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Family told: Move it or lose it

Six-year land dispute may end in demolition of house

T WKV VE DOCH Dimge ove's the land for
SIX year

Ihe Natakes sav the devd K« their 42 acre
property allowed them 1o butld a farmbouse
n the land as an accessory use 1o thelr « of
lrming operation

Eleanoe Morris, who along with her hu
hand Samued founded The French and Plenng
Crecks Conservation IS, S 2 resnooon
on the deed was clear, The land was 10 be used

1 wildlle sanctsaty or the sudy

¥ natur history

w adversanes bave wrestied throoyg

Chesser Coumty Court where a judge bound
favar of the Natade Benily in Apetl 1990, A montd
ber, he demied the Trusts seauest for an mijun

on 10 stop them from buldinwe the hous

oradd ond § atale built their house
dut Morris didnl give up
She ok the battle 10 the suie Supenior

arnt, n October 1993, the pane of judges

reversed then Chesser County Judge Chark

wenl tovhe US SUpreTt

! the appeal

et The Suprete Cournt heard
IR G B e L A S sheuld be deaided
i e ooy Lvel,

Nowacthe lendis once again in conney cown.

The Traa hus wade us demanc: Move
the o se
B the Natales sae they arent mawing
“They dont care whar happens e vs,” sid
Naale 41,0l 514 Pughtown Read, s get
e house elland tey want e property back
“hey*ee dl.‘.l.llilj*."‘.l thes [l The kds
21 They donltlanow where we're gring 1
T tured ol the wiy S Jearar soem 1o

. '

natnke sikd hes going broke on legal lees

trymng to stop the Trust from taking his hoo
He isnil even farming the property anvinore be
cause he cant get Joans while the property

“l'l',,llxv‘.'x
Natke said the Trust has olfe red 1o arve the
Natales # two or three acre Jot und $50,00010

2 ]
wip them relocate the two-story cobonad-<tvle

!
wonise. But he said the cost of enguneering alone

would cosz abow $98 000 and the size of the

! < $,900 square leet — wornd meske o
frousally impossabie 1o move through the wingd
ng ¢o Wil

Moving would also be trmumatic lor thetr
davghters, Nikki. 17, and Amiber, 13, and

Natde's eldery pogents also live in the hous
Natale said he «

¢ ollered o et the Trust

change the deed 1o make the restncison mone

nectlic. tn exchange for letting them keep the

h’v":x on the land. Bur the Trust refused

| worked many, many vears and we
sacribacedd 1o pay for our farm equipiment Lo et
out here,” Natade sud. “We lived 1n 2 mobile
wime for 15 years, P'm all for preserving open
pace and saving the environment. The prin
caphes the Trust stands lor, D sl lor thens, b
wel ar the destreenien of the lammner

Morzis zaid the Naales !
purchased the land that it was estrcted

“Lhey went ahead and wlltully buik e
henss wher they knew fan the tact was
strictly for ppen spece,” Morrs said.

The wording on “he deed ~eads: “The
propesty shal be restricted 1o larming or 1o use
asa wildlile sancruzry or ratune conseraition

Hor study of natural history, Mo bueld-
o siucture shall ke placed thereee, other
1) SOF SUEUCLUNES ACCEsSaEy 10

znew when they

ach wses wd for the exclusive use of the prop

ety and sasill sigs adventising the propeny
lor sale of rent

e Properiy s ey

Back i the 1960% when the Trust was borm
the 42 acres wis oart of 2 barsser G straciadling
the Pughaonn Rood about 1Y) mileseagt of R 100

It was the origeiral trset on which the
Trust was taned— in thot sense itS a very im
pottant tract,” Morrs sald

[Ty tract is near the French Creek but does
not border

wor ol l.ll:..l‘.

