ACGUIMEN sossearurannnvacsattansninraniscbnnrdntanse

€. Compenmations i WHICH STATE BETERMINATION OF YALYL MAS:

{'J "mﬂ BN LEBRucndennraumovnnionsninvnbntabinsntndbsbansnsn

(2} Qven "mﬂ..uu--........ A rr ANttt nt bbb i At s

be CONNTMUATIONS 3:TTLER 1}" Decemsex 31, 1953

(1) Serriee ay Stare eTenmimatiaws or vaLpe

(l} HIMBEN svsssunnnsncnsa L S T T TY T T T

Hedrick [u) PrRceuzace oF YOTAL WUMBER FOR THE GAOUPsyiosessnares

(2) Serreee anove STATE REYERMINATIONS OF vALUE

{i} Hu’.!! Essblpadrdrabanta l-!.il.-'lluolelttltv'!.ioicl-.ht 3‘52?

{e) PERCENTAGE OF TGTAL BUMBER FOR THE BROUPsav.rerssacses

(c) PemcENTASE »Y WKICH TOTAL JETTLEMENTS EXCEEDED STATE
DETEAMINATIONS OF ¥ALD s cosunorvsmivanusasntsrnnanans

LH

t. CompEmmaTrons Taiep 1{“ Deceveen 31,.1362

(1) NOMBER seasartenncosorsnssinnvannannssare Leaasrtanssaeanay

B (2) Pemcenvase of TOTAL NUMBER FOR THE GR0BP.sucrasteasinsaron

(3) TotaL oF STATE CETERAINATIONS OF YALL..eorcenscssavcrancs 165,339,828

{4) TOTAL OF STATE HIGHEST TESTIMOBYseursenarnsaranssrnronnnes

$67, IM,G?P

§ 87,725,7

(5] TOTAL OF CODT AMARBSanstsrenincunaranansasnansssannsanass

L6) Percentase oY wWHIGH TOTAL OF GOGKT AWARES EXCEEBED TOTAL
aF Srl" FETEAMINATLORS & ME camsacobrabobostosossssonis

ERCENTAGE @Y WRILE TOTAL &F Sravr wiamcsr ;fil'l'lml'l'
CXACEERED TOTAL OF S'l'ﬁ.'r{ OETERMINAYIORS OF YALUE sncvsvinsnr 3 ‘
(3] PERCENTARE §Y WHICK TOTAL OF COBAY AWARRE LXCEEBER TOTML .
oF St BIGNEAT TEITIMONY ssvevapnsttsnendnnstscbibabonsn 31 ‘

Akt e




yaore ¥ (continpen)

Pace 2 or 2 Pairs

ITEX

HUMBER

PERCENT

AROLH T

L #. Comnprnations pencing a2 or Decemser 31, 7363

[l) Nm!.olitilolauninu'c--ld-v.nl.--u-oltp.--tl-tll‘l-.Ollncn

ey (2) PERCENTAGE OF TOTAL SUMEER FOR THE GROUP.esvarascesrssivres

LJ. ADMINISTRATIVE TAKINGS THAT HAD NOT RELX (NCLEOED IN JURICIAL
raocecotnas a3 or Decermen 31, 1563

Ao NUMBENLeuensa PELER R RN ittt s dr it erbatbinre

MIRILITAAYIVE TARINGS AN A FENCENTAGE OF ALL OWNELRMEII PR
AtQuinEo

mian st st}

Tﬂbh “-

h&munn !mhhcd.

* Alacka and Puerto Rico have no Interstate Highway System,
#k  Kentucky, Massachusetts, Oklahoms, Tennessee, Texas, West Virginia and
: Wyoming reported acquisitions differsnt from the totals showa on

Wit Total of percents reported by the Scates dividad by 50.

wht% Ths percentages undar columns 20{1)b snd (2)b, 2E(2) and 2F(2) total 115%.
Ic is obwious that all Steates did not furnieh informacion on the same
basis. Therefors, it was not possible to make djum from the - -

If ALSO IRCLUBES CONDEMNATIONS IN WHICH ¥ME STATE ACCEPTE AN AWARD GF COMMISIIONENY, NOARD OF APPRAIBERE, ETE,
WRER IT MAB THE MIGHT Yo ArPEat ®ac Povo® T0 TNE COURT DA A JURY TAIAL.

z’ IntamoEs ONLY THOSE CONDEMMATIONS WRICH WERE SHOUGNT TO TAIAL JEFORE & JUNQE, JURY, COMMISEION, ETG., &F T
TYPE WHERE ARY APPEAL MOULD AE MADE TO AN APPELLATE COURT IN THE SAME MARNER AN ANY DTHEA Ci¥IL BOIT {m A
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fluscet Bumcay Aremoval Ro, §1-8426 exrenea 5<J0-64

osz-Time Foam LRCS JD-0I-5(07})

U, 5. DEPARTRENT &F COMMLRCE

Bureau or Puaric Ronas

TABLE ¥§ o FANILIES AND IKOIVIDUALS, BUSIRESSES, FARM OPERATIONS, ANG NONPROFIT ORGANIZATIONS EXPECTED 10 BF
GISPLACED Y ar rent PROPERTY ACQUISi TION FOR FEDERAL-AID HIGHWAY PRUJCCIS FROM QLY F, 1954 FHROUGH JUNE JO, 1972

STATE RAME
Mutiooal Sagaeary
{TEN INTERSTALL PR IHARY SECOROARY
: AT SYSICH Sy

1, FamsrLien ) ane InguvibwaLs

A, Uneaw Rapas

T07AL

(I} ml!ll AN AR AN EAR NI P R AR N bk Ga g

85,023 371,222

140,18)

{2} NONOWMERS sesarensqansnussne sabaddrtaanEn

66,510 25,683

95,652

+

[3} tﬂ'l‘l.l-.--nt-----utq-n- IR IR Ry PR N Y ]

161,533

B RumaL Aneas ¥

(,} ml!.s .o-tl-u.---.lolo- BEFYRANAERS R R NS

12,168 14,639

{2’ HONOWPERS 4.nenrasssustonasnrasesccasccnas

D943 5,929

(3] TeyaL NI LI I

24,130

C. Awe Ancas
MMM ALk 3
1 (R R E AR LR E TR IE NS RS PR R RS LR RO N
(7} Benens 112,291 | 55,861 14,832 | 182,884
n AENGAREGE A EA NG P RIS LN O R RE S RNgAR
(2) Boucuntns : 73,452 31,612 6,218 111,282
(3) ToraL L T L L T T TN T PRIy PRy ) 185 65T 87.473 21050 zg; ]Ei i
2. {STIM?EH AVERAGE DISPLACEMENT OF FAMILIEN AMO
INBIVIBUALS PR YEAR fom THE B veaxs 23 305 10,934 2,631 16.771

3. HusrugssEy (OUNER THAR FARNS) ANE ROAPREF(T
. organtzations ¥ :

A, Ursan Angas .
(1) Dwnens oF Rrar PROSERTY cvvreneianansennss §.021 3.919 884 13,824
Iz} "om.tﬁ’ I EIT IS PR PR L RS AR R FRS NN NS TXY N ?AS?S 2‘199 253 10-027

(3} 1“'& L T T N Y R P Y PN Py ]

23

B, RusaL Anrgas

{!} 9\!!&:!3 o REN. Pﬂﬁ’t!rf T s

1,230

A1l

5,665 )

(2) Hﬂ.ﬂu’{lﬂ SesarAsARINrGabaBERN T aR RN LR ST

J68

204

L5112

{3} Tﬂ‘“l. LR e R R R PRSP I L)

Co At Angas

(1) Onnens or Reai PROPERTY susvsrrannaresone

10,231

.




vaste vi {comrenuee)

veae 2 or 7 rages

INITRSTATE PRIRARY SEOOHDRRT
HIEW S5 IEH SYSIEN SYSILK 1oL
{2,} Honowsc as B T T L L T LT T T Y 7,967 5. 139 _QS? 11.514
{3.; ToraL L I 18. 3% 10,327 A 31-[|ﬂﬂ -

do ESTIMATEO AVCAAGE B4 SFLAGEMENT OF BUSINEIAES AND
NONFADFIT DAGAKE ZATIONSE PER YEAR FOR YHE 3 YELRY

%0223

1.290

AG2

5. Famm Dremavions *

A, m.ﬁl Orennveo LR L Ll L P P e P,

dieplacad.

1.553 3,209 1,650
B. Nowowsek (i2gmsvreo L T T R Y 1_:_ﬂ‘7i 1 n!ﬁ :n’
o Iﬂ'ﬂul_ Ly T g R T T p g i:] ) i L 1.6%9
5. ESTIMATED sviNsge WNMMER OF FARME PER YEAK FOWN .
wye B YEans ‘ 518 528 254
REMARKE:

» Idaho did not reaport businesses or farms axpscted to be

.

y InoLOSES FAMILIES ANG FRDIFIBUALS TO O€ FISPLACED FAMN FARN 4D RON.FARW SeLLLImg, )

y ALL LANFUL GCEWFANTE SAMBED TO MOYE (Ilﬂ.“iﬂ FARH OPERATONS (NGBARI M IIPEIKI- IR REAL IGNRNE PLASOAAL 'l.l‘ll‘l"l’}

ACEARPLEDR OF TiING»
y For Tue ruarost oF YWIS TASLE "FAMILY® MEARL TWO €& NORE PERONE LIviNe TOMETHER IW YU SAE BwElLIDS,




C

. [ N P‘Iu.""ll.'.'t‘.lcn.t.ttl.ll'.!'
o TAMILICS AN INDIVIBNALS THAT HAD NOT

{RCS 39-01-5(01)) ~

Buoart Buaeau hrm;u Ho. §1-6425 pxrr1mes 3064

neeTene Form TS, CEFRRTHCRT OF ODARCRCE - Bumean oF Pusgic Rosos

TABLE ¥#1 « FARILIES AND ENOIYIOUALS DISPLACED ¥ BY FENERAL-AID PROJECTS DURING THE
PERHOD OCT. 23, 1962 THROUGH MAR, 27, 1964, AMD NUMBER RECE |VING MOYIMG EXPEMSE PATMERTS

ITATE

Netional Summary

iTER

IKTERSTATE]

PRIMARY

SECONDARY

T0TAL

HATAN

RARAL i FOTAL

Vo Famttics Amd rucivibuars DIarLACEd FND

Qcrosen 23, 1967 ramouen Kancw 31, 1364 4

So Dukeh3ioreesiesnensanniaasaneae 118 000 | 7,236 | 1,368 | 27,502} 21,222| 6,280} 27,502
b HORNAERS.eersanerssvnasnssrenesese [16,135 | 4,340 620 19,095 | 16,896 2,199 19,095
c. Numarn (ewsens swe wonownrssdeo.... 133,035 | 11,574 1,988 46,597 ] 38,118} 8,479 | 46,597
. PORCENTAGE e ciassrrrarenrnesracnnn | 718 58 | 44 0o % g2 % 18% 1061

2, FambLIEN ABC FMDIVIBUALS FOR WHOM STAT

LAW Gl LOT NUET PAYMERTY OF MOYIND
_.umm._tﬁir.mﬁ

20,948

E | M PEI“I"‘E..-..-D.--oc ressaraNERNEAS

s FAMILIES AND IRDIYEDUALS NECE FYENQ

=
MOVERG ERPERAE PAYMENTS OB Yiwd
AM3 iR FR [ 14 BHE
iIB Stateai

| ' m.['!.----o-non-c-o.ol--a--ao-0131 14'5&6 5,122 1’240 20,9&8‘ 16,390 ﬁ,558
it td I YA T 6871 12,944 § 11 4061 1,538 12 944
H L X LR ¥
¢, Huwgen {ownens &ao woxDRxENA} 24,303 28620 1.7271 33892 | 27.796] 6.006 | 33.892
72% 23 % 5% | 1wt | azt 18% 100%

g6 %

A OmERSeoaiearsnenenssancsansasnnnnn 2,200 735 56 2,991 2,513 478 2,991

8, NOROWNEES erisaenrasanciinsnnninnss | 1 459 422 50| 1,971} 1,769 202 1,971

€ Momsen (owmzny AND MONOWREAZ ). .en.e 3,659 1,157 146 4,962 4,282 680 4,962
76 %] 23% a3 £ 00 % 148 100%

AURE] WO COST FATHENTS AB OF
_&ena kil
e [snvLacEes wiTH TiME TO FILE AS

or Nazcw 31, 1964 (19 States)

8. UtaPLAGEES FOR MECH TIME TO FILL

wip, PASSED svilnu 3, (864

(1) OMRERR. s ssuinnesarancsarasannne | g gy5 985 so| 2,252) 1,669f sa3| 2,252
(2) NonoWRERS. cveecamneanansensrcas | 2,171 821 491 3,061} 2,841 200} 3,041
{3) Nemaco (owmens axo wonownens).. | 3 388 | 1,806 99§ 5,293| 4,510 783{ 5,293
(4} PeRCENTARE.sorenssansnsansnncen | 64 5 34 % BANERETE 15§ 100%

(1) OwEnse et eersrietcancsnisnans 119 193 & 316 227 89 316
(2) Momouneasecrersrescarecnsansnns | 124 130 3 257 241 16 257
{3} Kwmen (ownzas ane nosOwRZAR). . 243 323 7 573 468 105 57

(1) Prmcentasternccacrasassnnsones | 42 56 % 2 51 ¢ az ¥ 188 1005

[/ 18GLINES ALL FANILIE® & 1M2IWIRHALT, LAWFWAY OCCYPYIRG FARNN L RONFARM SVELLINGD, GANGES T8 MOTE BY A FHOJy MGMIDe
Trss or Tonsaz, Fon 2onrose or TH18 TAILE, “FamLv" neans 2 08 NORE PEASONS LIVISG TOMCYNER 18 BANE MALLISS BIT.

* Fusber of States robort.ing other then 0 shown in parentheses.




O

RCS 38-04.5(07)}

Beoser Dumesw Aeravvar W, £1-6426 exrracs 93064

DEE-TIME FORW

0. 3. BEPARTHENT OF CORMLREE

TARLE YI11 ~. BUSINESSES (OTHER THAY FARNS) AMD MOSPROF)T BRGAIZATIONS 0!SPRACED By cEdeRaL.a10
EPE};“H‘.T PROJECTS ZURIHE THE PEHfIﬂSﬁ 0CT, 23. 1962 THROUGH MAR. 3i, 1964, AMO NUMBER
LEIX(NG MO IHG EXPENSE PAYHEN

Tonias of Pascec Koras

y ALL LAMFBL OCCUPASTS CAYZZR TO MOVE aY & PROJECT; RESARSLLER OF TLMNERE.

* The oumber of States reporting other than 0 is shown in pareathases.

TAYE RANE
NATIDNAL SUMMARY .
e SRR | PRomARY | SEON0- | py ] uRaay MR | mIA
). BISPLACED FRONM 13.22-52 THRQUGH 3-1.64:
{48 Srates)
Ao DRERS OF BEM. FROPERTYincscoscnseun 1,516 1,130 191 2,837 2,021 Bi6 2,837
B. N.ml!...tnu--ooitnoatilouo--.tlc-- 1'191 497 76 1’?M 1.52“ 245 1‘76L
L. TOTAL {owners ans BOROWREND)usecsres 2,7071 1,627 267 | 4,601 3,545[1,056 4,601
D PIROENTASE varenvnsnrsronrrancnnssns 59 ; 35’ & ; !W‘ 7" 2§ ’m
2. FOR WHOM STATE LA OtD NOT PERMIT PAYKEM !
OF NOYING EXPENSE: (48 States)
A, Ownena oF NEAL PARPERT Y enanneesmnas 1,060 201 168 21029 1,"18 611 2,029
[ R NOROMBERT. snsssnataioanaparasibsans 751 309 56 1.116 354 162 1‘11L§—
C. TOTAL (owmeRs aun WENOWMENE).susasn 1,811 1,110¢ 224 3,145 2,3721 113 3, 145
1R Pll‘[lfi“---'--t-c---a-c-sdua_n---:‘ 58 ‘ 35 ’ ?‘ 190 ’ 75 ‘ 25’ lm
3. THOSE RECEIYING WOVITE DXPENSE PATRERTS
OR HAYING CLAINS 1N PROCESS OX 3.31.64:
(14 States)
Ao DWNERS OF REAL FROFENTYasasrsncosss 180 95 15 260) EV AT g0
Be BONOWNERS. casreusarosanarssnsarenes 1__2._? 72 9 208 171 37 z%_
€. TOTAL {owNEAs Ano NONOWNERS)iecnsss 307 167 24 498 195] 103 49
D, P!*EE'TIGE--O'-l-ou----o--.--.-'t-- 6l 1 ‘34 ’ 5 100 ’ 79 ’ 21‘ ’M ___:
4, THOSE THAT HAD NOT CLAIMEDG ROYMNG CDST +
PAYNENTS AS OF 3.34-64: (11 States)
BISPLACEES wivh Tik To rint A8 of J-31.54:
R UWNERS OF AEAL PAGPERTYesusenrereac 242 193 24 459 338 121 459
8. Ihlﬂilzla.u-.n.-.....u.....-uu 284 - 1}.? 10 3 t}ll Jﬁa &3 m_...
C. TOTAL {omnEmy awo NOROWNENE)..yos.s 576 110 k) 70 7061 164 a7ag |
D. P{Rulf!'i---oncna-cio.-..--tnicuna 60 " 36 ’ : ﬁ’ IOJ S _ﬁl‘ 19‘ Im‘
DISFLACEES FORN WKOM TIME TD FILE MAD PASBED:
A, OWNERS OF BEAL PROPERTYauyp-assesss 31 35 o 66 61 5 56
& IOIDHIEII..........-..........-}..-- 17 20 [+ 37 37 [+] 37
Lo TOTAL (owneRs and AONOWRERD )sreeses 48 55 0 103 98 - 101
& h.ﬁ““f.onc-cooinl-l-li.-cicnt- &7 : 53 ’ 1] 100 ’ _gé’ i‘ ‘m




(RCS 39-01-5{01)}

Bucerr Bunexe Arrmovsr No. 415426 cxrinee 930-64

ONE~THHE FORAK

Ur 5. DEPARINERT OF CORNERCE
TABLE 4K o FARM OPERATIONS O)SPLACED = BY FEDCRAL.AID HIGHYAY PROJECTS DURING THE PERIOD 0C7. 20, 1962,
THROUGH MAR. 31, 1964, AND MOVING EXPENSE PAYNENTS 10 OPCRATORS

Busesv or Pustic Roass

ATATE WA
National Summary
ITEN INTERSTATE PRINARY SEDNOARY TAL
*| i, DISPLACED FRON 10-23.82 THROUGH 3-31-54:(35 States)
Ao OWRER OPERATED suscrcecrenincannntssncnnrsranansse 722 510 159 1,391
8. Namownca orexiven SaaRsRasss T AR SRR pa NNt st 115 132 23 2’0
c. m'ﬂl {““l AlS lﬁlml} MR A E RS r et Ak P o 33? “2 182 1.661
D. Pl'ulf‘.‘ P T Ll L L L T N A Gy 5& 39’ 11‘ IM
#12, FOR 9HICK STATE LAY BID HOT PERNIT PATHENT OF
HOVING EXPENSES: (35 States)
la &lll OPERATED ssvnsvasentounetnsnsbtinpaibsabonsn 3&4 219 u& ﬁas
ﬂ. HOIMEI "{*"" LE P I T L Y PR Y R T XY Ay N L 99 1B 192
L. TOTAL (ownen 440 MONOWNER) crvevsencrseusrnasnases 419 118 144 A81
n. PIRCEITI.E Senanan B RN A LSS A VORI VARSNGB E BN ‘8‘ 3§-$ 16’ lm
*13, N MHICH OPERATORS RECEIVED KOVING EXPENSE PAYMEMIS LR
HAD CLAINS TN PROCESS O 3-31-64: (12 States)
Ao DWNER OPERATED sconsinaresionanrucrssssongesasnnns 21 is 25 81
Be NONOWNER OPERITED sacresversconsrsassnaserannnnnas 6 5 & 15
C. TOTAL (oMMER ARE NONCWRER) cacorsesoscbrracansnrss 27 &0 29 95
0, PERCEUTAGE caveesavuvasucsnsvossssasnansasasnensnn _ Zé “2’ 30’ m .
®[4. IN ¥HiCH OPERATOR HAD NOT CLAMNED MOYING EXPENSE
AS OF 3.31.64; (B States)
|OPERATORS ¥ITH TINE TO FILE AS OF 3.3i.54:
A “!._u. BPEAATED conninmsrotebosnedot rkbenshthsiiihl 36 8 2 “
B. NUMELOPIC.'{' AR RSN RTINS SRR A AN NN ¢ 0 0 0
C. TOIAL [owmen 490 MONOWNEN) soessssersnroussnsnsspss 36 8 Z 46
D. P!lelfll'“! L I I S S YL I I I ?.B‘ 123 5 im‘
[GPERATORS FOR VHON TINE M) FILE HAD PASSEL:
L Ml GFERATEDR EP AR AN B RN SR AR NS IR NSO R B GAa A A 3 0 0 Ln-
8 . Nowowar e OPERATED eowivonusossvrsonensbbninsasnsnans 1] G 0 4]
¢ WAL (nlutl And “mul} I I AT T T PRI T ) 3 0 g —1—
& Fl.ul"l'“l L T L r Y lms B; Q ‘ IM

IIFD! PORFOEES OF THED TASLE, FARM OPERATION WAK SIEPLACER IF DMAT WAS CLININATES 32 OFLAATHA WAb SABME T 1AM

S ERPERBES EN MOYING OF AEALHANEDE PEABBEAL PROFERTY, SEAARBLESE #F TUNRAER.
* Number of States reporting othar than 0 are shown ia parsnthesss.