When anceher

carme avattable on the creek, the Trust bad 1o

iy 'i.‘

ACTES 10 Dy ',l), W inct || BT WS
sakd 10 farmer Chester Solys 1L, Mormis sud
cmain o -]‘nfl
space,” Morns said. “Everybody was aware
i N restncions

|

In Apnl 1989, Soleys sold the property 10
| !

s filed Jor a bulid
img permit with the wownship, the Trus pur
sued legal avenues to stop them

Wi flked all kineds of injunctions and pa

" $

s theres stacks of them mssaid

wene resson Judge Siath didnt see it this wary

A Peanng oo the marter &= scheduled for
Seprember 25 in Chester County Court, this
time belore Judge Lecnand Sugerman. Morris
said the nieome wonld hase 2 mayw impact
on 11 future of the Tras

"These cases are prececkenr sening, " Mors
sid "Thans way they are 5o imporant.”

Eaitzr s New: The Chedler Courny Court hearing
orgirally schedded tor Soptember 256 hos besn
Aederpad urdl Novenber 2rd. PLA will atergt 1o
repart further develepments in e ed liors ofthe
landawner,

Fy Fothe Lax Briey of Me Neat

a

S5, Exdrwed whh pemrason.




Brovlrelfle Wod Products of Brockwille, PA
hies deen a long-time supporser of PLA and
The company s once again
chasen o purchase PLA anmual memberahips
for cach of its now clients for the 199596
year in an ffort to inform and educats
others ubvut perading property rights Bsucs
white lending Jinancial wpport to the

L SVIEL T LT

Shmvn in phato i PLA Vice-Prasident Robert
Brace (cfO) greeting Lee Sttzinger,
Brookvifle Wood Product's genenal minager
(right) at a recent mecting in Broolevilie, PA

Uy Conss

Busingesses such as Miss Caroline's Country
Market of Waterford, PA, help to suppont
PLA and the property rights cause by
domating products for fund ratsing raffles ar
focal events

A b the past, Miss Carofine’s again provided
PLA with mevchandise o ome of this year’s
Jumd ratsers. Shewn 2 photo s Ramona
fohnsom, store propuietor, (ejo) and kel
artest Barl Holfman (right) who, 1ogether
donated wirgue products for the event

Posantviagmion 1 mondisee b

OUR
FUTURE
S [N
10UR
HANDY

The PLA Board of Directors and many
volunieer members are ienaciously working 1o
protect private propeny nghts for all of us,
including our most precious resource —
our childsen

Although we are faced with a powerful
“green moverment ™ atud unaccountable bureau
crats who wanst 1o ook up the b and regu-
late people from wtilizing owr natural resources
our children are depending on each of us 10
provide them with the American Dream of
owning ancd wsig ones property

As emphatically sated many times in the
past, it is our belief that a halance can be
achieved for environmental presenvation and
progection of private property rights. Wish your
help, we bedleve that we will be successful n
striking that balance. Involvement by you at
the grassvoots kevel ts more elfective in proteat-
ing our Gmilies 1than employing lobbyisis in
Harrishary and Wishingion, DC

PLA & depending on you 10 help win thes
war. Conssder vour childrens future by

Paee 2

strenghening our crganizational effors in one
of the following ways

New Membership fecruitment

As 3 grassroots organization, our sirength
s in our numbers. Membership expansion
provides a louder and clearer message to the
preservationiss, media and poverniment offi-
clals. With the holiday season approaching
give 2 PLA membership as a gift. What a greas
wary tospread the message! Included with your
membership s our bi-monthly publication
Pernsyivania Landowser, which contains leg-
slative, informative and common sense envi-
ronmental inlormation