Bunary Buseay Aprrovu No,

A2 rypimes 82064

One=Time Forw (RCS 30-00-5(0T)) (10 comriy w/cona. mega.)

TABLE X = RELOCATION ADViSORY SERVICES 10 FAMILIES ARD INOIVIDUALS DISPLACER ) BY FEDERAL-ALD
HIGHMAY PROJECTS BURING THE PERIOD OCIOBER 23, 71662 THRQUGH MARCH 31, 1964, AND YALUE AND
RENTAL CHARACTERISTICS OF OMELLINGS OCEUFIELG

.5, DEPARTRCKT OF COMMCRCE
" Burgau or Pusire Reans

STATE AAME

National Surmmary

URBAN ARZAS

RURAL AREAS

ALL AREAS

ITERS

Mwxgps

Nowowwer s

Total Dwez ag

Hayowners

Total

Total

Cwnzes Hou s hERS

1 ToTAL FAMILIES AND INO1vioUALS
frarLacze Duarwa This Peeloo

o R
P Ae IO anesveeverievsereneeeen | 22,362 | 17,2030 39,575 | 6,9341 2,501 9,435 | 29206 ) 19,734 49010
5o PERCEATAIE vencrannisnaccssnnes gy 4 43 % 100§ 73¢ 27 % 100 £ S0t 401t 100 %

. Srare Hiawdar DEPARTHENT POLiY

B3 T& ADYIOE DISPLASEES OF THE

‘V,ll;l!ftlﬂ OF RELOGATION ADYISORY
lglvicl iy

A Letren

R Y TR IRES YR YRR RN )]

Pensans Y1317 15 THE FAMILY
* oK l"ﬂi'f‘nuh:-_/ BEAmaaRREOLERET

f:jvis D 3

ﬁ!ﬁ kdﬂ?i!ﬁﬁl I

QVEE_D g

DrsPLAEEs REQUISTING RILOCATION
ABYES0AY Semvilch

B HEMEES uvcennassscerasnnnnnses

T

LT,

_ 2,603 _%,B15 7,418 943 a6 1,335 3,552 5,201 58,753
. 0. PracExTact 4F TOTAL DISPLAIED,. 35 1 65 100 § Y 26 % 100 ¢ Y 597 1001

4. DiapLASZES RELOCATED TH30UGH

AYYIRORY JEAYIGES

. K

Ao RUMBEN ovrvosvnresersninneenee b 960 | 2.088) 3,041 1 322 110 432 {1,282 2,191

B PERCENTAGE OF TOTaL D13FLALED.. 32 § 68 3 100 ¢ 75% 25 4 100 % 374 637
S, GrSPLACEES AELOCATLD ON Cw m Rt BRI ] BRES Lo

PRITIAYEVE

2. Nungz

MR aavirereresoresenniene 15,071 10,092 25 163 5,412 1.779 7,190 1 20,483 | 131,87F ] . 32.3%
#» PERSERTASL OF TOTAL DI SPLACEL,, 80 1 40 3 100 £ 754 2% 63 % 374 1003

S, DwELLEWZ VAITS FAOY WiIcH 013PLACED)

s Briow §3,000 varue on $50

MOKTHLY WENTAL

"—fn; REVERSE ator)




)

TARLE X (COIT‘IH!D) riage 2 or 2 rases
Ownens Noxowseas Total Owwens Nowownpas Total Owat ny Nowowng s Taral
H [IITEIEREILFY S LANER ]
(1) Kirmen 5,328 | 7610 12,489 ] 2485 ] 1328 | ame3 | 7 s3] 8539 | 16352
2} P VAGES OF TO
@rmeomaesorvom 1o | o518 ! 100f | eas | s6f | 100% | s * | sa* | 100t

on $60 vo $110 mowTHLyY mEWTAL

5. BeTweEn 10,007 1o 312, TO0-vavue §:

(,} NUH’ER Ssmsspbvibnvranvaann

17,781

{2) Pencentage oF ToTML
PISPLACED *seetriavurmurnsss

£84

¢, Over $75,000 vagur on J110
MONTHLY RENTAL

(1) HomeeR o seenereiiranenns

{7) Pencewrace oF TOTAL
BISPLAGED avannorannessanas

7. REPLACIMENT DWCLLING UNETS

A Bo Stare Higaway DeramTrcut
PROCELURES REQUINE TFOLLOW-y2"
To DETEAMINE WHETHER REPLACEMENT
NOUSENG SECUAED €5 BUCTABLE IN
CONDITION ARD FRICE OR BENTAL
Fox oisreacees? 2

fAassamrrrsa

10
YES

T we
42

{7 ves
‘Dno

&7 ves

LT v
4H2

5 s

EJHJ
40

L7 ves
m L1

a YES
7w

Cj-\'ii.
£7 v

ﬁ TES
T

-2/ AxSWEN DALY FOR THE 183)viBUAL 3TATES.

y INCLURET ALY FAMILIES AND PAOIVEOUALS, LAWMFULLY OGCUPYING FARM ANG NONFARM DWELLINGS, CAUSED TO MOYE Y & FROJECT, MEGARDLESS OF YERwAp. Fon Tur
PURPOSE GF THIS TADLE, "FAMILY" MEANS TWD OR HORE PERSCNS LIVING TOGETMER IN THE SAME DWELLIRG DWIT. ’




Buoact Duwriw Aernovs No, #1.6425 exrines 930.64

oxg-rame rokm (RCS 3900500737

U. S. DEPARTHENF OF COMMCRCE

TABLE X1 =~ RELOCATION AKD TERNIRATION OF BUSINESSES (DTHER THAN FARNS) DISPLACED ¥/ BY FEOERAL-ALD HIGHWAY
PROJECTS WAING THE PERIOD OCT. 23, (962 THBOUGH WAR. 31, 1964, AND RELOUATION ADYISORY SERYICE

Buneay or PesLi¢ Koass

STATL MAML
* Notional Suvmmary

{see nevrnse oem)

[

1TER INTERSTATE PR INARY SECONGARY TGTAL
. MOTAL BUSIRESSES [(BTHER THAK FARNS) DISPLACED DURING THE )
PERIDD «ouvuvnsusonansusonaemiusassnsansnaratsmanogannss 2,062 1,587 231% A.884
*- 'Elﬁfl'l‘[ RSB A Rt AN F P LA F SO U RSB I R R PR S SJ’ 41’ 6 ‘ I{m
2. BUSINESSES THAT REESTABLESHED AFTER OFSPLACEMENT:
Unean Angas: .
(TR TRRZRS OF REAL PROPEATY vavrvienunnanannseresasansnsns 630 358 219 1.022
Be HOMOWNERS: civensnvrvancurossasrsnnabitnenrancssarrnersne 455 210 - 1G ﬁzs
C. TOTAL (ownens amp WOROWERE) seerusssrsasnssssssnnarie 1,085 sen 49 1,702
Kumat Amcas: -
.‘4 &fl[ﬂ! oF R[lk PkﬂPEIT'f Saddha o bt b ata bt bip taries % lﬂﬂ__...._...& 318
Be NOWOWNEIRS reusnrnrmrsnninmessosasnsnsntrbatsbstrncasss 4 a6 g AL,
L. TOTAL (owmMERE AND WONOWNERS ) oevresenenvsnnrosanarnns 128 214 £0 LADG
LITE
A, Duweny oF REAL PROPERTY..srcrasennenanssscetsensnansan 124 s538 s L. 1348 .1
B. HONOWMERY touavaviorassbasnsopossussnunassnsacesnannas 489 246 26 7161
C. TOTAL {owweny axo wOROWMENS) ooyiovurisvyesnnssbonesse 1,213 184 309 2406 7
g, PE.C[ITIG{ or TTAL DISPMCEH ShrebadcN NIt bR 53 " é?’ 5 } ‘m‘
J.  BUSINESSES THAT TERMIRATED:
UAnaa ARELSS -
i- m‘.[ﬂ, ﬁr‘RE*‘. PKOPERT" I I A T LT AT R Y ST 128 ?z 6 29-5——-‘
d. Noxowsens P UN NS AT AS N BT s N R F A IR RN i a bt Iy 9 4; é m__,_
C. IUT*L (Wlﬁ!s AND 'UHWN‘E!!} ASE AR Ar A A IR AR A NN 222 llﬁ 10 3‘6
(RuRaLKnEasT
A, Ownens of Reau PROPEATY wivvnssuseserssnenpassanserss 52 94 40 186 .}
B‘ MNQH.E*S Ee g sdrtignuadaptsarabaprisab o dataninapyasy 39 % V 15 ss )
C. TOTAL foMNERS AMO NOROHNERZ) onsssvescosensucannnscns 91 128 55 224 ]
RLL ArEAs:
A, Owiens 0F RESL PROPERTY uovcicusoracuotiopnssinsnsrara 180 166 &6 Aoz
ﬂo uﬂ'oﬂlfﬁ’ BAVEr AT R R AN A YR IR RAE TN E TR R AN O E T 1;3 76 19 m
Go TOTAL {OMMERS AMD WOROWKEME] oveesosrrasensesrsnsnsns 313l 282 £S5 820
& P{ﬁ“l’h‘ or mT*L B*smn L O I T I L L L so _39! 13 ‘1 m
* Pour Statas did not have records to furnish this informatios. . e




_TASLE 2t [congrmuen)

pace 3 or T oramas

[A1%.] IHIERSTATE PRIBARY SECCHOARY JQTAL
>
4. DESPLACEES REQUESTIHG REllﬂl'ANﬂH AV ISORY SERVIES 266 142 4l 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%
1s ggf{ﬁgﬁ:ég:‘%ngﬂlﬂ PAYHERTS BY BUSINESSES AT “H'”Ir::::uu A pz::iu. - rg:z:n KEALER u:::n-
A. Fon Serxcreo Ussaw Ancs Peogcra
(1) Businesses 1n_Sevecres Prosectdyieeseo.en.] 2831 667 1251 29 1 .24 5_1 433 200

[2) Howrmy Parsents ar:

{2) Nowrary Pavmenrs at:

{1} Busiuesses tn Serecteo PROMCTSonnnrsennesd 51 46

{h) ’50 OR LEXSswsncunnrbpurinatessnaninna 33 12; 16 13? G 35 ‘ 55 13 ’
(B} ‘51 To ‘?5-----;ni-a---‘-o-;---.ounont 23 Bi 1# 111 g 8 ; 39 9 1
(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
42 | 384 19| 16%| 1121 1007

{A) 150 OF LESTauisocnemininnstrancrnnsmans 13 254 10 249 1 sH 2 L‘.

(8 451 70 $5ucensenenenensscsrnnnnons b 9] 168 16 | 338 ol ofl 23l 211

{C) 176 10 $100eacsinnsvnsssnirnrionnnnons 7 ui s 124 7! 38l 10| 17%

(0) 4107 10 M50uuseseeneensnssnmsernenoee | 301 298l 5 sl 5| 262 18] 165

(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 1;1

LIER 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




™)

o,

e

wE<TANE FoRN {TO comrLy wicoma. peg. )
5 39.21.5(0T})

B, 5. DEPARTMENT OF OOMMERCE

Boaran

TABLE XUt « HOYING DIPENSE PAYNENTS TO DISPLACEES OF FEDERAL-A)D RIBHWAY PROJECTS DURING THE PERIDD

o7 Posric Reass

| 2} P lI [ TITF I IYITIITFIITIPICTIITIN
{2) Stare

OCIDGER 23, 1962 THROUGH MARCK 1, 1964
F\An WANE
National Sumary
1 TEN ISTERSTATE PRIKARY SECONDARY RIM
lo PAYMENES TO FANILIES AND INDIYIDUALS « (17 Stateq)
L1 Nomagn or Flmﬂl PR AR NN PR AN Eendd 3 026 1 355 98 a‘ ‘7’
et or Pavsenras ‘ R
{i) Froenme
(‘J hllﬁs SRS RIS ESrdRapddanhbnonsEn buy is 260)108 i’ 56'225 ' 3I'Ns Szolm
811 161 1 g

c. “'Enm [W} P*"m! lftltino‘..-oodu..--o.a

# NONPROF T ORGAMIZATIONS - (16 States)

§ 144

(8) PEACEATARE vesnesnsocrarcnrsnssrconens 33s 64 %

\3) Yera, o
{.) &Ll*l' PR RSN AE NN RS AS N nA Pt ' 332’1“ ' 1951“1 ' 9,‘52 ' 537 la?
[l) PeacesTage drstvdsddanstiagtueanssstan _ﬂ&_n—_——ﬂﬂ-——-_—-_m—.——"'

A. Homzen orF lel" saviesepiidptenahiosvatatba

L Avower of Pavenusas
{1) Feoenm

El) hl.ull FESANSR TR AR AN NE S a R YRR bR a S l gs_,saﬁ ‘ w-m ‘ &.128 F 321.162
(l} PEACERTARE seocosnanssannossssaussrses 80,‘ 19; 1‘ Im’ ;

L&) arave :
{"} ML.‘.. ARMLRANRINER PRI NSINENINRNER AN " "3,391 ' 95.921 ' "“2 ‘ 1‘3.?“
(l] PEACEMTABE svsecannscannsessosnitrnsas 30 ‘ &7 ‘ k) ’ m

(4} Toral
(l} DOLLARE sonvnsosnnsrsnraractonsinnsass 2”.925 ’ 55,821 ’ ’. 170
{'} P"“l'l.l IS A IARORIEREEABINGEBEY RS H’A NLH

c‘ "EM [m} leT yt.-tiolounalol-nooolc k 1_,316 ' 1.188 I 509

3. PATRENTS 10 FARNS -(0 States)

WA, Hwmen oF PAYMENTE crarecosanosnssrssannresns

e Mt or Parmeats
{1) Feagnm

{lj Jovcane L T I T

=75

ast i

fl) PERCINTME ssnscanisinsnsnssasatosnsns

282 |

io0f

{oee nevena stee}

__li ToraL soLLAR PaveaTe Fin TRE 'enevs O WiseCatia, SIvIDEE BY TR AWwER PO




Aok Xik {pontimure)

pasz 1 ar 2 rases

1TEd INTERSTATE PRINARY TOTAL
2) S
( J (:; Dot axy Ty m ‘ 1.503 ‘ ?.9?5 l .881 t 111359
[l,’ hl““’“ﬁ PARFAIEN SRR A NS R T O RN 13 ’ ?u 1? ‘ _.m
4] TaTie
{I] Doteans SIS NNLEAESA Rt A s edntb oy ' 5.153 ' 15-329
{ll Purctntrar T, H.LL BIA
& ‘m m} um‘ yt....lnl‘t.lcl!tli.gt ' 5?3 ‘ m

-

"% Numbar of Statss reporting othar than O shown im parentheses.

A TOTAL SBLLAL FAYMIATR POR THR G4SN oF DIBPLACERR, #LTINLE BY YIL BONSLE OF FATILOTR.
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Booger Ownraw Avemovis. Mo, 41-5425 exrenes $-30-64

oscTine Form (10 comery wicom, mea.} U, 5. DEPARTHEMT OF (DHMERCE Buntaw or Fustie Rosas
RCS 39.01.5(0T)}

TABLE XFI ~e STATE HIGHNAY DEPARTHENT POLICIES ON PAYMENT OF MOVING EXFENSES TO DISPLACEES
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.

& hllll'sf. ANS BONPRGFIT ORQANIZATIONS sivenvrnesanenburebsoerdttasnstabaasrosiossiresrsanenenest 15 5 .

€. Famna B T NP PNt RO RO P IR A NS SRR ORI RA R AN AR P U P AR R Rt ISR SN RSN Ao et anbds 14 6°

2, Pavmests 42c JAGE 1F REAL PROPERTY 12 4CQUIRER:

Au BY PORCHABE wuansaurnonensesasnsarantnariosiereassesnnsasnesansbrsessvissstnsnistonansassssrers 19 1
B BY CORPEMNATION sonusninrtanstrtrsbinstesonsnnntdoisotonibitnanionoronsnsnttonsbdnanonsasbesnss 1% 1
el

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

A, ACTuAL EXPERBES DALY I I e 7 13

8. Fixes ravment BUREBULED 00 nnvrmesasnntros st neras b uissat it sosntsarinsssrsnnsrstonsstrarsenssanas 12 8

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

5. Doza &&.TI LAM-PEAMIT ARGPEION OF FEXER PAYTMENT GCHEGULER FOR FAMILIER ill ENBIPIRUME sascosoacnn

NERARK S )
* 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)




~
{‘-m—

TABLE XHEl == Contineep .
kA« Family or Individuail
Haximum . of Stat
300 1
676 i
Actual Cost
- 20
4.8 - Dusipesses
' ximum Bo, of Statep
$ W L
2,000 . 1
3,000 13
25,000 1
Actual Cost 3

Pays families but
not businessea 4]

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 hnn, the full
' term of which is at least 3 rolrl.

]




()

)

Buoact Roxraw Arracvar Moo EE-G6425 exrrnns S-30-64
ommevime roun (ACS 39-01.5(67)} U. S, OEPARTNENT OF COMMERCE Buu;; ar PosLic Roaaa)
TABLE X1¥ == ADNANCE MOTICE, 10 PERSINS DISPLACED 3/ FOR SCEECIED INTERSTATE HiGHWAT PROJCIS 2/ DURING THE
PE;;‘&]B ocl. 7 ", (952 THEOUGH MAR. 31, 1954, OF ™ JTE POSSCSSION OF REAL PROPEREY WOULD 8E
RE HED . . - S LI T T e,

*  RATIONAL SUMMARY

i

ARGUNT OF ADVANCE MGTILE

1 TEN IDENTIFICATION OF HIGHWAY PROJECTS BY| 31 3z ] 80 | #0RE
PROJECT NO. AND MEARBY CITY DAYS OR| 1O . 0 THAN TOEAL
LESS 190 GAYSI79 OAYS I650MIS] | YEAR

Lo INCIYIEUALS ANG FARL.

LIES.

Linwan Angas:
I. U:I[ll revtaabO N hBREy 54 1,15 i,lﬁ 336 30* 3’023
B RONOMNENS o smmseacas ' 60| 829 42 138( 194 1,761
C. TOTAL (owazns an :
NONOMNERS ) 4o, 114 | 1,98% 1,7100 474 503, &,784
E Runay ARzas:
E B;IIEIS SAPEEAEIRERENY 35 259 165 109 2&' 59?_
B. HoNOWNERS .uesvovuans 21 8? 53 50 1 '2_1_2_
C. TOTAL {owxgns amz ]
56 346] 218} 159 25 804
L AREAN: )
*i mnt‘n‘ shrabtdbbbRbugy 89 1!&17 1.333 “5 331 ;-61&
B. MOWOWNERS 1oieneeanns 81| 9121 s0s| 188§ 197 1,973

C. TOTAL {owsexs ane

e

170 2!329 1,928] 633 528{ 3,568

A 3.
{ Unsan Argas:
E m;lll sessBrBES IR 2 55 140 35 ng Zﬂ_
B. MWIEIS T LI ITY 9 104 35 14 21 1&

T. T0TAL {owsers amo
NONGWNERS) oay

11 | 159l 178] 49 50 447

HBAAL AREASD .
A‘ m‘;ls PR TTEIATEITTS 0 zu ;5 E 1 5?
B. Homtls T T 0 16 0 6 0 20
Go JOTAL (ownens awe B : ‘
NONCWRERS) ., 0 36 25| 15 1 37

AL Anras:

A, DMEERS coosransroses 2 351 L65]. 46 30 318

B, NOMONKERS ¢rvevonans 9 120 38! 18 2l 206
C. JUTAL (owwzas ane

RONCWRENS] .,

11 | 10s| 203l g4 | sii  g24l

3. FARK OPERATORS:
Ao OWRERS Luvoetmreancn . 1 1?7 50 11 2 8
. NOROWNERS .oovvareas ) 0 o 10 2 0 12

€, TOTAL {owngea amo

1 17 60) 13 4 93
(sex atviase mint ’




M

()

vasLe xiv {convimeeo) - rase 2 oF 2 vasen

1 1EK

3]

L1

4. ADYANCE NGTICE (5 GIVEN BY:

*- LEI?ER m ommr LR R R R L Ny Yy Iy Y T T Y P ) 33 9
’. 'EML 'Is!’ m ocapm! EORARSUNS AR RSN N e St du PRt b Rs R bt Ri SN RrAd e Rt RN it i r i NN REREAD 39 8
cl alm ums ('r 'msﬂl msm‘m iu 'REMSI.} FEAS R0 L SRR RPN RSN RA RIS ARGUR AR PRI ASRREARORE ll -

HRARES
* 45 States reported other than 0.

*&% Public Hearings 5 States
Newspaper and Radio 2
~ Printed Brochures 2 ’
Court Summons L
Appraiser and .
Nsgotiator 1

I/ AL LasFeL OCCOPANTY CAUDER TO IRCUN MOYING EXFENSER SECANNE OF THE PRQJECT, REQARGLESS OF TEWWRE.

AT RO Y.

BATA 18 THIA TagLE COVERS FON TAGH STATC e URIAR ANN ONE AWRAL INTEASTATE MISWWAY PROJECT 3 WRPCH TREAL WA
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* Nine (9) of the fifty-two (52) States completed Table XVI and forty-three {(43)
submitted the information they had available. In order to develop the best
possible informatiom the States were grouped into computation categories.

Table XVI(A) represents the fipures computed using data reported in the nine
{9) completed submissions. The nine States were Maryland, Minnesots,

Rew Jersey, Wew York, Ohiv, Cklshoma, Rhode Island, Weat Virginia and
Wisconsin,

Table XVI(B) represents the figures computed using date submitted by the
various State highway departmentas. The maximum number of States reporting om
any given computation waa 33 or leas. Seventeen (17) States provided infor-
mation for the data shown on lines a, ¢, and £, Twenty-seven {27) States

- provided information for the data shown on line b, Pifteen (15} States
provided information for the data shown on liunes ¢ and d. 'Thirty-five {35)
Stetes provided information for the data shown on lines g and h.
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{1} Wisconsin reported 0.

{2) Nebraska reported O. .

{3) HNebraska and Wisconsin reported 0.

(4) Nebraska reported 0 and New Jersey ¢id not report.

{5) HNebraska reported G, New Jereey snd Ovegon did not report.
{6) MNebraske and Wisconsin reported 0. New Jersey and Oregon did mot report.
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HOW CAN WE KEZP RIGHY OF WAY FROM SLOWING DOWN OUR PROGRAM PROGRESS

J. C. Womack

UNTTED STATES OF AMERICA

SIMMARY

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

Fight of way lead time, llke that available to the location, vlanning, and
design functions is wltimately limited by a date chosen for the start of hipghway construc-
tion. This date iy selected as & target within a framework of budpetary, legislative, and
even weather restrictions 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 completlon of all prelimlnary responsibilities makes it
imperative that departmental functions bhe performed in adherence to a rigid schedule.

. fight of Way, being an intermediate funeticn and the last before constructien,
13 most scnsitive to time constriction when it or orior functions fail to adhere to a
rigid schedule. Such failures inevitably lead to costly and inefficient procedures in the
attenpt to meet a construction deadline, Adeguate schedwling requires that an administrator
have an intimate krnowledge of the performance capabilities of his ataff, that he be able
to anticipate difficulties and that he realistically lay out and guide work responsibiliti--
‘to their conclusicn, )

The California Pivision of Hipghways is now integrating a recently developed tool
for such realistic scheduling into its future work propram, It is called "Critical Path
Schedulingd or "Program Evaluation andg Review Technigues® {PERT). The Right of Way
Department is develovinp the technigque for use within the total highway program schedule,
sc that Right of Way responsibilitles may be met,

Critical path scheduling iz a technique utilizing schematic diagrams for the
layout of job orders within a vroject. Essgentially it is a serdes of boxes which are
cormected 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 completlon 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-by-step check
on a project showing clearly which tasks must be performed in which particular order. It
gives everyone concerned & clear picture of the project's acove, It enables trade-offs
of manpower for most efficient utdilization and it will graphically show gaps in scheduling.

" The technique enables essential Jobs to be spotted and helpa avoid wasteful "crash® work.

A critical path is constructed nrior to the time when detalled knotledge of a
project 1s availshle, For ripht of way it must be based on a limited amount of factual
information such as: the approximate number of proverties to be acquired, their present
use, the potential amount of each property to be acquired, the aprroximate value of each
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property and certain general background information. This limited amount of raw data is
the foundatien for far-reaching adninistrative decisions concerning schedullng, staflf
levels and future manpower regquirements. Varving future work loads must be inteprated with
hatoric staff capahilities,

To provide a firm basis fer thr decisions which must be made, a series of work-
unit 2nalysis forms became a formal reporting requirement in Mareh, 1962, A detailed
analysls form is filled at the comwletion of each functional work-unit and transmitited to
Beadquarters Orfice for analysis and correlation. rhore then ¢,000 such forms will come in
annually, vermitting thorough analysia of the varlable factors affecting the period
reqrired for negotiation and acquisitieon. S5imilar fores will accompany each of the 900
arcraisal reports completed anmually and other reports will be suimitted upon the comnletdon
of ripght of way engineering wrojects.

the forms, which supplemant normelly used administrative contrcls, allow a
corrclation of individual oarcel and project characteristics to be made with the time
required to complete the job at hand. 4s such they can be used to document time require-
ments and are alse useful as controls to inswre efficient work conpletion,

The Right of Way Depariment of the Californmia Iivision of Highways employs
nearly 1,500 perscns and is responsible for the expenditure of almost 200,000,000 per year,
Among its first conceras is that of efficiently and economically performdng its work under
the heavy burden of such a large program. The procedures deseribed in thls paper are
already oroviding wvaluable assistange_ig the separate firlds of quantity and cost control.

Preface

Ixhibit "4 is a Risht of Way Project Schedule 1llustrating work progress fon
selected projects) in one of our bighway Districts. Ootimum lead time has not been achieved
on any of the projects shown. Schedoling difficulties are avrarent on some portion of each
of the 21 projects, e.p., ton much lead time on Project #1.

in ontimum lead time allowance, in which to rnerform right of way responsibilities,
ts an ideal which we are attempting te achiewe through practical documemtatlon of historical
data, Right of way lead time, of course, is affected by the performance capabilities of all
the fonctiona which precede it, as well as by legislative, Judicial, locsl governmental, and
menetary restrictions and requirements. In addition many segments of the right of way
function are themselves subject Lo great sotential time variations.

We accept the fact that achievement of optimun lead time, in every case, is an
ideal. We realigze that intenpibles and imponderables exist which have Incalevlable effects
upon our operations. We 2lsc realize that much intensive rescarch and analysis has yet to
be undertaken before cotimm lead time on even one project is achieved.

Nevertheless, for the past year and one-hal?, we, in right of way, have been
developing data and methods cencerning rizht of way performance capabilities which, we are
hopeful, will assist highway administrators in more efficient performance of their resronsi-
bilities.

Californie's current long-runge planning program projects incoime and exvenditures
through the fiscal year 1970-7i. Qur constructlon and right-of way acquisition efforts are
already scheduled for the next eight years., Within the budpetary framework rrovided by our
plenning prosram we ave now 2llocating future staff, atiempting to reconcile and coordinete
budzeted amounts with actual projected workloads, and are setting time schedules for prose-
cuticn of the work.

We are develevning a new {for us) tool which, we are honeful, will alleow us to meet
cur obligations; to accurately estimate trhe time nceded to do the Job; and to coordinate time
and ataff mo that it might be accomolished in the most efficient and economical manner possible,

It is called *Critical Path Scneduling®, or "Propgram Tvaluation and Review Techniques®
{FLRT) or “Least-Cost Eatimating and Scheduling™ (LESS). The essence of the project was
described in the October 1962 lasue of The Standard Qiler: "What it all boils down to,
(they say), is planning and scheduling your oroject so it will be done when you want it
and the ou want 1%. Haybe you're looking for the most economical way, or maybe you want
15 "vush ﬁtahasf a5 nossible {(because excessive down-time would be extremely costly).
Either way, critical path can chart your course,®

Kuch has been writien recently abont critical path scheduling. The lLavy has
described how 1t was nsed to push through the Polaris aissiie pro ram and the Du Font Company
e 3
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uses the process in many of its vroprams. The engineering sections of our Division of
Highweys are developlnpg the concents of the nrocess for adandion to use in owre entire

vl ghway progran. ¥e, in the Richt of Uay Demariment, early ibis year beran an oreratiens
anz2lysis prosram geared to the premize that accurate and detailed documentation of our
productive capabilities was a vital prelininary %o edontion of critical path scheduling in
our ri ht of way program,

The Standard Qiler orovided an apt descrirntion of the essential simolicity of the
process. "oritical path works with arrows. You breax yowr nroject down into all its
compoitent jobs, piving each a name and number, Then you lay oubt a flow chart with each
Job represented by ar arrow Joined in serics or parallel to other arrows in lopical
sequence, The common denominator of sroject work is that all jobs must be performed in a
well-defined order, Your 2rrow diagrsm, as it's called, establisties this order.?

In our deseriotion the arrows are called activitirs, occurrdng ever a span of
time, and boxes jeining ithe arrows are called events, or an occurrence at a voint in time,
For instance, drewinpg & map las an activity and delivery of the map would be an event;
the order of a erditical path may be described in terms of either activities or events bub
time assignments are made only to activities. Here is how 1t appears that a right of way
project may be scheduled with this new tosl,

Exhibit #8" depicts an extremely simnlified critical path, A deseription of
the events is indicated on the exhibit, The numbers in the boxes are event numbers while
the small numbers above the activity arrows represent the estimated time in terms of weeks
to perform the activity between the events., The activiiy between boxes one and three for
instonce is vroject design, estimated to take one weex in this case. The activity between
boxes one and two iy a dumy (uswally represented by & dotted arrow) meaning that no time
is consumed In ordering necegazary title reports - but the arrow bpetween boxes two and
three represents the time it takes, two weeks, to prevere title reports = which must be
delivered to right of way enpinesring st the same time as the zouinleted geometric design.
Since the activity between boxes two and three takes lenger than that between boxes one
and three, this becomes the critical path and it ecan be seen that, il necessary, design
can be delayed for one week without affecting the start of right of way engineering.
The extra design week iz called slack or float time.

The activity between hoxes three and five is5 another dummy but that between
boxes Iive and seven is an activity requiring one week, which can be started any time
aftcr event three but rmust ve comnleted befare event seven.

Event gseven is the beginning of negotiations. If all gees well, on this chart,
the property shocld be acquired within four weeks, However, the adniristrator has made
the decision that if the proverty is not acguirec within the four~weck period, a condem-
nation action must be started. Hvent eight is either the conclusion of successivl
negotiaticns or the beginrinpg of the condemnation progess, The preocess leading to
securing the possession at event fourteen will consume 22 weeks., If nesotiations had been
guccessful, possession would have been possipble within e¢izht weeks after contract signing.

On the simple chart illustrated, the critical path, that whieh is the longest,
follows the condemnation path and the complete process, from vepinaing of desigm to
clearance of right of way, will be estinmated to take L7 weeks. If negotiations were
succeaslul, all tasks could be completed within 33 weeks,

Exhibit "0, attaoched as an annex to this caper, shows a slightly more complex
eritical path schedvle in which it is assumed that three maps must be prepared consecutively,
that twe appralisal supplements will e necessary and that of the 20 parcels to be acquired
{only the four taking the longest time are shown on the chart), 18 will be aettled through
negotiation end two will have 1o proceed through the emdnent domain process.

Critical path schedules grow enormously in complexity as the size of the
estinating job lncreases as Xxhiblt "CK indicates, For this reason computer procrams are
being designed to take over the extremely complex task of determining the eritical path.
A vrogram with hundreda of possible paths may be figured in minutes on a high speed
computer.

Whether gimple or complex, however, each critical path diagram will perform
geveral important functions;
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== 3t will gnfarce = stepeby-slen check on the projeet sbowing elearly
which tasks must e performmed in which rarticular order, {(2wi obviously
it can be desipned only by a person ihorcurhly familiar with the comnlete
ripht of way process.)

w~ it will glve everyone corncermed a cl=arer pleture of the project's
BCONE .

we it Will show bow avallable manpower may best be uased.
we it will show paps in the scpedule,

== it wlll rachically tell which jobs arc cgsential to the canpletion
date and help aveid wastelul "erash®™ work,

The first fact rramhically illustrated for us was the fixed time requirement eof
the tondemnation process. In California, 2 ainimum perdsd of five months {without
expodited handling) is reguired to secure legal yossession of a property which has not
been acawired by contract. The protceas entalls drawing condemnation deseriptions, rreparing
resolutions for passape by ihe Hipghway Commission, securin: suck passage, nreparinge swmons
and complaints, filing suli, serving papers, securing orders for possession, and allowing
sufficlent notice neriod for vacation of the property. The request for condemnation
descriptions staris the process,

In the first sigple oritical path shewn, the necoessity for condemnation added
14 weeka to the time gehedule. It is known, of course, that the poasibility of condem
nation exists for every project but it i= also known that it is not necessary fer every
project, Since the critical path is desi-ned prior %o starting 2 nreject, it obviously
becomes a vital matter to know whether or nol a time allowance should be made for the
condemnation process,

A critical path must be built at the time the project is being considered for
inclusion in future construction budpets, shortly after the initial route location
decisicn is made, In Califernia, as I have pointed out, this can be as many as eight
years before construction is scheduied.

In lipht of the rarly cstimale date only a minimum of factual infermation is
available on which to predicate {uivre actions, UOriglnal right of way estimates give
the following basic data:

1. Existing use of the provertles o he acquired.

2. Estimated best use of the properties to be acquired.

3. Estimzted value of individuel properties,

L. Estimated damapes and/or benefits.

Y. Possible curative constructlon work.

f. Type of sequisition in each individuel case.

7. Ceneral background inforﬁation regarding the nroject 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 proper-
tions and mumbers of owner and tenant occupants; detailed backpround information 1n the
area; and data on economic impact on the community., This additional information will give
the administrator a broader background upon which to hase nocesgsary decisions,

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

necessary to complete the right of way job and whether, from the data, the probabllity of
condemnation could be reliably predicted.

b
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Beginming on Mareh 1, 1962, a serica of work unit analysis forma became 2 formal
part of the rizht of way work process., ‘rach of the apnroximately 9,000 transactions
which are consummated each year by the eleven District offices of the California Division
of Highways are now accompanied by an Acquisition Analysis Sheet. This sheet is filled
by the negotiating rizhi of way agent when he transnits his completed transaction to
Headquarters Qlfice. The analysis sheet (Exhibit ®D%) provides space for the recordation
of those individual variations in parcel characteristics which « in the opinion of
experienced rizht of way ajents - bear most importantly on the length of time required for
conciusion of negotiations and acquisition of the neceasary parcel.

4 similar form {Fxhibit "Fr) accompanles sach of the 900 apnralsal reports
received for review in Headguarters Office during a tyopical year. A third report fom is
now being prepared to cover risht of way enginecering activities.

In addition to the analysis forms now in use, California continurs to utilize
other standard administrative tools which have been lons established, o.p7.r work
authordzations and other menetary controls; annwal reports of expenditures and work
volumes, etc, The analysis forms were desisned as a suptloment to other standard
adminizstrative tools to enable us to determine exactly how long 1t takes to complete
individual work units in addition to the standard mcasuroments which tell uz how much work
13 being done,

: Connlete analysis of all important variables has not yet been effected; howewver
some preliminary indicators of the information potential of the analysis sheets revorting
on the negetiating fumction have proven extremely intoreasting.

vie have found that a negotiating perdod of slishtly over two months is needed
to acquire our average parcel. As with 21l statistical quotations this is a highly
. sinplified and deceptive fipure. ILooking at a sliphtly narrower ranpe of parcels we
discovered that it takes cur negotlators three months to buy the averare rural parcel
and that the averagse urban parcel can be acquiraed in about six months., Warrowing our
perspective still further we learned that in an urban area the averaze parcel in
" regidential use is acquired in one month but that a commercial or industrial parcel) takes
nine months o agquire; and those propertics which are vacant at the time of nepotiation
. take abont five montha, It is plain that the period of negotiations is substantially
different according to the use of the pareel beine acquired, although we are not yet sure
exactly how much weipht should be given to use zlone in the estimating process.

Use is only one varisble., Loskinng at the difference between partial and entire
acquisitions we know that the averase entire takinp requires one month while the averape
vartial taking requires five months acpotiating time,

Extending our analysis we have coabined use with type of takinpg, For examole:
entire acquisitions of residential vraperties require slichtly less than one month
negotiating time; while partial takings of residential nronerties need, on the averape,
to be allocated ehout three and one-hzll months.

The kinds of averages illustrated by the firures shove are scmetimes heloful,
particularly for discussion pwrooses. Bub to be useful aa an administrative tool, more
than aimply averages must be derived. For instance, in estimating the length of time
which must be allotted to & project we must know the span of time ower which nesotiations
will be economical or useful, The next series of charts shows how the data collections

‘can help in this administrative decision.

Chart *1In gives the composition of a typlcsal, 100-parcel, urban project; 55
percent entire takings and LS5 percent partial taking; 78 percent residential uses, }
percent sgriculivral and industrial ases, and so on.

Chart m2® illustrates cwwulative zcquisition ratea by typea of taking, e.g2.;
-about 48 percent of all the eatire takings on the project will be acquired in cne nonth
or leas as compared to only 22 percent of the partial takinga in the same period.

_ Chart 317 showa the cumulatiwe acquisition rates by land use category, .2}
the acquisition rate for residential proverties is gquite different than that for
comercial croperties,




Doc. No. L0 -
Chart *h® combines acquisition rates for residential ieproved entive takings
and residential improved partial talkinps; again the acquisition rates are quite differeat,

The Charté - f1v through "h™ - are necessarily simplified to illustrate the kinda
of information which must be collected to pain an accurate picture of the complex variables
thzt are possible for an average project.

Chart P5® is the result of 2 combination of ali the characteristies of all the
10} parcels ont thiz typical project and gives the cumulative acquisition rate that may
be expected. (The acquisition rate line for a project composrd of marcels with different
characteristics will of course be different than that illustrated.}

Chart ¥5" provides a basia for administrative decision, It shows that negetia-
tions on many parcels could be continued indefinitcly. However, prolon-~atlion heyond a
point beecomes wasteful of time and manpower. The administrator must decide -t which peint
in time possession should be secured to meet projrect deadlines dn the rmost efficient and
economical mannor possible, Action must be started in sufficient time to secure possession
on the desired date. {In elmost all cases it will prove frudtful to continue nepotiations
after possession has been sccured.)

The overlay to Chart "5S¢ diapgrams the bagiec stens toward securing nosseszion.
As an example, if posscssion is noeded five months from the date of assipnnent of the
preject to the ncpgotiator, the left hand arrow should be placed on the zere line. It can
be secn that reguests 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 moniths later all but }1
" of the parcels will have been acguired by countract.” The greater pronortion of all
prenaration time will have been wasted. I the overlay is moved to the right to a position
where seven months total lead time is allowed, it can be seen that waszlefyl nrocedurea
would be cut considerably, Hequests would be initiated on only Ll of the 100 cases in

question and sults would actually be filed on 25. Two months, on this sroject, means t.hat.-

waste requests are cut from 52 to 19. This type of waste is measurable; waste as a result
of had nublic relations arising from inadequate lead time is not.

Our critical path construction praphically showed that the nepptiating function
is subject to the greatest time variation and is least suscentable to exprditine by the
addition of staff of any of our necessary functions. Time sllowances in the rirht of way
engineering, aporaisal and cleazrance funciions are not subject to such wide vardation and
may be sgipnificantly altered by staff changes. The timc allowance for securing possession
throurh eminent domain action is of ¢ourse fixed fairly closely by legal and policy
requirements.

Production capabilities in functions othner than that of negotiations may usually
be messured with but slipht difficvlty. For instance: on a statewide basis the Risht
of Way Department haz & permanent civil service staff of aporoximately 125 appraisers.
They have proven themaclves capable of producing an averape of 6.5 parcels per man per
month over the past several years., Production, of gourse, waries with the area in which
appraisals are being made, the travel distance to 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 .5 parcels per man per month in our
two smaller Districts; slishily over 8.5 parcels in onr largest District; and an average
of £.5 parcels per man in the remainder of ocur Districts. On the critical path time and
staff may be elosely coordinated uzing essentially these rates of nroduction,

Enowledpe of the composition of the project being cstimated ls essential to
determining whether or mot unusual gppraisal nroblems roquiring additional staff or &
longer perdiod of tine is necessary te meet project deadlines,

It has lonz been established poliey in Galifornia that a condemmation sult should

not be filed, nor should possesalon be taken under court order, until a property owmer
has had 3 reascnable time in which to consider the Statc's offer %o buy his property.
The policy recopnizes the necessities of the property ouner as well as the value of good
publie relations, From time te time, however, the basic value of the policy has been
brought foreibly home when other considerations have foreed its abrosztion.

Unrealistic project deadlines which do not allow a property cwner sufficient time
for consideration and orderly rclocatisn penerate public rejection of efforts which might
-okherwise be met cnthusiastically. 3Zecent lepislation formalizing relocation aszistance
.ip onie example of public reaction to inadeguate lead time, S

-6m
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Charts "1¥ throuph "9% wividly illustrate how the time needs of the proverty
owncr can vary accordinrly to the preblem with which he is faced and thus provide the
administrator with a ruide to reasonable and necessary decision in gaining publie accept-
ance as well as in ~erforming his job most c¢fficiently,

Up to this point my discusszion has been pointed toward one essential - that an
administrator must bave a means of Tactually documenting how lonp he needs to periorm a
particular task. Upon roeflcction, this would serm to oo 50 basic ta the performance of
any function that it would wrobably be asswacd that the administraior was incomnetent if
he didn't know it, The fast that scarcely o ri-hi of way orranization exists which has
ontimum lcad time ia however sufficiont evidence that if ripht of way administrators do

ve the kmowlcdze they haven't heen ahle to nut it to wse. Factual documentation of
time requirements can permit realistic oroject scheduling, such as that we are achisving
in California.

The Federsl-sid Hiphway Act of 1956 has siimulated a pgreat and rapld growth in
the aighway construction provrams of all 5O states. The program hegan with a surge but
1272 - the end - is alrcady in view and many hichway adninistrators find that the pressure
to accomplish this wast oropgram in the allotted time span is extremely heavy. A5 in all
tasks where the pressures for completion are great, some administrative resvonsibilities
are sliphted, or piven less emphasis than they deserve, in the ecrush to mecet other
oblirations.

2i-ht of way adainistrators are no less guilty of this minor sin than are other
members of our statc niphway denartments, Our most pressing tasks are buying the necessary
rizhts of .ay and cleaving then for econstructien while at the same {ime, and to the best
of our ability, conforming to our duty of paying fair market wvaluc for the pronertles
acquired., Alnost invariably the conduct of these tasks in the most efficient and economical
manner nessible breooes secondary. Efficiency in govermment must be evaluated in terms of
service costs amd it is difficult to establish bases of comparison for cost evaluation.

We are particularly concerned with service costs in California sinee our Right
of Way Departncnt has 1,500 eaployees, dozentralized into 11 Distriets and a Headquarters
Offire, Although sorvice costa camnet oo oflectively cvaluated in any case without valid
bages of coaparison, the egtabilishaent of sveh bases becomnes especially important in
a decentralized orpanization. Stronp siministrative control dirceted toward elficient and
econonical sreration iz a vital oecessivy.

Our first stewn toward inopoved innlenentztlion of operational effieiency was
renorted at the 1961 ueeling of tre fmerican Association of State Hiphway 0fficials before
the Sommittce onm .irht of Yay, The report was punlished in the 1961 Gomsitiece Proceedines
under the title "The Dmportance of Lead Time, Ip it the functionzl caterordzation of
right of way responsibilities which nermits ranid dzis nrocessing and subscquent detailed
cost analysis uas described.

Althousi: our hasic coacern is overational efficieney, tine is of couvrse the nost
important single element over which we must have Fim control to attain it., Attainment
of griimum right of way lead time will mcan in our view that we are onerating at a peak of
efficiency.

Attainment of ontimum lead bime necessarily implies that the right of way
administrator knows just how much work his staff is capable of doing in a piven period of
time and is adjusting either staff or time, in the most economical manner, to achieve
desired poals. Our second step is well on the way to being atiained,

On the basis of the analysis forms, and other administrative reports which have
been 2 part of the right of way process, slectironie data proceasing procrams have becn and
are being written to allow cost and efficlency to be compared agent by apent, squad by
agquad, and District by District.

The third and final step in the analysis will be integration of cost and
efficiency studies and establishment of realistic preduetlon norms. This phase of the two
and one~half year program will be reported in detail at the 1963 meeting of the Amerdcan
Aanociaticn of Stete Biglway Officials.
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15,

14,

17.

EVELTS DESCRTIPTION

HYPOTHFETICAL HIGHT OF WAY PROJECT

Headquarters Approval of Basic BPesipgn

Order Title Reports

Degign Certification of Full Takes - Jap #1
Design Certification of Part Takes - Han #2
Design Certification of Part Takes - Hap #3

Receive Title Reports and Hap #1 in R/W Enrineering -
Gepin R Kap #1

Receive Title Reports and Map #2 in /W Engincering -
Comzlete Map #1 and Begin Hap #2

Beceive Title Reports and Hap #3 in B/Y Engineering -
Complete Map #2 and Depin Map #3

Complete RA Hap #3

Begin Acquisition Dosument Writing on Basis of Maps
#L1 and #2 and Title Reports

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

Heceive iap #1 and #2 in Appraisal Section and Begin
Oririnal Appraisal

Conplete Original Appraisal

Receive Map #3 in Appraisal Section and Bepin Suoplemental
Appraizal #1 Following Comnletion of Oripinal Aporaisal

Aeceive Oripinal Appraisal and Acquisition Deocuments in
Kegotiating Section

Cosmplete Supplemental Appraisal #1

Receive Supplenental Appraisal #1 and Acquisition
Dociuments in Hepgotiating Section

Gomplete Negotiations for Parcel in Original Appraisal
Estimated t6 be That Yhich Waz te Take Longest Time

Conclude that Negotiations Have Failed and Request Suit
on FParcel in Original Appraisal

Conclude that Negotiations Have Falled and Request Suit
on Parcel in Supplenental Appraisal #1

-




2l.

22.
23.
2h.
25.

27.

20,

Complete Wegotiations for Parecel in Suppiemental Appraisal
#1 Estimated to be That Which Was to Take Lonprst Time

Begin Preparation of Request for Condemnation Resclution
Highway Conmission Pagses Condermation Resolution
Complete Suit Filing Process

dmplete Service of Orders of Immediate Possession and end
of notice period

End of Escrow and Hotlce Pericd for Nepotiated Transaction
in Original Appraisal

End of Eacrow and liotice Period for Kesctiated Transaction
in Supplemental Appraisal #1

Completion of R/W Clearance snd Uertification That RM
is Clear for Construction
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HYPOTHETICAL CRITICAL PATH DIAGRAM

ESTIMATED TIMES TO COMPLETE RIGHT OF WAY RESPONSIBILITIES

ONE PARCEL PROJECT WITH CONDEMNATION POSSIBILITY

EZVENTS

Approve Basic Design

Order Title Reports

Deliver Completed Design and Title Reports to R/W Engineering
Deliver R/W Maps tc Appraisals

Begin Document Preparation

Transmit Completed Appraisal to Headquarters for Approval
Deliver Appraizal and Documents to Negotiations

Either Sign Contract or Request Condemnation

Recelve Transaction Approval if Contract Signed

Complete Descriptions and Maps for Resclution Regquest

Receive Resoluticon From Highway Commission m
Complete Sult Filing 2 g
Receive Order of Immediate Possession and Complete Service E ;
End of Escrow and/or Notice Period h; i
@ O

Completion of Clearance and R/W Certification
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HYPOTHETICAL RIGHT OF WAY PROJECT

CRITICAL PATH SCHEDULING
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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 Acguisition
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, - .

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

&

3. The Acquisition Analysis Data Processing Sheet should
e completely filled out when all interests are
closed in one transaction. '

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

to each sub-transaction. ,

For example, if & lessee's interest is acquired by
sub-transaction, entries to the wvaluation columns _
on the Data Processing Sheet should be the amounts N
pertinent to the particular sub-transaction. Entry '
to Column 72 - Card Control in this instance is to

be “1l" - denoting “Original Entry".

If a2 sub~transaction is submitted with an 2mended
or Supplemental Right of Way Contract, Valuation
entries are to be made to the appropriate ceolumns

»~ 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},




SPECIFIC

If 2 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,

. When acguisition is by Condemnatidn Trial or Stipu-

lated Judgment, Page 3 (Alternate) will be substi-
tuted for the standard Page 3 of the Form H-R/W-60
{revised October 1965), and the Acguisition Analysis
Sheet completed from the information shown thereen

by appropriate boxed number reference as described

in Specific Instructions below,

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

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.

Districts

Show by two’ digit number entry in first two cells
on Acquisition Analysis Sheet,

Identification of Transactions will ke 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 8 & 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,




Example:

Acguisition of Fee Parcel No. BA432 =

L0/B/4/372/G70/

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

When more than one transaction ls reguired to
complete the acgquisition cf an ownership, entries
should then be made to Columns B & 9 to identify
the subsedquent transaction,

Example ;

Acguisition of leasehold, Parcel No, 12345 =

LL2/3/8/5/R/0/

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

County:

Enter 2 digit number for appropriate cocunty, Use
third and fourth digits from Data Processing

Permanent Location Code Assignment, Section 604,04
Accounting Manual Part 2 for this entry. {Copy
Attached}

Bxample :

san Bernardino = /5747,

Route:

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

Expenditure Authorizations:

Enter appropriate multiphase or general ledger
account six digit number.

Example:

[0/2/3/4/0 /727, [9/1/1/0/5/6/, etce,
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Date:

Iin firsr box enter month, i.e,s January = 1,
October = O, November = N, December = D, Ian last
box enter year.

Example: Augusc, 1965 = /8/5/.

Right of Way Agent:

Enter first letter of Pgent's first name and first
three letters of ent's last neme, i.e.; Geocrge

M. Waliiams = /G/W/I/L7.

Cost Center:

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

Azguired Fer:

Enier nost appropriate single number,

Normal R/W Acguisition

Higrway Acquisition Fund (Chap., 20}
Hardsnip

Mater:al or Disposal Sites

Sites ~ District Office, Maintenance,etc,
Departnment of Water Resources

Department. of General 3Services

Other Agencies

L

(L

Rl

Owne-snios:
VwWnel ol p

If owner .s scccupant, enter number /17, Lif absentee,
enter number /f2/.

Enter numper of signatures reguired on contracts

and aeeds, e.g.r 2 signatures = /0/2/; twelve signa-

tures = /1/2/, etc,

"Numper of lease Interests:

Enter numper of leasehold interests affecting parcel
and requiring e.iminarion., 1 interest = 50517: 10
interests = /1/0/, etc.

Type of Highway:

i1f Freeway enter number
If Expressway enter number
If Conventicnal enter numper

- 4 -
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Area Caiculated by:

If parcel area is designated in acres, enter 517.
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. = /0/0/1/73/1/3/

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

L0/0/6/1/3/6/
[0/8/2/4/0/C/

Example: 6&7.358 Ac
or 24 Ac

Partial Take Area:

Enter as for Item 515?.

Remainder Area:

Enter as for Item /15/. 1If remainder area not
calculated, enter estimated area, Use same units
as for area taken.

Area in Right of Way:

Enter as for Item 515?.

drea in Excess:

Enter as for Item /15/.

Regions

If Rural enter /17
If Urkan enter 2/

Best Use:

If Agricultural enter

If Commercial enter

If Industrial enter

If Residential enter

If Special Purpose enter

Il



/22/. Character:

If Improved enter
If Unimproved entcer
If Multiple

RN

/23/. Improvementss:

If All acguired enter
If Part acgulired enter
If None acgulred enter

NN

Page 3 or 3 {(Alt.)

/24/. Exchange of Land:

If none involved enter 1

f exchange involved enter L2/
/25/. Independent Appraisers Employed:

If Yes enter {I?'

If No enter L2/

/26/. Settlement by :

If Contraci, or Amended, Revised
or Supplemental Contract, enter

If Stipulsted Judgment anter

NININ

If Contested Judgment enter

Note: Do not use for Short
Cause or Defasult.

For cases not covered above,

(e.g.: Short Cause, Default,

Joint Use Agreements, Transfer

of Possession and Control, —
Railircad Indentures, etc.,) enter L4/

/27/. Settlement Amount Same as First Approved Appraisal:

If Yes enter 512
If No enter L2/

[Z87. Land:

Enter Settlement Amount of Compensation for land.

Example: $6,281.9C = /0/0/0/6/2/8/1/6/0/.

- B -



Improvemrents:

Enter Settlement Amount of Compensation for improve-
ments as in /28/ ahove,

Enter Settlemant #&mount of Compensation for damages
a5 in

/30/. 1If settiement by judgment show total award,

Show actual amcunt of interest payment,

Show actual amount cf cash payment.to Grantor.

Show. amount of consideration for Construction Con-

Show sum of Itvems /21, 733/ /35/.

/30/. Damages:
s /287 above,
£31/. Ernre
Do not inciude interest.
/32/. less Credit:
Show credit amount.
/33/. 1Interest:
£34/. Cash to Grantor (Defendant}:
/35/. Construction Contract Work:
tract Work.
/36/. Total Consideration:
/37/., Fand Withheid:
Show amount of funds withheld,
Page ©

Number of Personal Calls:

Enter total of personal calle made by all agents
t¢ whom parcel has been assigned,

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

[i/2/7.
Note: Perscnal Call is defined as "any personal

contact for the purpose of pbtaining an
instrument which will convey or eliminate

I B



TN

an interest in real property®. Examples
cf some personal calls are: Personal con-
tact with

l, OCwner or Owners
2. Owner's Agent or Representative
3. Lessees
4. Beneficiaries under Trust Deeds
5, Clearance of Liens and/or Encumbrarces.
/3%/. Months Between First Approved Appraisal and Right
of Way Certification Date:
Enter number in months
Example: 43 wmonths = /4/3/.
/40/. Months Between First Approved Appraisal and Assign-
ment to Originai Agent:
Enter as in /33/ above.
741/, Months Between Assignment and Close:
Enter as in /39/ above.
Z42/. Mgnths Between Assignment and Suit Filing:

Enter as in /39/ above.
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6G4.08 CODING SYSTEM

3. County Codes
(B} Alphabetio Listing

Numbear

County (Prefix Incl.} County
Alamoda 5833 Orange
Alpine 5831 Piecor
Amador ’ 5926 Plumas
Butte 5912 Riverside
Calaveras 5020 Saeramento
Colusa 5215 San Benito
Contra Costa 5928 San Bernardino
Dsl Norte 5901 Sen Diego
El Dorado ' 5025 San Francisco
Fresno 5942 San Joaguin
Glenn 5811 San Luis Qbiapo
Humboldt 5804 San Mateo
Imperial 5458 Santa Barbara
Inyo 5948 Santa Clara
Kern 5950 Santa Cruz
Kings 5945 Shasta
Lake 5014 " Sherra
Lassen - 5907 Siskiyou
Los Angeles 5053 Solano
Madeca : 5041 Sonoma
Marin 5927 Stanislaua
Mariposa _ 5840 Sutter
Mendocino 5910 Tohama
Merced 593% Trinity
Modoc 5903 Tulare
Mono 5947 Tuolumne
Monterey 5044 Ventursa
Napa 5921 Yolo
Nevada 5917 Yuba

A

8~100

Number

‘Praﬁx Incl.)

5455
5919
5909
5858
5924
5943
5954
5957
5934
5829
5949
5935
5951
5937
5936
5906
5913
5902
5923
5920
5938
5918
5908
5805
5946
5932
5059
5922
5916
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REemainder Parcel Datsn

Refer to Exhihit ¥ where instruction pumbsrs are indicated
in appropricte spaces. Exaibit 1i, & completed example, shows
method of filling data sheets.

ACQUISITION DATA

1.

2.

3.
4,

S

7«
8.
L

10.

11,

12,

i3,

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

Remainder Parcel ata Sheets as submitted should be
nuabered in nemerical order.,

This space will be filled out by Headquarters Office.
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 enginger station reference.

RDisgtrict, county, route and section.

Date of deed.

Cfficial date of highway couapletion.

Mark if the facility is a freeway with frontage road.

Mark if the facility is a freeway without frontage
road.

Mark if the facility is an expressway with frontage
road.

Mark if the facility is an expressway without frontage
road.

The sketch should show the before~taking boundaries of
the property and the take sres should be hatched. The
location of improvements and their distance from the
freeway should be indicated. Acgess taking should be
indicated., The sketch may be freehand and not to
scaie. KRefer fo attached example, Exhibit II1

A photegraph showing the after condition of the

property should be inserted. If the property is vacant,

no photograph Is necessary.




T,

14, 0Describe the means of access to the property before
highway construeiisoe.  Iundicale private road, city
streew, siate bighway, eto.

15, Give the sotunl

construction,

e W the properiy before highway
lé. Give the Lesi ase of the property before highway con-
stractionm as shown in the appraisal.

17. Indicaile the2 zoning of the properiy before highway
construction.

18, Give the land ares ang voii valupe of the whole
property.

19, Total land waiuve.

20, Braefly dezcribe Zaprovementa, as: 2 houses, garage.
21, Totul imprevement value.

22. Total of 19 and 21.

3. Give the land area and unii vaiue of the part taken.
24, Total value o¢f land tluken.

25, Briefly describe improvements taken.

26, Total improvement value taken.

27. Taotal of 24 and 26.

28, Give the land area and uniti value of the remainder
as part of the whola.

29. Total land value of the remainder as part of the whole.
30. Briefly describe the improvements remainiung.

3i. Total improvement value.

32. Total of 29 amd 31, |

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

34, Total damages.
33 Indicate why benefiis were paid.
36 Total benefiis,

37. Give amount of damageéf%ffset by benefits.
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38.
39.
40.

41,

42.
43.

44.
435.

46,
47.
48,
49,

50,

51.
52.
53.

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

. salej county road, state highway, privnta oasenent,

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 improvemeht value at time of sale.

Actual 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,

et

j




57. If an ad;ustment for iime is necessary to correct
\<: for a general rise in property values, the figure
entered in this space should be the multiplier
necessary to 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,

58. Repeat the total shown in space number 353.

.59. This space may be used for adjustments which may be
necessary for any other reason -- such as an adjust-
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.

61l. Repeat the figure from space 52.

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 1nvestigatzon.

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 sheeis may be used
to record the second and subsegquent sales without the
necessity for repeating the initial acquisition data
submission. All subsegquent sales should be assigned
the same District Remainder Nuwber. '
DERAL DATA SHEET
The Federal Data Sheet is designed ito 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 f1111ng out the Federal Data
oets .
66. Repeat the District Remainder Number.
' 67. This space will be filled by Headquarters Office.
e&, 68, Indicate the name of the nearest community with a popn-

lation of at least 2,500.

69.\\Population of space numher 68.°

-¢-




(: _ 70. Give the date of the population estimate used.

7k, 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 state highway number, not the
legisiative route number.

75. Give the name of the highway if such a deslgnatlon
has been applied; as Lincoln nghway, 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. Bxhibit 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,

8l. Cheék if the righi of way was acguired 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, 86, 87, 88. Indicate by a check mark in the appropriate
hox 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, 9l. Indicate whether or not the facility providing .
' accesg to the subject parcel connects directly to the
(:J : new highway in some manner.

92, 93, 94. Indicate in the appropriate space the

elevation of the remainder before the taking. If the.
new highway-is on new alignment enter NA., -

S
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95, 96, 8?7, 98, 99, 100, Check in the appropriate box

101,

104,

108,

the relative degree of visibility 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 items are self explanatory.

105, 106, 107. An attached instruction sheet entitled
"Descrlptxon fully explains the manner of fllling
these spaces. Exhibit V.

Any appropriate remarks which may be hecessary to
more fully explain the data included on the Foderal
sheet should be included here. .
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R/W Parcwe! Ne. ek, Remnsindar Ko,

4

Propurty Locstion

Puehibit T

2

Index

3

et Co. Rie. Swe.

RSN & cqrdeliton Date Highway Coxpleiion Date Frawwar Expresaway
u. With Frontage Road)
fb. Without Froatege Road)

SK_ETCH
PHOTOGRAPH
12 I3

At time of R/ W acquisition, the propecly:

Hiad accaus te 14
Use wes 15
Bost use was 16
Toning was 17
1. APPRAISED VALUE OF THE ENTIRE PROPERTY:
Land 18 t 19
Impr. 20 $ 21
Tolal 1 22
2. PRICE PAIT FOR THE PART TAKEN
Land 23 F 24
tmpr, 25 $ 26
Total 2 27
3. APPRAISED VALUE OF THE REMAINDER AS PART OF THE WHOLE
Land 28 .2 29
f — 30 ' 31
C Tem $ 32
* Damages 33 2 34
« Benefita S $ 36
Nat Damages f] 37

¥ (DAMAGES/ BENEFITS FOR INFORMATION ONLY) w'fu



REMAINDER SALFE DATA

48
Dial, Remainder No.
39 40 i 41 42
Sels Date Exiating Uen Hoxr Vee Zoning
Alter Conatnuiction, what was the: 4& . 44 45
Grage of Homaloder Aicent Situaflon Distmce to Nexrant

In Eelatlon to i¥wy, Fresway Access

GRANTOR: 46 GEANTER: 47
ACTUAL SELLING PRICE 3 52

Land 48 3 49

impr 50 et e et 5;_@.._.__,,.._;-3.‘1,‘, R,
NOTE: Value of improvemanta added/removed batwease /W scgquinition and subseguent sajn was 3 53

54
Type of Improvomeris Addad/ Removad
CORCLUSIONS
] 85
Inveastigation Date W
56 Total Prica
1. The appraisesd vaice of the remeindei-exciuding damages o teneliie—woas $ — iq. Ft.
ore

2. Conirol date indickts the foliowing adjusimenie (o remainders valua neceazary to accurstely refloct valus st Lime of

eubsaguent aale:

TE® cees Bl . Emprovement 28 Ciher 59

a, If the highway had hed tro affect, the remalindert theralors should have wold Total Price
for £ £ 5q. Fi
Acre
51 Total Price
3. The ramxinder nctually acld for i ) 8q. Fu.
- Acre.
4. The differsnce between the adjusted remeinder value and the subneguent 62 Total Price
aaies price indicatos the remainder wen davmged/ borafitod b 3 , ;q. Ft.
Lra

at the ssle dale.

63

5. Damagea/Bonelite apposr (o bo primadiy ativibafabis to

& Remarks: 64



~. 65 .
REMATNOER SALE LATA

Diat. Remsindes Na,

Eafe Data Moy g ifg oo

S e
Bwrt tlag Loning

After Conalraciion, WARL Wik EHO. e e e e e oroa P
Srede ! FMamefniies Agoews Hijuabiee Diertanics te Nanrant

B Halwifor: ta Heaep. Fraewsy Astvona

GRANTOR: SIEARTER:
ACTUAL SELLING PRICE i
Land . 3
Impr .4

ROTE: Valua of inprovemeonis added/ remeved botweaen R/ ¥ acquisitton atd subsequent sale wes §

Trpe of Inprovaments Added’ Romovad

CONCLUSIONS

P

investigation Date

Totai Price
8q. Fi.
Acre

1. The appraised vaiue of ihe remaindorwexcluding demagea or benefits-~was §

2. Catstes! gata indicais the feliswing adlusbranie {0 sanaindds v&lve Necassiry (o acouretaiy reflect valos ot time ol

subkeguent aale:

Thne Esiprovenens Cither
& It ihe highway had hed no effsce, the rematuder thesefore ehocld have sald Totel Price
for 8 Sq. F1.
Acrs
Total Price
3, The remainder scivally aold for F 8q. Fi.
Acre.
4. The difforarce betwsan the sdfusied vemalnder valun ang the arbeagienl Tatal Price
salos price indicaing the remetnder wss Gameged’ banaitied ¥ iq. Fi,
e

&t the sale date.

5. Damages/Benelita appsat to be primenly siiributabile (o

§. Remacks:

N
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FEDERAL DATA SHERT

Diarrict Kamairer No. 3151 Headgquarlers Master Na, £7
Nesrost Ucben Place: &8
Popuiation 69 Aas Of 70
oty
Highway Number 2] Te ?_3 _-t'_ﬂ_»
Interstatn [0S State Othes
Highwey Name (¥f Any):: 73
Type of Syetem (F.A.L, F.A.P., ftc.) 76
Frontage: % 78 — ?9 80
Entire Tract Parcel Tekon Remainder Sulrswrent Sals

Was Acquisition: Negotiated 8L ar A Condamaaticn 82 :
No. Salea— Entire Remainder 83 No, Ssios ~ Portion of Remainder 84
Entrance to Main Highway: 8% 86 87 88

On Ramp ol Ranp Interchengs Oiher
Distance To Nearewt Treding Cendar {Teo 1/3 Mile): 8&

Does Acceza Road iIntarsect New Highway: Yea __&{L_.._.___ No ﬂl

Blevation of Remainder Before Taking {Feef) 92- 93 ~«-94
At Gradn Above Below

Visibility of Highway Befors and Aiter 3 g5 = l; - 96 A 3_3?9 Jt '98 A 8 99 N}‘ 100 4
[F] artia o

Ares Taking = Eniire Ares e A.._.MML.._..%

l}
Ares Rem. Entire Aras pu—. r— ._l.gé.’.':‘_....m,..%
Aren Sold = Aren Nem. T ...m‘:l".g_:}____.%
N 104 105 106 107
Deacription: Soparated Tevintad Laerdlocked Dead End

Remarks: 1 08



a Exhibit II
FrigmhiUitR PARCEL SALE DATA SHEET

2ETAVRSETEGN T3ATA

- 2934 117
( R/ & Parcani Wo. Print. Remaiader Na, Index
Re of EBng, Sta. I13+00, Atascadero V-SLO-2-C
Frapery Loceiion Dist. Co. Rits. Sec.
9-23-55 1-8-57 . X_ | N . 1
R/W Acquiaition Date Highoay Coampleiton Dris Frasway Bxpressway

fa. With Frontage Road)
f b Without Frootsge Roady

SKETCH .. E

None Available
~ELo -

FHOTOORAPH *
FZ ol
Aoapy oy

Ay time of R/W scqulisition, the propecty:

f : E Had accesa {o Mﬁm—ﬁﬂa—.——
Uise was Residential
- Beat use wae Mulli-Residential

-ﬁ/

Mﬁer:z wwp | Zoning was Unaoned

1. APPRAISED VALURE (47 THE ENTIRE PROPERTY:

Land 3277 . ACS. @ 8806,00 s 3,000,00
Jope, B NOUSES o £ 2,100,000

Total 3 12.100&00

A. PRICE FAID FOR THE PART TAKEN

Lana 130 acs. 8 $8600.00 $ 1,040,000
imor. GRest house, landscaping, ete. 3_1,702,00
Forai t 2,742,000
3. APFPRAISED VALUE QF THE REMAINDIER AS PART OF THE FHOLE
Lend 2247 acs. @ _$800,00 t 1,960,000
Iepe. 2 T10MSES — $_.7,398.00
4 Total ¢ 9,358.00
; « Damages Froximity s 1,000.00
s Besettis New frontage ¢z 1,000.00
Nt Damages  $____Nohe

» (DAMAGES/BENEFITS FOR INFORMATION ONLY) = Li-



REMAINDER SALE DATA

. 117
Diai. Ramatreder No.,
§=25=60 Office Commercial -1
Sale Dale Exiqitng Uair flgnf Une Zoning
County road and
Aftee Canstruction, what was the: 0L 0 _+3 " Frontage road % mile
Grads of Revieinder Accoss Stiuaiies Divtance o Nawront

It Retwpfon Je Hwy. Frocway Access

GRANTOR: Margaret Tewinkle GRANTEL:
San Luis QObispo Atascadero

$.17,500,00

ACTUAL SELLING PRICE )
Leod 2247 acs, @ $3,850.00 $8,500.00
Building ¢ 8,000,00

Tmpr

NOTE: Yalue of improvemenis added/ removed boalweon R/ W scquinition and subseguent sale wae {_LQQQA,QQ.__.
Convert residence to office

Type of Impre vemania Added/ Removed
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CONRCLUSIONS

3-8~51

Investigation Date

Toial Price
chy~Frr

1. The appraised valus of the remeinder—sxcluding damegos or benefitn-was t%_ﬁ;mﬁo_._u_, A
cre

2. Coatrpl dats indicate the following adjysiments (o remainder value nscessary {o accorately refliect value af time of

subaogquoent eale’

Time ..._m.lmpmvemam + $l, GGO 00 Oiker —i
& ¥ the highway fad had ho effeci, the ramaindar thegelore should havs E.?.M Toiel Price
tor * M&ﬂ.m s
serer
Teaial Prico
3. The remainder acivaily sold for ] ._E.LMMWFQ.
. hore

Tolal Price

4. The dilieronce beiwesa tho pdivared reameindes valus snd the subaagyen!
; o
safea price iadicates the remalndor wee daowsged’ bunafiled 4 _a._ﬁ.&ﬁ.._QQ__Jq-m-

at the gale dats.

3. Dmmges/Bensfits apposs to be primasiiy stiributable 1o . AMProvesd accessibijity,

$. Remarks:

V.E. Christianson, et ux



FEDERAL DATA SHEET

Digirict Remainder No. L17 ieadoustivrs Mastar No,

S$90

. ¥ aa # g
Nearosi Urban Place: . Atascadersa .

Popuiation N » 443 Ak Gl e s j‘.‘?j-wm_._._mm
i
- 101 - -
Highway Numbor Intarainte NS State Other
Highway Neme (If Any): . Aldscaderc Bypass.
Type of System (F.AL, F.AP., £ Other FAP rural
§
Frontage: 0 0 J...SD -
Entire Tract Farce] Taken Recnainder Svbheaguent Sale
Waa Acquiaition: Negoliated b or & Condemnation -
No. Sales — Entive Romainder 1 No. Solus -~ Porlion of Remaindar - -
Entrance to Main Highway: - oo X —
On emnp OFf Raag Infarchange Qther
Diatance To Nearest Trading Center {To 1/2 Mila): Qal
Dovs Access Roed intersect Wew Highway: Yes _._..JL.._._._. Mo o~
. . ¢ NA - -
Elevation of Remainder Beifore Taking (Feaer) Y-t T o
. B | X a = | A B !
v H, Bel, o Afh
faibility of Highway Before an o o s o
Area Taking - Entire Area smem— ___El.‘.l...!.%__a—-—*.%
Area Rem. +  Entire Area o 63.52 Yo
Arsa Sold +  Asea Rem. p— ..}_Q...O_.'._G_g};m._.%
PP e - -
Deascriplion: Saparaied Incluted Landtacked Dead End

Remarie:



Cohsiduat Add

SEETCHES

1
T
!‘i [ 77 S——

L Cd
i

¢
)

&
q f

e s,

Ly
kh""‘?‘.

BRI vE

EeHo

e T.(\.__(ww o)

< MEIN LY _
!

i i
{ i
f

Aerareem IO S0 DikGO

O I

LTIV Fpy Y —

TESY T BEINONS

TTTTTTTTrY YT Ty YT
Y LN T

b

k\&f owstrs of ——mb

./

] G



£

N

Entire Tract:

Parcel Taken:

Remainder:

1.

This item calls for

FRONTAGE

the frontage of the entire

parcel which abutted the cld facility and

which now abuts the new facility.
highway facility is omn an old alignment, the
amount of frontage im linear feet on the old

facility should be shown.

iz on

new alipgn

If the new

If the new highway
ment the frontage for the

entire tract should he shown as zero,

ment ,

eniter o

1f the pew highway facility is ¢on & new align-
cera; i1f the new highway is on an

old alignment, enter linear feet of frontage

which the

improvementis.

State acquired.

Enter the linear feet abutting the highway
If more than one parcel abuts

the new facilities, the summation of linear
feet should be entered.

FLE Koarp

s AR kekeh A MR YR delen  SW T et

----zsa’.——-.._.—.\

e e e

o

L ] e - 3 L]
Y D485 RORE CLP ROAE
Ki -'i,
LS Y S N je——2z50"
N 250 ! . “ﬁ\ i
3 oo 26O m-hm*{ N ;\ib :
5 I | gﬁz?‘\t
{ \ . \~2%§
E } N
\!/ \ L
~
r ]
e ,,,_M_“____,_,__.j_zﬂg&...;,__); N0, 2 N0 3 1Nc. 4
Entire Tract ) 250 O S0
Pargel Takemi O ! 250 ] © 50
Remainder | 300 260 1 250 | 328
Note: The figures are hypothetical,
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Exhibit V

DESCRIPTION

Separated ~ A Separated parcel which results {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". Ian the case of two remainders, only parcels
with improvements are to be classified as separated.

Isolated - An Isclated parcel is an unimproved remainder which
can be reached only by an adjacent public road or possibly
by means of drainage structures, cattle passes, ete. If both
remainder parcels of an unimproved property which has been
divided by an acquisition have access to a public¢ road, etc.,
classify each parcel as isoclated.

Landlecked - A parcel is landlocked when no access to the parcel
exists by use of public f{acilities 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 around. It is listed because of the interest of

many states.,

CLD AN way
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(3} Improvement

73 Separated
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Reprint from California Highways and Public Warks, Janvery-Februery, 196)

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;-IE sTupY of properties from which
freeway right of way has been ac-
quired, after the freeway itself has
been constructed and opened to
travel, is called remainder parcel re-
search. Presently, twenty stare hgh-
way departments across the nation in
cooperation with the US. Bureau of
Public Roads, are acrively engaged in
such studies as a part of their current
right of way snd land acquisition pro-
grams,

These studies seek to test the effi-
ciency of right of way appraisal by
continwously evaluating 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.

Logical Adjunct

The development of empirical data
on remsinder parcels is 3 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 is only a part
of a larger parcel, he must ascertzin
and assess the damages, if any, accru-
ing ro 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-
efited, if ar all, by the construction
of the new highway.

And it is in the actual idenzification,
measurement, and further application
of these latter elements—damages and
benefits—that the right of way ap-
praiser encounters the vexing problem
t¢ which remainder parcel anaiysts
have addressed themselves. For it is in
the partial acquisition siruarion that

the need is evident to determine if
an zbutting freewsy is going ro pro-
duce a3 significant effect—to determine
exactly what it is going ta be like to
live or do business alongside, such a
factlity,

Essentially, the problem becomes
one of estimating the effects of borh
the acquisition and the freeway upon
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
less for wiy praperty after ngkt of
way acquisition and freewsy con-
seruction than 1 would bave received
bad this preject mever beem  pro-
posed?”

To answer this query, case studies
are made of parcels adjoining 2 com-
pleted freeway—parcels from which
a 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. Becanse
these remainders are now “freeway
abutting” parcels, their post construc-
rion history may be raken as 4 reflec-
tion of, ameng other things, freewny
effects. _

The uses to which the parcels are
put in this “after” period; the degree
to which they drop or increase in
price, or hold their value relative to
parcels away from the freeway; the
extent and nature of investments in
them-~all of these major facers of the

—_1 —

remainder parcel become the keys to
a more realistic evaluation of actual
freeway effect. And thus it can he
scen that not only 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 fulfll his
“just compensation” zppraisal obliga-
tions,

fime Musded _

The mere wish on both an owner's
and 2 right of way man's part for
factual substantiation of remainder
parcel freeway effects was in itself
not enough to bring abour any wide

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, resct, and thereby bring intg
being the basic fact and data fund
from which subsequent pro;ecuons
could be realistically made.

Specifically, time was needed for
remainder parcels to sell in the open
market afrer freeway completon. £
careful study of these sales, it was
premised, should reveal whether of
not the remainders had done as wel)
as they would have had the freeway
never heen constructed, and thusg
should clearly indicate the freeway’s
damaging or benefiting potential m
those instances.

Time for developments to ta]\c
place upon freeway zbnrmting remaine
ders was also needed. Whether they
were subsequently offered for sale or
not, the nature and extent of invest.
ments in these parcels was recognized
as another dasage or benefit measure
sure to be of direct help. And :gug,
whether culminating in a sale or nor.

L
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landd use clhanges induced by the ad-
jacent freeway necded thne to be-
come evidenr, althougl in . this arca
e actual time needed  freguently
turns out ro be short indeed, “for ex-
ample, farm Lainds being developed in-
dusrrally far in advance of, bat an-
ficiparing, 2 proposed fn.r.:uav

The present national interese in re-
pinder pareet rosearch, which s ar

an shl-rime high, is also an oatgrowth

aof the Federal And FHighway Act of

A986—amd o the greatly hicightened

mationwide freeway program that leg-
islarion made possible. 1f for no other
reason, the need for such facrs wounld
beeome  Increasingly  apparent as o
stare’s right of way progeam grearly
ncreased in scope and complexity and
its right of way appraisers found

‘themseives Faced with a workload re-

yuinog, if possible, even more ap-
praisal comperency and thoroughness.
Fncouragement by the US. Bureau of
Public Roads of right of way oriented
tesearch which would assist in effec-
rive implementation of the expanded
highway program, thos almost inewi-
tahly followed.

Bureay Partitipotion Explained
- Gienerally speaking, the role of the
Rurcau in state highway department
fcm-umicr pareel seudies largely parai-
lels its overali Tole under the Federal
highway program. Federal funds
urider rthat program are available to
state highway departments for wvari-
s kinds of highway rescarch, Studies
of freeway right of way appraising—
p'irr:cnl.mv the dercrmination of dam-
age and benefirs clomenrs i the partial
poguisition situation — were quickly
recogmized as froitful areas for re-
scavch, and they have received mereas-
ing cmphasis. States have been en-
couraged to undertake such studies,
gnd most, if nov all, of those engaged
m remainder parcel research are utiliz-
ing Federal funds to finance all or
parts of their right of way stodies.
That portion of the current California
program dealing with damage and
benceht case study analvsis is also pres-
eatly being financed with Federal

Cﬂnnning survey fonds,

< Fimaneing is, however, but one facer
of the overall role assumed by the Bu-
reau of Public Roads. From their po-
sition at what is actually a kind of hub
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of nationwide effort in the Aeld, Bu-
rean speciilists have been able 1o
stimulate the program by facilitaring a
very desicable interchange of proce-
dural and other data. The valoe of this
kind of coordinating  sctivity s
quickiy apparent. As a result of it, for
example, the possibitiey of developing
a matienal “bank™ of emptrical data by
which appraisal theory inayv wlonutely
be tested and  evaluared  becoiies
highly encouraging, since uniform re-
porting and uniformity of dara be-
come easily possible

Recently, Burean speuvialises have
begun the formidable task of orpaniz-
ing for machine tobulzion and ans-
lytical programming, and significant
progress leading to the development
of a manual of procedore in this srea
is currently being made. Thus rtie
logical step from reladively simple
documentation at the sppraisal leved,
to complex testing of hypotheses ar
the theoretical level, has already been
taken.

California Progrom

From time to time since the Pasa-
dena Freeway (then Arrove Seco
Parkway) was constructed in 1940,
California right of way agents have
been compiling and uclizing  case
studies of freeway adjacent parcels in
their day o day right of way work.

Practically, these early case studies
were of tremendous appraisal sipnifi-
cance; they were the first items of em-
pirical data available regarding free-
way effects, As such, dwey were
weighed and evaluated by hoth ap-
praisers and landowners, and became
‘he basis for countless subseguent in-
vestinent and development decisions,
Senerally, the data showed peosizive
reeway eficets and benefits, and with
elatively few exceptions, the validity
»f even the earliest decisions predi-
ated on the freeway as a salucary
actor were in fact horne out by sub-
equent events. Thus in the area of
sractical use, even the few cases avail-
ble n early veurs proved to be ac-
urate and realistic appraisal tools.

Theoretically, however, these initial
fata were limited by somcthing of a
‘built-in™ deficiency — they were al-
nost by definition, limited in number,
1 scope, and in applicabiliy, Thus,
ince it could not be shown that they

didd in face trady reprosent &l renain-
ders aver any shecfic tme perisd,
ready aceeprance of rhem was -
prived, and they were subject o the
basie enecisa b perhaps they
mighit be the exception rather than
tne rule. Aloreover, since they were
fmredd, ther nerual oeefubness was re-
strictedd as weli, W the sense that in
any ;nmuthr apprasti problem, the
chanees of dndiag o really close At o
the problem ag hand were proportion-
ally small,

Taking frar things fiest, then, It was
gnte carky prenised shar Californas
remnaituder pareel studies weuld clesrly
have o

L. Include the analveis of exch re-
niainder  aleng  every  freeway
completed  within at jeast the
preceding three years.

2. Be on a continuing basis so thar,
at regular intervals, all remami-
ders along any given freeway
would be checked for sales and
developments,

Only when these prime requisiees
had been met, it was premised, wouid
it be possible to begin to utilize effec-
tively the theory-making potenuial of
remaipder parcel data, as well 23
utilize ks pracrical advantages and ap-
plications,

#Famoindar Porrsl Lomcept

As would be expected, many of the
early statements of the need for and
purposes of remalnder analysts came
from California, and reflecred Califor-
nin freeway experience, The subse-
quznt tmergence of right of way
studies refleered the conditions al-
reedy noted as being necessary to
stimplate and thereafrer permit such
research, Le., completed freeway mile-
age, an expanding freeway right of
way program, an zctive and dynamic
real estaie and econROMIC enviconmens,
ere., wiich 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 iself
felt. Shorely there followed the con-
comitant stimulus to do something ro
satisfy the needs, and the earliest
starts at this kind of analysis were
made. As a result, the remainder par-
cel concept has been in existence for

—3 —

some tme m the stare and may be
briclv outlined. Presently 1 const-
rures the rationale for the current ]:md
econnmic sty effort.

Kemainder studies would clearly be
uwseful in determining if a particelar
freeway imposed a damaging or bene-
fietal effect upon a particular prop-
criy, As has already been nored, the
evaluation of rthe sale or developanent
of a remainder in the hght of activis
rics in shilar but uninflucnced areas,
should quite accurately revesl freee
way cffects, or more precisely, the
«ffecrs of the construction of the Jree-
way improvement iself, ‘The nature
and extent of activity on the remain-
der, after completion of the new hLigh-
way, is broadly seen as reflecting not
only the general interplay of eco.
nomic forces, but the influence of the
abutting frecway as well. When by
means of cantrol arez comparison the
general influencing factors are re-
moved, the result may be reasonably
attributed ro the abutting freewsy.

Referencts te Originul Usnecessary
In such an approach, reference to

the original holding of which the re- .

mainder was formerly a part is unnce-

“essary, and contributes lirtle 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 remainder {now simpiy & prop-
erty adiacent ro a freeway) sell for
the same amount H it were away from
the freeway and its influence?” The
answer would thus help only to solve
the probiem of determining the effeces
of the freeway construction itself; and

stiempling to relate back at any point
in the analvsis 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, eg., “intact” properties from
whicl ne right of way was ever ac-
quired, and which are perhaps adja-
cent to a new freeway now occupying
what formerly was 2z neighbor’s fand.
‘Thus the remainder parcel—to be sin-
gied out for special study—must be
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Typiewd reporting ond analfytical Forms for the compiletion of remoinder portel doba. Such forms indlude o complete “belors and ofier” kistory of eath property
: ond Hr highway esvironmend, ond provide the basic dete sowrce from which freaway and right of way ocgquisition sfecis ore inferred.

capable of making some other signifi-
cant contribution over and above that
of “freeway effect,” and this is very
clearly the case. Actually, to conchide
thar remainder studies are a measure
only of this one clewment—freeway ef-
fect—is to fail to grasp the full right
of «way appraisal context involved,
and thus actually to fail to fully de-
velop their appraisal and investment
potential.

Effacts of Savarvace

“Perhaps the significant element in
the entire partial acquisition process is
the determinacion by the appraiser of
the effects, if any, of the severamce
of the part sought 1o be acquired from
the remaining property. In addition to
the effects of the construction of the
freeway itself {freeway effects) rchis
wter element must be considered as
well in ascertaining the natsre and
extent of damages snd benefits, if
there in fact be any. It is immediarely

apparent that remainder parcels actu-
ally offer the omly opportunity to
study the effects of the acguisition
itself, and it is primarily because of
this that they are being studied. The
entire context in which the original
right of way appraisal was made thus
becomes the unique reference for re-
mainder analysis, and the original val-
vations and assumptions become both
the bases for testing as well as the
irems to be tested.

An additional byproduct emerges.
As has already been noted, every par-
tial acquisiion situation requires an
apprzisal of the presence and amounr,
if any, of damages 2nd benefits artrib-
utable both to the freeway and the
acquisition. Decisions on these factors
are wade in each such appraisal, and
the amounts which remainder owners
subsequently accept reflect the dam-
age and benefit assumptions zo de-
veioped. It thus becomes apparent
that subsequent sales of and develop-

—_—4

ments upon these “damaged or benc-
fired” remainders become excellent in-
dications of the validity of the original
appraisal assumptions, over and above
any light they may shed upon freeway
effeces as such.

Bistriet Effort
To carry out the California pro-
gram, Senior Right of Way Agents
in charge of the appraisal function—
or sections—within each 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 nme 1o the projecr, with
the assistance in many districts of one
or more Assistant and Junior Right of
Way Agents as well!
These analysts are carrying out the
following study sequence:
1. List completed freeway projects
and ali of the remainders adjacent
thereto,
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For every project, carry out 2
systemmatic parcel by pareel check
of each remainder o determine:

a. Chain of ownership since high-
way acqutsition and develop-
ment, including sales and sales
data where changes in owner-
ship have occurred.

b. Extent and sequence of de-
velopinent of remainders, such
as physical impravements,
changes in use, etc.

Combine remainder parcel sales

into groups of comparable units

far the purpose of comparison
with control dara.

Locate contrel areas, which will

a. Contain propertics being put
to identical uses to those uvader
study at the rime of right of
way acquisition.

b. Be similar in all significant
environing conditions to the
area in which the remainders
under analysis are locared.

261 1500

Have follovwed a simikar trend
and exhilsied swlar develop-
mental patterns and character-
isies o those of the renain-
der avcas, up o rhe time of
right of way acquisition,

e

§. Dierermmine by comerod area and
sty parcel compurisng wheth-
er the remaanders have done as
well as, begrer, or worse than
freewasy-removed  proportics
whose mends they would noe-
nwally hove shared had the free-
wiry net been injected onro the
scend,

Wirh this information, parcel by
parced enalysis is completed—ar least
for those remainders on which there
has heen some activity since freeway
construction. Those which have nort
sold or have not been developed, are
held for. continwous Ffuture checks
vntil they ecither become active and
can be studied, or are inactive for

Primtrd im CALIFORMIA PTATT PRINTING brEICE

so long thar meamingfnl comparisons
can ne fonger be made, Onee on such
a contingous basis, the program vir-
tually  assures  the  relatively  early
avazlabitity of rhe mass of reswinder
parcel dita needed for realistic theory
testing.

As valunble as these overall dara
evaimations will be, however, it is in
the specific case-hy-case comparson
where this approach will develop its
Enll, workmyg potential, Ac this leve],
appraisers are seeking first of all not
to find what preperties are apt to do,
buc how weli o particular property is
Lkely to {are, and remainder parcel
cases are umiguely swired to directly
provide the answers. Thus the pin-
pointing of ecffeets in a manner that
will sarisfy the property owner that
his individual probleny and parcel arg
receiving the full, factual measure of
considerarion, becomes the worth-
while promise this new era of anaiy-
sis can continuously offer.
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‘ Commumty Effects on Ri"ltldl!‘ld{*
b f-;-i{’arﬂ*l Valuatmn

&MFORD FRANKLANIJ
' Hmdquaners Ribhl -of-Way Agcnt, Californiu Division nf Htghways

o -E&CH YEAR the California Division of Righways completes more th:m 8,000 sep:irate
. ‘appraisals of real propcrty needed for highway Fighls-of-way., About hall of these afis
. praisals are made in instances where only a portion of a wholé property is néeded, 1éav-
;7 ing the remainder in prwase ownership. For each partial acquisidion two' appra.isals U
J5 onwast be made: one of the pmperly "beime“ Femuoval of lhe portion rreeded zmd onéres Y
. ﬂectmg its value "after," : R
- Qrdinarily 2 before. vainatmn preSenis little ;:mmnm-es}wrmily in 1!1@ case oi' resi- C
~dential properties. ‘The appraiser searches the mmediately surrounding irea for fes
" eent sales of similaf properties. Thé comparable sales ure adjusted for minor dxf{er-

ences intime of sale, improvement, and neighborhuod influence;. IF an apprauser is

_"fam:har wnh the arex in guestion, the appraisal can ofted be al:l.’.pm[ﬂibhéﬂ i as little -
- as one day, The choive of comparables which are near in both time and lor:a.lwn insures '-  ;

. that the ‘economic infliiences which bear. un value will be s:milar :md obv:ates the ném-

A

.Sity for any gxtensive market or comniunily résearch. ST
. ’I‘he affer valuation presents an entirely dfferent pma]em Thxs apprmsa} must re— oL
S ﬂect the effgct pn a property of the removal of a portion and of the construction of i:hé o

highway facﬂl&}r 1mmédzately adiacent. - Theoretically the methodology of the ‘after ap-

.. praisal could be exactly the same as that used to determine the valie before, . _However,
. a'seareh of the immediate area for recent ,sales of similarly affected propertfhs will
" almoat always yield no result. This is understandabie because in more than 18 yr of
* fregeway construction in Californiz, iess than 40,000 remainder parcels have béen

created in the entire State; it has been estimated that far fewer than haif of these hmné

_bean sold, while still fewer represent valid and uscable sales. oo
There is, of course, a next best solution. Sales from other areas, .,which are ne:thler S

_ 'timtly HOT near in loeatlon nghi provide some indication of (reeway efféct{rom which o

. ap appraiser could form an opinion of value. However, the courts have beenunder- -
* Standably reluctant to admit as evidence sales which are not near in tire or ‘Iocatitn

and appraisers are reluctant to use substantiating data which will not Be accegted ip.

' -+ eoupt, Their logic is clear; value is'a function of time and localion and any- éompari
. " son of properties in different areas or sold at different limes is error prone, -

Despite the reluctance of the courts to admit sales of remainder parcels as ew&em, o

. . ‘they still remain the only factal docs.nmenmry evidence of freeway etfect, They are
u&eahle in a few specific instances and thelr usefulness could be extended il & reeans -
" were found to document the necessary adjustments for time and location; - For these -
.- reasgns the California Division of Highways some years ago began a systematic ifvestis
- gatipn-of every valid rémainder parcel sile cccurring along every California freewdy.

To date, approximately 1, 00¢ such remainder parcel sales have been collected, tabu-

lated and analyzed. Information collected includes appraised valies of the whcie prop-. e
erty, of the part required for right-of-way, and of the remainder; evéntual saies price;

control data to permit time adjustments; physical changes in property; and physical tht.n "

e regardmg Preperty locanon, acquisition, and construetion 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 -
: eﬂz&t might be determmed o ‘the: baBlS m’ values and physncal characterishca a0 that




84

an appraiser could, with reasosalie confidence, form an opinmon ih any similar instance;
s _ Unfortunately, careful correlation wd mirlysis huve as yet produced no discernable
S ' patierns. Neither the physical characteristics of the takings, of the highway construe-"
. } tion, nor of any minor geegraphic benchnuirks proyide Keys to the use of the sajes ex-
amplos. Tu many cases, the investgmtion of thesé [pafures ansd their correlation res -
“vealed diametrically ojiposed-effects un siluations of almost exaet physieal cum;urabil-
~ity. The appraiser with complete access to all gathered sules can find cxamp!esm
. .Hupport either damages or beaefits in almost any. cese, depending on lus owh pre- iormed
- qpinions. .
_ Because physical v'trmhles scemed to provide no clie to measurement of :‘reeway
o7 - effeet, evidence of other variables was sought in the lilerature; A comprchcnswe shldy
o whmh concerned itself with-only the possibie effect of freewdy constiiction and pot that
_of severaace suggested one approach to the problem. This study, of value- trends: amm
whole properties in residential tracts containing 22, 396 homes, was completed by the
Division of ‘Highways in March 1857 { 1}. Sales amony 1, 657 nomes constructed adja-
- cent to freeways were compared with the sales prices of homes away from 1mmed1ate
. ireeway iffluernce. Two significant conclusions of this siudy were that fa) “... faaers
.~ inherent in the entire tract, such as the livability and physical uppeal of the housas in -
one tract as opposed to another, ‘or the social and ceonomic status of the residents, B
- hdve a greater kifluence on the price trend than a freeway, school, or some other non< .
- - residential use adjoining a small percenlage of the homes in u partu:uiar subdivigion,* :
" and (b} "The annual trend in resale prices among subdivision homes adjoining fr_eems
iollows a pattern consisient with fhe price frend -of compara.ble homes " !
- A conclusion thal relative demand in an area miglit outweigh any posswlé detnmental
T physicai inflyence from a highway would seem to follow logically. ‘This is, of course;
" & well-known fact in the case of wmmercml or industrial properties affected by free. . = .0 .
© ways, Many examples have been gathered in these latter categorjes which show fan- =~
. -tagtic price in€redases for parcels whose sidpe has beéen virtually mangled and where
. nearly any other potential use has been precluded. In these cases, demand has clearly
.- ouiweighed any physical detnmeht imposed by e:ther right-of -way acqumumn or frea- i
. Way constiuction. -
No such clear-ent factors are invoived in remdential property price changes, w '
FRINE ‘inasmuch as measurakle physical and geographic factors provide no clue to the wide .
R -'varmuons infreeway effect among residential properues it. could be assumed g t?lis
" 7 point that relative derhand in‘a residential area i also the major variable which. oﬁghl
* .. tobe measured.  Unfortunately, the remainder parcel anilyses made to daté do-not ™ g
- contain any-data that would permit the measurement of relative demind levels or thtir i
© effect on the parcels involved. R
If the sssumption is correct that relative démand levels in a resiﬂentmi areaare o o
_ refiponsible for the presence or absehee of damages, an intensive large sca!e sMy'— T
‘must be undertaken to provide the supporting data needed.,
- Before this could be done, a pilot study had to beé completed’ wh;ch vmu!.d strongly
B indxcate that the effort would be justified. A recent study of remainder parcel sales:
DR . . ix S8an Diego County was aimed at providing the necessary supporting data. The ob-
IR jective of the study was to relate subsequent sale prices ic communily economic trends, .
If the analyses among sirilar propertles in dissimilar communities gave indicationthat
.- ‘properties tended to be unaffected or benefited in a 5irong demand abea; the premise d
. the ‘pllot stody would be corifirmed.
: Efforts weré concentrated in two suburban. commumfles 1a Mesa and El Ca]on, o
B T ahnut 15 mi &ast of the San Diego central business district {Flg 1}, They are reached o
R O U © . from downtown San Diego by traveling two nearly parallel freeways which join into-ong -
: " -+ . at'the eastérn edge of La Mesa. The two communitics have a commion border, La
S+ Mesw being closer to San Diego. E) Cajon is-the last suburban community alung this
R transportation corridor that is undergoing any intensive urbanization at the presgat = . .
RN " -time, ‘Beyond El Cajon, most of the residential development is in the nature cf ranches-
" and small estates.
A fpeeway was camplated thmugh La Mesa to the El Ca]on city timits early in 195,
' 3 ’ JCakif. 198 whi
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nects CaliI zao and 12, c:mr. 12 was completed through E! Ca;on me in: 1961 The .
unentatitm of the pilot study was toward solving an appraisal problem. Data on the ro- .
mainder parcel salés followed a typical appraisal approach, Field research in the com= .
©o T rasndties was primarily interview and chservation betause these are the tools most S
o, : readﬂy 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 pericd.of time,
.. Statistical data gathered were of the simplest type, i.e., population, retail sales, as«
sessed va.luatxpn, and mtilding permits. No attenipt was made to correlate mathemli _
S cally trends i these areas with trends in thé real estate market, beemise most real |
Tow ot estate appraisers do not have the fasilities for extensive mathemati¢d! analysis, Asa-
C MU vesalt, dofa relating o the communities of El Cajon and La Mesa aré preseépted in the
SR nar;‘ative fashion of an anthropplogical momgraph with a limited statistical profile. - -
-/ . Thereisa possibility of some distortion of image, but this poss;bnhty exists toa desreo
S i all community studles, regardless of approach, techmqne, i sophisﬁcatm R

REMAIN'DER SALES DATA

. 'I'he aiter va‘.ue of 2 remainder is an appraised value at the nme oithe higm; ac-
' --'qu;sitkm. ‘Freeway effect, in a specific instance, canbe measuréd b}! adjusting this :
- yalue to the time of study by use on a trend basis of sale prices of properties nol physi- .
cally aifected by the freeway. Freeway effect is then the difference between the adjusted
vilue ang the achial sdle price. For instance, if property in the area incréased § per-
TR e cent during a year lapse; then the after value oi _the subject was increased in like per-
. - gentage. The difference between this adjusted price and the actual sale price indieates
CEE T . the amount and degree of damages and benefiis to the individual parcels.
con T Obvigusly, this' adjisfment, as well as the appraised after value, is subject to some -
error because the appraised after value relies to some extent on the judgment of the ap—
ser F;or'the sake of convenience and in hope of cancelmg some od thta pote
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Tl . LA MESA REMAINDER SALES* . Alter [hniting consideration lg residential
I oo Adnten —— parcels, therd were 16 valid siles in La Mesa. -
Bate *““:s‘;‘l"“ Cvame  SUOPRE gpane, o (Table 3}, Generally, this gmuphasexpenenceﬂ
i B a net benefit of 2.5 percent more than the gen-..
- ; ig.;‘n: : i!g.gg: z_g.;gg ' 3:!11 -eral price rise in'the immediate arga. =~
- n - , T4 i, » ]
S end IR b i Sales'1, 12 and 13 are three sales of cne
4L 106 2,45 U500 2608 . proporty, w1th sale 11-being the ecarliest, 12 tﬁg
v RRE Bal B ol next and 13 the last. These sales ire summa-
¥ 1,04 1,3% 0 Mmoo + 210 rized in Table 2. Sale §-and & are two sales of
- Hime  areir  1roos b one property, sale 9 being the earliest. - The -
A0 14625 17,404 18000 - 1,404 first feature apparvent is that-the amount. of dam-
- :gg‘,} }g:ggj- e b age may change through timeé. = In addition, as
R 1,0 T 14445 1860 - 4a ‘Table 2 shows, the deégree of damage (sﬁown
S _}::m ‘:i:gg : ﬁ'ﬁg L zgg a5 a perceént of sales price) changes through. -
- 1,850 33,880 13,050 - 40 time. - All other things being equal, the degree - .

anses - ua3es 15,25 - ses  of damages should be 2 constant percentage of
T e LT T " all subsequent sale prices.’ . This theureticai
o © constant-does not bear out in me case of. the
' ) “market in La Mesa. s
The two parcela wh;-::h appear to be most severely damaged have somethmp; in com-a '
mon, i.e.isolation. For the sake of convenience Sales 11, 12and i3aredesignatéd .
: © parcel A, and Sale 10, parcel B. In the before condition, parcel A was a corner parcel,
. The freewaa; taking left a iriangelar parcel, the freeway bemg the base of the triangle .
B " and fwo city streets terminating at the ireeway being the two sides. The apex of the |
“triangle, the corner of the two rity streets, was the point farthest from the Ereswny
- It the after condition,. parcel A is rather like an island, surrosnded and exposed on all
-:mdes., it is, in a sense, ph?szcally isplated from =il its ne:ghbnrs‘ .

b atedona sfreet that was to some degree stratified in the before condition. At one end
-~ of the street were fine new homes, ranging from $14,000 to 350, 000, The other end
- of the street ®as older, contdining frame bunigalows built in the 1520's and: & chicken -
- farm. There was, then, 2 “best" end and 2 "worst” end of the street, Parcel B erlﬂ,
<7 inthe before eondition, be coneidered ay part of the best end of the street, the improve-.
L b o oment bemg worth at the time approximately $12,000. ‘The construction of the freeway, .
L - 71 however, separated the two 'ends of the street—the best end on one side of the freeway
and the worst end on the other. Parcel B was left on the worst énd, This itself may -
- . not have been endugh to ¢reate damage, but it is now the only new :mprovement Bocated
on this street; it stands isolated from the neghborhood of which it was once part,” _
The sacial and physical iso)ation of these two parcels are the oaly twe insta,ncaswhere '
daxﬁages can be explained in a context 'of an apparent benefit of 2.5 percént. The other -

i ‘theve would bé a range of eifect {rum damages to'benefits becanse of the inconstandy. of -
demand mysicany comparing them with the benvef:ted parcels, no variabies wo\ﬁd he

~ . ‘ : TABLE 2

' SALE MISTORY OF ONE REMAINDER IN LA MESA*
e - —
: Adiuntirinm, Adusled e PEACE e miome
Sufe ‘Date, Facror Valwe 1§ - Tndlcited :
' : {51 e § v Bale -
o R I _
T MMFST LS. - 6400 12,50 1,166 B&
[ BSET 1.6 13, 700 13, 100 !_'Elﬂ an
13 .'r'l‘ﬁ}'!-ﬁ 1. 11 Il,m.gﬁ 33, 3h [£E] 3,58

=il il enfeNny Lo ;.1 Lty ey Ak, Eover sftor ua e B
5.1 e Li.n-s az TP )

- Parcel B, also, is. 1solated in the after- condition, but in a unigue manner; it is situ- e R

-damaged parcels mpparently are not urique, and on any project it would be eupecteﬁ that- - .
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TAPLE 3,
EL CAION JIERATRIER SALESH

Adusted MNeE

S found to Facilitate prediciion. On the average.
Ciwmvever, properties in Li Mesa show o xiroag

‘lendency toward being benefited by e frecway, Adtnr Valae

Pardel t5} '-'.n‘l\!u ﬂ“’};’.ﬂ-"r_ Clmlmu- -
P ) 1% s - i3]

El Cajan SRS v I
K ; J—'— . ] T 440 ?f'fi QMH ECO D | S

Lo 8Sales in Kl Cajon reveal a contrary patler, 1 M. ", ,sb; TN .2
S50 0 As Table 3 shows, three of the eight parcels P 10,948 12'.::-'-., i g i 'ﬁg
Pl slmw 4 bénefit and the rest show 4 damage; 5 15,206 - G220 T LK LA

‘ ‘The average difference in salés priceof the ; R

‘Temainders, compared to a similar area, is L LS IR~ R E L (RS

-4.23 percent. It is interesiidg to note thatel ™ Aw 1AL 1EhG tHav - ]

s W R s =t el e e s e Lz e

U TR the eight sales, four are abutling the freeway, [ T
S and four are not. ‘The porlion of the nonabut- -
_'ting parcels acquired was for a frontage road
. or eily street widening. OCf the four Irceway d].‘rullln,{ parcels, three are the hencﬁwd
parcels. . All nonabutting parcels show 2 damage. AR
K In contrast 1o La Mesa, there is 4 possibility Ut the El Cajon parcels in the mnms BV
... ity of the ireeway may be rezoned somctime in the future-—most likely to- muluph resis L
< i démtial, If there is rezoning, the superior identification features of the paseeis abuttmg- S
T v the Ireeway wauid ‘most hkaly bring an inérement Lo those parcels. For this: Feason,
these parceIs may ha'-'e some speculatxve Value aid this may be reflected: in a relatwe
henedit,’ . ‘
The sales invasngatmns in the two communines admmedly provide only the glilnmest
‘doeurmnentation of benefit in one communily and damage in the other. It is rare,. howéver,
“to fing as many as 16 roughly similar remainder progerties which have sold in wsmgle
con;mumty* therefore, the data were considered to be sufficient evidence for the Pyt -
' poses. of this phiot'study. ' To give credence to the initial assumption; it was necessary
" tg gxamiie, with-the Ijmited touls availabie the reiatwe demand atrucmre in lhe-two
cmnmumties.

1

COMMUNITY ANA LYSIS

S La Mesa and El Cajon are not actually communities 4s the term has heen défmed
< .{2); they are primarily segregated aggregates {3). As a result, the character-of these -
: communities has changed somewkat in the last 10 vy, and wili prebzbly rontinue this
change {4).. The.change is primarily attribuléd wo the urbanization of. Califoriug. and the '
suburbamzauon of pre-existing communities. The coisequent change-in populatmn has ..
- had significant impact on the norfial indicators of community exchange activities. Both =~ -
- El Ga;on and La Mesa.in recent yedrs have become increasingly dependent, both éeo- - -
‘ nozmoahy and sooially, on the San Diego urban area. A complele analysis of their ehar-, L
acters as communities would of necessity inchude at-extensive consideration of the San. }
Diego urban area and the interdependencies that have developed in the last several yedrs. -
- However, such a project is beyond the scope of this paper at the pregent ume. T :
Between the city limils of the two communities is the unincorporated area ctGross- :
« mont, “The Grossmont residential area generally follows the configuration’ of Mt Ir‘ehx
'amd 1§ considered to be one of the prime prestige neighborhoods in Ban Diega. . ‘Most”’
Grossmant homes are on view sites. . The proximity of Grossmont, as well ag topog-
-.Tuphy- {Pig. 2), has had mgnificant effect on the developrnent of both- cemmumtlea and R
may be: prxmlrily msponsmie for the differences between them SRR . o

. T EEEE

La Masa

The topography of La Mesa is primarily ro.dmg and hilly. The oid city developed in.
& bowl between the hills and aleng the old highway.’ Residential development extended,
intc ¥hie hills south and east of the city ina spotty manner, becoming increasingly moré
. deluxe in the direciion of Grossmont, Downtown La Meba was primarily a conglomera-~
tian of smali shops extending for several blocks along the old highway (US -80L --Theoid

A8 £ i n:# ggﬁqt nﬁage mmposed of retired businessmen 4

.....
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' rig.n'a" 2. La’ HMega~El cajnn-Groamm srea, shmﬁng freewa.

o n mn, today, has become " typlc:l middle-cla.ss bedmam community‘ 'm mm
to the north are covered with homes: custora homes, tract houses and apartments, The
hiily texraln with its view lots, combined with & warm climate; moders trmapuru&on.

- and proximity to Grossmont made La Mesa a egtural residential sutmrb in the path of

. 'the San Diego boam, Taday La Mesa has a large abopping center—Grassmont prpkw

- Cetter—6n a plateau cverlcoking the old town, which draws its customers from dllover .
the eastern San Diego urban area. It competés suceeasfully with other ests d and’
Inrger, shopping centeya in surrcunding communities. Retall sales in ial :

‘Jast flve years have doubled—ifrom $26 million in 1057 to §$54 milton in 1932 (5} Popu
. hﬂon noarly triplad between 1950 and I%D—from 10. 846 to 30, 441 (ﬁ’]
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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

.. nol based on any factual material. But then, any scale which m:ght mdmal'.e relative
degwes of destrability must,- by definition, be subjective.

a Before the construction af the [reeways, Lo Mesa and Et Cajon most. lxkely would

.- have bee¢n approximately equal-in terms of a dcsuabnmy scale. Fach was sparsely’

- settled; each Had a rather wide range of house types and values representéd in their i

N Lr‘espectwe hmus* each was charicterized is being bemx ~rurzl and suburban :

MARICETING CHANGES

El Ca}rm before the era of urhan pxpansion, was 2 minor marketing cemer for the s

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 Cettet and marks the beginning of a new ‘era for Iaﬂesa__ i

But it marks the end of an pld one for Kl Cajon. La Mesa has progressed at the ex<

‘ pense of El Cajom The location and environment in. L3 Mesa, in connection with the -

merging of two freeways, made it a much more desirable locatmn for a modérn shup- '

- ping center, and this one feature alone was enough to eid the retail dominatfon of E1 -
" Cajon in the local area. E} Cajon has 3 shopping center, but it is primarily a mmmuu—

ity shopping center and is not designed to attract customers from the surrommng areas. L

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




. . miission of sales evidence with sound documentation as background for-any. ad;ustmema..,A = :
" Mudh data collection remaing before such an adjustment can be reade with confidence.

- 7 Help s:kgnﬁicantly in the development of n measure of relative demand {a)} the original
- asking price for the subject property, and (b} the length of time that it was listed for -

- -oompaﬂsonof the listing pericd of the subject property with the average mtting ume

7 elass where 1o cbvious reason exists for benefifa of where damage amounts p&!ght be

100 | _ 7 o . : | :

SUMMARY AND CONC LUSIONS

There is, then, a strong desire and henee, markel for La Mesa homes that is. ab-
sent in Ei Cajon. This fact, when coupled with the earlier approximation of a lendem:_v
toward benefil in La Mesa and toward damage in E! Cajon would seem to subslantiate .
thie basic premise of the pilot study and provide justification for further riforts todevelop
. “a means of measuring relative demand 50 that adjustments can e made for mcaunn, n_ R
.well as for time, ‘
Aside from the major conciusion of thg study, at least two significant wnrning signs
were tioted: {a} even in an area of generally beneficial influence a property may be sgs
vergly dimaged if it is isolated from other like properties which teng to genwrally sup< =~ -
port values, and (b} even in an area.where domand 1s: goenerally weall a Propérty may- be .
benefited if thé possibility of a zone change Lo permiit a more compatible and higher and ‘
beiter use exists. Each before and after appraisal should carefully note the possibs]ity
of either of theae occurrences. A
“The pilot study utilized a monograph technique which is a method emirely unsuited i3 Dol
.to the presenlation of evidence in court proceedings. The court would prefer. the sub- . :

I 18 suggested that two additional bits of information about each remainder sale might . ;o

- .sale. To bé able te relate this péripd for purposes of measureme_nt however, some '
ndex of relative demand in the strrounding area must be provided, -This eould be at~ -
- ¢omplished by the deévelopment of an average listing period for control properties. A

in the zrea should permit an index of relative demand levels to be construeted. - S
" It was meptioned earlier that many examples exist of pmperﬁes which have enjnyeﬁ .
_ substantial special benefits. These properties are, almost without exception; those: . -
where an obviouk change to a higher and better use "has occurred as a.result of the prég-f
. erties peculiar relationship with the adjacent highway. The relative demadnd indes nded .
" hot be’ developed in these cases, The problem properties are mainly. inihe regidentisl.

"--m#e than ordinary because of depressed demand in the surrcunding aves.

-+ The investigations conducted during this pilot study clearly showed that dnmage- . '
 penefit appraisal is an art still in its infuncy. The fact of damagea or benelils igestiab+ -
iished in the market place as is the value of property in gereral but, unfortanately for -
the da.mage-beneﬂt appraiser, this market plice is nearly Always an environment atf.
ferent from that in which he is working.  The appraiser must exercise more than: ool

hary care in every partial ;a.cqmsmon situation ta-insure adhereme to the concept of -

B - just compensation, In these instances, more than crdinary eare would énvisage a mnﬁ AR

" plete market anaiysis until such time as additional documentation ¢an definitely estal- -
. lsha pattern of effsct in the different market environments in which the appraiuimuit
t'orm his opihiuns .
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An Evaluation of

BY THE
ECONOMIC RESEARCH DIVISION
BUREAU OF PUBLIC ROADS

- Contrary to general public opinion, the particl toking of property for highway
- vight-of-way usually has beneficial affects on the remaining property, socording

to the findings of the study of severance coss records in the Burcan of Public
“ Ronds' files (bank).

The information on the efevis of the partial tokings
presented in this article is expected to be helpinl to those concerned with the

" acguisition of right-of-way for highways—uppraisers, negotintors, courts, and

" affected property owners.

. As much background information az possible ix needed to provide the basiz
Jor establishing o fair price Jor the purchase of right-of-way. To obtain this
information, most State highuway depoartments are conducting severancs study
programs and publishing the findings. Studies availoble and the effects of
many particl takings reported to Public Roads by the States hooe been analysed
by the authors. From this analysis, it has been concluded that most property
ouners benefit from their encounter with highway departmenta,

C.
Introduction

MAJOR job facing builders of wodern
highways today i the equitable and
timely acquisition of right-of-way. For sev-
aral reasons, this task msy be growlog even
mope compler.! Controlled-access features of
modern bighways are placiog more Hmite on
nhijiters’ rights. There is increasing compe-
tition for space, particularly it urban 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 highwaya is growing more difficult, there
esnl be no doubt sbout the magniturde of thia
task. For the National System of Interstate
and Defense Highways alone, & million end a
half acrea of land ecosting about $6.5 billion
will be required by the completion date in
1973, Right-of-wsy scquisition in which the
Fedoral Government participates is surrently
ocosting about 3750 million & yesr—proposed
Btale right-of-way programs for 1063, $885
million; for 1964, $757 million; for 1965, $870
million.

; at the $3d¢ sncusi meciing of the Highwey

{ m Bosrd, Wik ington, D.C, January 1084, under

akitie of FHiphway Srocresce Duun Studior— Soas
Gﬁh-ll Niadtspr.

s Far & brief discnsion of ihe growiag eomplexity of right-

sbway pecquibshiion, me Ax Editericl, Right-of- Wiy, vol. 16,

Nog K, Octobsr 1983, p. 5.

Severance Studies

To help sseure that this money ha belng
spent wisely, incressing uee i3 belng made of
severapee studies—ase sludy anaiyses of the
effect of faldng part of a property for highway
right-of-way. Such studies have been pom.
pleted or are underway in 48 States, of which
two-thirds have supplied information for in--
alusion in & eentral filo or bank of cases that
was estabiished about 2 years ago (1961} in
Public Reads. The States heve asupplied
more than 1,300 case studiea for this eentral
file. The States have issued more than 1,500
individusl case atudy reports, many of thess
gre parrative repocts or were médo on State
foring rather than on Pablic Reads forms,

Beverance studies are intended to provide
the information that will permit equitable
peymenis {o be made for properly takea.
By recording and analyzing the effect of
pariial teking of property for right-of-way in
the past, severmnce studics make it possible
to determine with more certsinty the present
ead future effect of partial taking of proper
tiea for right-ol~way. A8 more is Jearned about
what happens to properties after part is taken
for right-ol-way, especially factors or charpe-
teristies that affest value, considerable savings
in c¢oate ere expeclod to be realized, But
severance atudles obwicusly are not intended
giroply $o reducs coste of right-of-way aequi-
sition. Inadequets payments for right-of-

artial Taking of Property for Right-of-Way

Roportsd: by GEORGE V, BRODERICK,
Econsmic Statisticlan, and
FLOYD 1. THIEL, Economhst

wiy are fully as slarming to conscientious
highway builders as exceseive paymuents, !

Summary

The findings presented in this article are
tentative; they are only typical of the cases
apalyzed snd are mot representative of aoff
cuses. The tentative findings may change
when more sases hecome available for anaiyaie,

The high coust of right-of-way, more than &
billion doliare a yesr, and the need at the
same time to provide just compensation when
acguiring right-of-way, provide B strong
momentam for examining past experience 0
learn what generel truths might be usefel fob
right~of-way acquisition in the future. By
organizing snd making available in usable
form the experience gained in highway acqui-
sition, severance studies offer & way of cors
recting certain overpayments as well as the
relatively few underpayments for hjghwqr
right-of-way. Many State highway depart-
menta are now enjoying this bencfit as tha
result of their own meverance studies., Th
addition to this wnse of scverance studies,
which must be regarded as their primery
purpose, fndings from analyzing a collection
of ceses can be expected to provide soms
guidelines for right-of-way acquisition jp the
future. Although information in the Pubhl
Roads’ bank of tasea does not pow permil
formulas to be developed to predict the experis
ence owners will have with their remainder
parcels, somo tentative observations can be
made, va follow: '

{1} The recovery rate for craes in the Publie
Roeds” bank tends to be xmore than 100 pers
eent, the median ia 138 peroent.

{2) Certain characteristics tend to be assos
ciated with a higher-tban-average rocovery
rate. These inelude: pearncss to an inter-
change, a sale after some period of time (e.g.,
more than & year] after the taking, a vacang
rather than & residentisl land use before the
aequisition, and fullt visibility of the lughwax
from the remainder.

€3} When the simultancous effect of several
fastors seting in combination was snalyxed
by mubliple regression, the most influential
factore were; & change in land use, time clapes
ing from aequisition to sale, travel distance tg
new highway, type of remsinder, and nearncss
to an interchange, 3
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{4} The cwner is being made whole in four
out of five cases.

(5 Property owners who lost generally had
tost wvery little, Gains ranged from smail

mounts to fantestically large gaing.

{8) Owners of residential propertiez are
mpre fikely o experience losses than owners
of land in other usee. Gains are ofien asso-
clated with vaoant remainsers.

(7 Pamege payments made 0 owners of
vacant parcels ofien are unrealistically high.
Ezxpericnce suggests that high dsmage pay-
ments for vacant propertics partially taken
should receive elose serutiny in the future.

Benefits of Severance Studies

Ms=any of the benefits to be derived from
severance studics are alresdy being realized,
These studies help zsaure the proper spending
of tax money for right-of-way purposes;
- they make available informetica relevant to

the takings. This information is needed
by appraisers and negotintors, the courts,
and affected property owners, if the State's
purpose to buy right-of-way property at a
fair price is 0 be accomplished.

Analysia to supply expericnce in simiiar
situations—the porpose of individual sever-
soce studies——is the traditional approach
employing data for compsreble situetions,
which has been used suecessiuily by
appraizers.  Ordinarily, the best pources for
comparable information in taking situations
re stucies completed within the State. snd
aost Btates do rely on data obtained from
such cases.  For unusual situations—takings
involving special purpose  properties—the
Public Roads' bank ean be scarched for
comparable takings. The prooedure for re-
goesting & search is described on pege 93
of the Manual for Highway Severance Damage
Studies, and the type of data thet can be
obtained is shown in teble 1.

_A fsirlr eommon result of severance in-
vestigations shows that (1} after a partial
taking for right-of-way, the sdverse effeet

“on remaining land parcels ie often much
less drastic then feared or (2} the remainder
parcel receives n gignificans benpefit. Thue,
these studies ean be useful in keeping af-
fécted individuale apd the general public
informed.

Carro- *ian of cases .

Collecting  severance ecases offera  ope
portunitliea for anasiyvzing these cases. Al
though the data reflected in the bank of
cases cannot be considersd +ypical for all
highway takings, the data that san be as-
sembled permit some interesting and perhaps
valuable compsarisons, Although there are
now about 1,250 cases in the bank, cases
are not usable for analysis until they have
been edited and cheeked. The number of
“sable eases for different compearisone varies.
‘or example, more than 900 ocazes car be
used to compare the per acre value at the
time of the highway taking with the per
acre value of the remainder that is eold, and
the 850 canes in the bank for which the entire
remainder hes been aold provide a good in-
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dioation of the extent te which the owner
was wade wholz or, in & very gencral way,
whether just compensation was provided.

Hecovery Rate Experience

The recovery rate ior a highway-severed
parcel i obtalned by dividing the velue per
aers (or per square foot) of part or all of the
remainder that hoasa been gold by ita value at
tho time of the taking. A recovery rate of
more than 100 pereont means that the ro-
mainder hes jineressed in velue. As the
recovery rata can be determined when any
part of & remainder ig sold, this type of
comparison ordinarily ean be made for & case
B3 800N 48 any portion of the remainder has
hean sold.

Becauss of the extremely high recovery

‘rates for some remainder parcels, simple

arithmetic averages may not be a satisfactory
summary measurs of the typical recovery rate
for severed parcels in the bank &% the present
time {1963}, Median values provide another
way of summarizing the overall recovery rate,
As & medisn i3 & middle valoe with helf of
the cases abhove and half of them below, those
remainder parecls beviog extremely high
recovery rates do not bave such a noticeabls
effect on medinn values as on average valuves,
The median recovery rate for ceses in the
bapk at the end of 1963 was 138 percent.
About 75 percent of sll enses showed a re-
covery rate of more fhan 100 percent, as
shown in figure 1. SBome 7 percent of the cases
showed & recovery rate of more than 1,008
percent, and 25 percent of the cases showed a
recovery rate of lesa than 100 percent,

In addition to eonsidering recovery rates
reported for all cases 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-
aipder pareel, and (5) loestion of the paresl
in rolation 0 an interchenge.

Teble 1.-=Comparisen of principal charae
terisiics of properly and comparable
property

Ttem Bubj Comparsble
Lo e

Land use befors_.........] Bchool_ ... mﬂlm‘tl‘lm
Land use after (sxpocted.) {Bohoel) .| Redailt
g:u bewrglre....(_.._....... iu [V . "I atres.
e afber L eanuen nere .| 8 mores,

Hiﬁ:w&ycwmlu.. Interstute_| Interstaie.
v belors. ... ae.o. .l ST0,000. .. .

Valun of partion .| $20,000....| ®13,000.
Eadt;gnmm;emnt :i]-)or ............ ~$25,000.

Eatimatod romainder .. oroece-. §00,000.
Yalite,
Hales prioe of remainder. . l...cooareae.

192,008
Effect of taling . oeeeoeoee s +538,000.
EAY The el expected to
achaol, the changedito retall soon alter the
;. m.wh;gi: ‘mtbe Y]
ampunks have heen rounded 10 the searest b
Time of sale

Whether the time at which & remainde:
pareal sells has any effect on the recovery rate
hns heen the subjeet of considerabls speculs
tion. The effect of time is of interest becams:
it has & bearing on the validity of the com
parison  between before wvalues and afte
values. I n sszle oeccurs soon enough afie
the taking, tha highway effect is revealed he
simply tompearing the before velue with th
value ahown by tha sale.

The effect of time on recovery rates of case
in the bank i wery noticeable. Remainde:
parcels that are aold & year or more afler th
time of the taking tend 1o have higher recover:
rated. As can be seen in figure 2, parcels tha
were sold within & year’s time had & lower rak
of recpovery. A third of the parcels-that wen
sold within the first yesr had & recovery mb
of less than 100 percent. ¥For parcels sok
more than 3 years after the highway taking
oniy t2 peroent had & recovery rata of les
than 100 peroent. Neardy 80 percent of th
[and parcels that were s0ld more than 3 year
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Figure 2.—~Lund value recovery raies by time from escquisitien to sele-~unadjusted J'or
: general land value changes,

after the highway taking had & recovery rate
of more than 200 percent, and sbout 15 per-
eent had s recovery rate of 1,000 percent or
more. ln conirast, only about 26 percent of
the land parcels shat were sold within the year
of the taking had & recovery rate of more than
200 pereent; 4 percent had a recovery rate of
1,000 pereent or more.

The median recovery rates for parcels soid

v different lengths of time afier the highway
taking emphasize the effect of time. The
médian recovery rate for property sold within
1 year was 119 perecent; for property sold
between 1 and 2 years after the taking, 135
pereent; for property sold between 2 and 3
years after the taking, 157 percent; and for
preperty sold more than 3 years after the
taking, 238 percent. ‘This is shown in figure
2. These median recovery rates adjusted for

MEDIAN
[ ace cases k30

' @ VACANT 43
AGRICULTURAL 149
RESIDENTIAL 128

o] SERVICES, TRADE, 145

general lend wvalue Inereases (an sverage
aonusl inereass of 7 percent woa used) sre
still spectscular: 115 percent, 121 percent,
125 percent, and 155 percent, respectively.
Thug, it appears that land values of affected
parcels tend to appreciate jn valus eonsider-
ebly faster than i true for jand values geo-
erally. REventusily, when enough eascs are
avajlable for analysis, it msay be possible to
limit the comparison to cases where the
remainder is sold very soon after the aeguolsi-
tion, Buch a cowmpatison would generally
exclude the general land value inercase ceour-
ting over & period of time and leave only the
highway effect. With such a simple before
spd alter comparisor, the effect of charac-
terigtics other than time (e.g., type of land uss,
iype of highweay system) should become more
eagily distinguished.

" MFTG, GOV'T.

RECOVERY RATE LESS
THAN 0%

SN

ipe-g]

§

RECOVERY RATE
O0% TO Z00%

RECOVERY RATE
OVER 200%

-

Figure 3.~Land vaiue recovery rates by land use at che time of ecguisition.

otisdab tirals

Another characteristic that appears to have
an effect on the recovery rats is the use that
the land was put to st the time of the highway
taking (Gg. 3). The median recovery rate
for residential property, for example, i about
126 percent compared with a median recovery
rate for ali eases of 138 percent. The other
Jand uvees-—vecant, agricultural, and & com-
bination of serviees, irade, manufacturing,
and government—hed recovery rates of 143
percent, 149 percent, and 145 percent, respeg-
tively. 'The relatively poorer recovery rates
for reaidential property is highlighted by the
bar charts in figure 3. For examplz, only 27
pereent of the residential property remainders
hed a recovery rate of 200 percent or more,
and 31 percent of the residentiel property had
a recovery rate of less than 100 percent.

Type of highway system

Another comparison, by type of highway
gyatem, shows some differences that may be
attributable to whether the remainder parcel
was located on an Interstate highwsy, &
Federal-gid primeary highway, or a Federal-aid
gsecondury road. The median recovery rate
for remainder parecls along Interstate routes
is sbout 140 percent, alightly higher than the
median recovery rate (138 percent) for all
cases in the bank.  The recovery rate is about
132 pereent afong Federal-aid primary highe
ways, and about 135 percent along Federsl-
aid secondary roads.

In addition to somewhat higher recovery
rates, for remainder pareels along the Inter-
state Systemn more large gains and more josses
bhave been experienced than for parcels along
other highwey eystems. As shown in figure
4, ahout 35 percent of the remainder parcels
located along JIoterstale Highway Systems
have had recovery rafes of more than 200
pereent.  This i3 a slightly larger portion of
parcels than the remainder parcels jocated
along Federni-aid primary systems and Fed-
eral-aid pecondary systems. At the samie
time, about 20 pereent of the remejnder page
cels located along the Interstate System have
had recovery rates of less than 100 percent,
gompared with about 24 percent of the ré-
maindera along the Federal-aid primary
systemo Bod 26 porcent of the remainders slong
Pederal-aid secondary systems, which had

 recovery rates of less than 108 perceng.

Whether the recovery rates along Interstate
routea will continue at the same level when
mote cases are available to enalyze is not
clear.  Perhaps the overall recovery rates i‘n;
remaindor parcels slong Interstate routes will
be roore spectacular that for remainder par-
cels Jocated along other types of highway
Byatoms. N

The higher-than-normal  recovery rates
along Interstate rouica might be expected,
but it may be thet recovery rates for many
parecls located along the Interstate route wilt
be lower than for parcels loeated on other
types of highway systems because of the lack
of direct mecess to the Interstate System.
However, the countrast between [nterstate
and non-Iuterstate recovery rates is sharper

Jums 1964 &+ PURLIC ROADS




MEDIAN . this time; however, the claima that are oft

7 acevvess (3@ : made about the undesirable appearances ar

effects of modern highwaey improvemsn

@ INTERSTATE 140 : " have seldom been stibatantiated. Apparent

[ FECERAL AID 158 ithe mizrket does not dircount the valus .

C FRIMARY property from which the highway exn be see
FEDERAL AID 155 Sp— On ihe conirary, property from which t

T SECONCORY : highway eczn he scen eppears to fare bett

in the market place than property from whic
the highway i# not vieible. )

i
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o

i
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Interehange effects

What heppens around interchanges is d
picted in figure 8. Approximnately one-fourl

RECOVERY RATE LESS

e

\\‘\t of the 900 plus csees used in this analy:

THAN 100% :\&\\ wero ioosted within a half mife of an inte

n change, & distance often used to distinguic

i RECOVERY RATE : RECOVEAT RATE between interchange and noninterchange nees
26% ID0% TO 200% SVER 200% . The recovery rate of parcels located within
: half mile of an interchange is generally bett

thun the recovery rate for parcele locate
ferther away from an interchange. For e
ampie, the median recovery rate for parce
Iocated nesr interchanges was ahout 164 pe
Figure 4.~Land ralue recovery rates by type of highway system. eent compared with 131 percent for parce
located away from the interchange. Als

at the upper mange of recovery rates than iz not now possible to tell just how signifieant ore of the interchange propertiea had hig
it s at the lower end. Thus, the recovery  these diffcrences are. ‘The median recovery Tecovery rates than was true for parcels k
tates along the Interstate Systems are dis- mate for parcels from whick the highway is Otted away from the intcrr..ha‘nge. Nearl
tinguished from those for other highways fully visible, for cxample, is 145 percent, half of the parcels located within a balf mi
primarily by the high recovery rates; when compared with & recovery rate of 333 percent ©f an interchange had recovery rates of mor
recovery rates are low along the Interstate for pareels from which the highway was than 200 percent,

Bystem, the rates are only slightly different partially wvisible, snd 117 percent for parcels

from those along other types of roads. from which the highway could not be seen. Multiple Regression Analysis '

This is shown in figure 5 along with the . . :
Visibility from the remainder . In aneiysis of the recovery rates of highway
medisn recovery rale for all cades—133 severed remainders, an examination of the ir

C The States that are sending soverance ecases  bereent.  Also, 37 percent of those remainder :
to the Public Roads’ bank arc providipg parcels from which the highway could beseen Tucnco Of Seversl factors faken ohe b & b
information as to whether the highway is fully had a recovery rate of more than 200 EUNCE0 ¥ MRS SR FEUSC RO O 8 R
visible from the remainder parcel. Most of percent, but only about 21 percent of the tog dotermine the simultansous effect on th
the time full visibility means that the property ~remainder parcels from which the highway | " 00 o0 cveral factors, scting in com
i8 also visible from the highway. Tentative could not beseenhadeuch o high recoveryrate, . .. =~ " o0 o e the relative strengt.
anelysis of the recovery rates by visibility - As noted carller, the nignificance of the egch (;[ the factors. For this analysis, th
shows some interesting differences, though it recovery rates canbot be fully discerned 8t  ¢,.1,:500e of multiple regression has been usec

- When the simulizneous effect on the resgy

]

: MEDEAN . ory rabe of several factors acting in combine
[[] ate cases i38 tion was studied, the most influential factor
werg (1) change in jand use, {2} time elapsin

FLLLY ViS 4 )
@ VLLY VISIBLE s from acguisition to sale, (3} travel distance &

PARTIALLY VISIBLE 133 the new highway, {4) type of remainder (land
Y wor wisiaLe "y locked, isolated, or separated), and (5) nesr

ness to interchange. For one of the groups ¢
cases studied, a coeflicient of multiple correls
tion of 0.B6 was oblained, indicating that 7
percent of the total variation in the recover;
rato was explained by the combined effect o
the several independent factors used in th
A NN analysia. Additional and more refined anal
30 RN ysis of this kind is planned for the future, -

Are Public Roads® Cases Typical

RECOVERY RATE RECOVERY RATE Ag many of the States supplying informs
0% TO 200%, OVER 200% tion about remainder parcels do not report’o:
all remainder parcels in the State or om .

representative spample of them, some questio

C - ' roay exist as to whether the cases in the Pub
- Yo Roads’ bank sre typiecal of partial takin,
SEVERAL CASES ARE NOT SPECIFIED SO THAT "FULLY” "PARTIALLY"  in general. Although thers appesrs to be b
AND “NOT VISIBLE" CATEGORIES DO NOT ACCOUNT FOR ALL CASES definitive test that would answer this quer
- tiom, a check can be made to oompare th.

Figure 3.~Land valus recovery rates by visibility of highwray from remaindesr. ~ findinge from the bank as » whols with tb

407,

i

RECGVERY RATE LESS
THAN {0G%
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R NEOIAR : * Bndings from a State that b supplying infor
T A cases 138 o mation about alt remainder parcels that havi
y . . . been sold, This bas been done. Findings Fo:
EEE] aTINTERCHANGE 164 sll cases in the bank have been comparec
i'] NOT AT 134 with those of the approximately 400 Californie
INTERCHANGE . 7 cases, which are jo the bank,

) The findings for ail cases compare fairly
closely with those based solely on Californis
cases. For example, the median recovery
rate reported for California cases is about 142
percent compared with 138 percent for the
entire bank. The comparison was made be-
tween findings from California casea and all

. 4%, cases, rather then between findings from Call-
RECOVERY RATE LESS fornin ceses and all non-California cases,
THAN 100% primarily for convenience. Ht seems fairly

" cbvious that the differences between data jo

o HECOVERY RATE RECOVERY RATE . Californis and non-California cases would be

1% 100% TQ 200% OVER 200% slightly greater than those between California

26% Friid 5 cases and all enses.  Properties located within
rusaEf & half mile of an ioterchange had & median

NOTE. N . ’
WTERGHANGE IWFLUENCE VARIES OF COURSE, DEPENDING ON A NUMBER OF  Tooo ory “‘?fhi“ California Ofo:ﬁﬁaipmﬂl_t»
DIFFERENT FACTORS, EG. WHETHER THE AREA IS RURAL OR URBAN, DISTANCE  CoPared with & recovery rate of 164 percent
70 CTHER ROADS,ETG FOR THIS COMPARISON, PROPERTY WITHIN A RALF for the bank as & whole. The percentage of
MILE OF AN INTERCHANGE IS CONSIDERED TG BE “INTERCHANGE" PROPERTY.  cases reported by California for which the

property was located within s half mile of an

Figure 6.~Overall land value recovery rales by nearness to interchange. interchange—about 25 percept—agrees gen-
erally with the percentage of all bank cases
in which the property was near an interchange
—about 29 percent. Thus, it appears that
there are similazities in the effects reflected by
the California cases and the total effects M-
flected by those in the bank, except that the
recovery rates in Californin are ightly hi;hef
than the recovery rates in other States.

—
(-
Extent to which the Owner is Ma(k
DAMAGE Whole ,
PAYMENTS Whether the owner is made whaole can be
MADE FOR determined by comparing before and after
&60%, OF property values. When a State takes part of
CASES an owner's property for highway right-of-way,

and then after & period of time the owner sells
the entire remainder, it can be said that all the
results mre in for that owner and for that

NO DAMAGE : property. The appralsed value of the entive

PAYMENTS tract before the toking is known; the pay-

MADO 3 Fc‘}gﬂ ) ments made by the State to the owner for the ;

40% © properiy teken, as well as for any expecied b
NO AGTUAL DAMAGE ﬁ CASES damages to the remainder, pre known; and

the sale price of the catire remaider is known.
It is then possible to determine whether the i
owner wea deamaged or benefited, and

extent of the damage or bencfit can be

N ' determined.
7% . A before and after examination of the m
. cases in the Public Roads' bank in which the
» NO ACTUAL DAMAGE entire remainder was sold reveals the exten}

ACTUAL DAMAGE LESS

THAN DAMAGE PAYMENT to which owners of property partially teken

fm- highway sight-of-way were made whole—
that s, whether affected property owners weré
placed a a5 good a financial pasition as thoy
would have been had their property not been
taken. To measure the effects of the partial

. ACTUAL DAMAGE GREATER

- THAN DAMAGE PAYMENT taking of property for cach of the G50 coses
C : ACTUAL DAMAGE selocted, the value of the eotire properly
o O {including improvements} before the taking
ACTUAL DAMAGE EOUALS_/ ALL CASES . was corapared with the totrl amount the owner
DAMAGE PAYMENT ' received from the property; that is, for the i
. ) property taken, for damages to the remainder; '
Figure T—Comparison of damoage paymaents with actwal damages. and from the saje of the entlire remainder,
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¥or the cases analyzed, four out of fiw
property awners received either adequab
comapensation or mere, The remaining A
pereent of the property owners ended )
with less money after the highway taking
thana they had in property belore the highway
improvement. The median velue that the
enties group of 650 properly owners recelvec
wag 112 percent of ihe before value of theh
property.

) vacant

RESIDENTIAL

" 7 Damages—Estimated and Actual

H"“f -

/ For tho 650 casea analyased, damsge pay-
' moents wers mads to the owners of 60 peroent

of ihese properties; the remaining 40 percent

. d i received no payments. Examination of the

I00%: 126%  1Z5%19%  IB0%-199%  200%°299%  300W 4B9%  SOOWANDOVER  oyioience of owners receiving damage pay.

1w : . ments revealed that hal of the recipients
sctually suateined no damage at all, and one
fourth of the recipients of damage payments
. suffered less actual damage than they werc
paid for. A fifth of all recipients of damage
payments received less in damage payments
then the cost of damege they actusliy sus.
tained. Of the owners who received oo
damage payments, more than four-fifihs
experienced no actuai damage and the remain-
ing 6fth suffered actusl damage. Thus, for
beth groupa, about che owner in five soffered
a loea ra the result of an under payment of
damages or the nonpsyment of damages.
Highway officiels are, of course, just ez
sancerned about property owners receiving
icadequate compensation ss they are about
apparent overpayment of damagea: The gosl
is to make the owner whole. A compatison

LESS
THifM

LESS THAN % fo e

Figure 3.~Pervontage distribution of value received an percent of valus &y:h}'ou fand use,
vacont and residential.

APPRAISED BEFORE VALUE ENTIRE TRAGT $14,577,800

{INCLUDING IMPROVEMENTS)

PAYMENT FOR PROPERTY TAKEN 4,011,600
{(EXCLUDING DAMAGES)
! PAYMENT FOR DAMAGE TD REMAINDER 1,563,600
. TOTAL PAYMENTS BY STATE 5,575,200
*. SALE PRICE OF ENTIRE REMAINDER 15,341,500

TOTAL RECE!PTS OF PROPERTY OWNERS $20,886,700

of these findings is prescnted in figure 7.

Damage Paymenis Comg.mred
to Total Payments

It is of interest to compare the proportion
of totsl State paymentz accounted for by
damage payments for selected categorien of
partisl taking cmses with total combined
paymente for all cases.  Using total combined

payment figures, damsge payments Accounted
for 48 percent of total payments made by the
Btetes for right-of-wey acguisition. However,
for vaonst land nearly hulf the cost of acquisis
tion was accounted for by damage payments.

Why damage payments are so high for
vacant Iand remainders in cootrast to the
bigher-than-aversge recovery rates for vacant
properby is somewhat perplexing.  The result
is that owners of vacant land have been
treated better than owners of other types of
property. For example, owners of vacang

APPRAISED PEFORE VALUE

$15.0 MILLION ENTIRE TRACT

MILLIONS Iand had receipts amounting to 129 percent

/ 77777} TOTAL RECEIPTS of the before value of their property comnpared

I,ilﬂﬁ BY OWNERS with 107 percent for owmers of residential

F209MILLION  pruperties. This contrast in value received

as a percent of before value as between vacant

SALE PRICE ENTIRE REMAINDER PAYMENT PAYMENT parcels and residentisl parcels in highlighted

FOR FOR by flgure 8. Owners of vacant parctls had

PROPERTY DAMAGES foewer fomses than residentisl property owners

TAKEN {11 percent versus 23 percent). And, 4

©  rouch higher proportion of owners of residentisl

p:hw-?.—&mdmmw&ummdﬁmmmymuwby than of vacant properties sxperienced relas
T oweners. :

tively small gains cver the before value. It
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pn'nully fareci betier than residential land

C:h least & partial explanation of the more
after-taking experienes of owners of
mt land is given by still another finding
frém the bank. A comparison of the uses of
setpainder parcels at the time they were scld,
nelth their usea at the itime of the takicg,
tevesled that nearly a third of those parcels
yaéant at the time of taking had shifted to
higher uses by the time the parcel was sold.
Bg eootrast, Jess than a {enth of residential
parcels had shifted to higher uses by the time
they were sold. In view of these findings,
i€ appears that the acquisition of vacant land
offers & good chanee for improvement jn the
pursuit of the goal of making the owner whole.

Total Values Compared

The experience of individual owners follow-
ing the partisl taking of their praperty for
highway right-of-way has been examined
anid presented in the form of frequency dis-

lhhrthﬂomdv;oantpmperﬂu'

£

tributions, percenisge dlstribuiions, and
wediens. Now, the tofal experience of af-
footad ownem, obtained from examination of
tha entire bank of partial taking cases in which
the entire remainder wes scld, and the ex-
perienos of different groupinga of these owners
is disoussed. The total of the appraised before
values of the properties of the 647 owners
was 315 million. ‘The owners of these proper-
tiea were paid a total of 54 million for property
taken (exclusive of damsge payments) snd
$L.8 million in damsge payments. Finally,
these owners sold their remaining property
faor & total of $15.3 million {fig, ).

It these figures are adjusted for the general
increases ceeurring in land values, the ex-
pected total mearket walve iz $10.2 million.
A comparison of this very rough estimnte of
the expecied total market value of the remain-
ders ot the time of sale with the aetusal total
sale price gives a rough idea of the extent of
land value incredases sndfor overpasyments for
damages. Remainders that might have been
expected to sell for $10.2 million were sold for
$15.3 miliion. This is an oversimplification

even after considering a penersl inme in
land values, the total receipts of affected
owners were sonsiderably higher than the toul
before vatus of their property.

This finding of large total receipts, of course,
should in no way be understood to imply that
severance damages should oot be paid. Two
gut of five afected owners did actually suffer
damage., (ne of these received either insuffi-
cient payments or no damage payments. In
fact, the only purpose served by this kind of
total analysis is to indicate the outaide theoret~
ieal limits of the improvement that might be
made in the awarding of damages to ownem
of highway-severed properties. However, 5t
sppears that very careful consideration shoutd
ba given to the offseiting of benefits against
damage paymenis where appropriste, and to
the offsetting of benefits against payments for
property taken where appropriste and where
Btate law permite.
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