=

Corporate and Business Support

It makes good business sense Lo spread
the FLA word through vour occupational af
filtations. 115 ellective and doesn 1ake o spe
cinl skill or much time. As part ol your
commmitment, purchase PLA memberships for
chients or employees. Introduce a way to help
protect your fniends and employees private
propenty nghus for themsebves, thewr Eamilies
and their country. Be creative
products of resources lor the onganizatbons
fimancwal benefi

olfer your

o

Membership Participation

When asked o participate in a better
writing campaign such as letters 1o the edi-
tor or specibic legislators regarding a pencling
hidl, DO MY DBon procrastinate - your let-
ter will make a diflenence. Reep in mind, vou
do not eed 10 be o scholar to oller your opin
ion. Dont depend on someone else 1o do it
And during the limired occasions when vol-
unteers are recruited for communay events
such as falrs and local exhibus, offer yourself
uned vour resources wiliingly

-z

I you are unable 1o parmicipate inany of the
ahonve sugaesed areas, consader a contrtbution,
in any dollar amount, 1 help bclitate the
organization’ goals und objectives. It will be
moncy well spent and prodently utifized by FLA
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~ CLOSE [DAHO?

THEY CAN'T JUST CLOSE IDAHO,
CANTHEY?

Editor’s Note: Grassroots organizations throughout the country de-
pend greatly upon their members 1o ensure positive results. That's
what the “grassmoots™ movement is all about ..., hearing from Americas
heart and soul .. YOU! Below ks an article reprinted from People
For The West!, just one of many grassroots organizations through
out the country who have made a real difference by speaking out
As you will witness from the article, membership involvernent and
recruitment is considered vital 1o the entire property rights move
meent, and especially for the future of our children and grandchildren

Well, the Greens are irving. They won't be satisbied vml pural
Amenica is locked wp oo iemed into a park— a park for those healthy
and wealthy enough 1o tise It

The only way 1o light their elinist agenda 6 1o ORGANIZE AND
RECRUTTY ) we're going 10 pass cur way of life on 1o our children, we
vust strenihen our organization now. As 7 ERSsTOoLs Ofginesition, out
arenph ks & our numbers

Spread the word about our strugale by ghing memberships as gifts
Fight the distortions of the media by sigring up new members in the cas

Your easem nends and relatives will not gt the faats about our
stuathon i you do not indorm them — and the People for thie West! news-
p.l'\‘a s a '-.'.]\A" wWay o '.}‘- 0. UALY Common semnse .'I)C‘J\\'L!\' sl g:\_'l
through 10 everyone in the courtry. The more we expand our member
ship, the louder mnd clearer that mcssane wets

Dont just think of people who work in the msource industries
potential membees, Anyone who cats anyone who uses metal products

amyone who enjoys campeng, hunting. or fishing 54 potential member

The Greens are well financed and enjoy & sympathetic. uncritical
press. The ondy way to fight them s with grassroots power. When w
are complocent, when we stand by and ket others Gury on our strugsle
we play oo theie hands

Elne basy-bodies seem 1o do everything they cun 1o ensure that the
oy ot anaiable 10 our chilichen will be wantisnig, on their tables. We st
1t their macical
agenda and proseat private propenty vights, public linds sccess, and el
pesounte procluction

Peaple Jor the Wist! has something much more powerful than a
lobbyist stationved on Capitol Hill. We have legions ol chapters and

constanly recruit new members from all walks of like 1o

members who know how to work within the sysiem to peotect them
selves andd o gither strenggh

RECRUIT! Spread the word about the PEWV campaign everywhene
you . Usea membership application o sponsor a Inend. Our grassroces
movernent must become natiomal  we e 10 stand up 10 the powerful
forces tha weetld kock wp the land and nun our lives with regulations tha
wre reduncnt, overbearing, intrusive, and . often jost plainy stupld

Reprint coutsesy of Mooge For Thye Wiat!

Pestnsyivanta Landownes Page J

We Need Letters ...
Lots and Lots of Letters

In support of legisdators from the US. House
ol Representatives who hawve had the loresight and
courage 10 pass HR. 961, the Clean Waser Act R
suthorzaion, which inchudes wetland reforms, and
10 promote final passage of this bill, we encournge
vou (o write 4 letter to your local newspaper Gvor
ihg enactment of thas hll

Across the Unated Sunes, legiskaors have been
under firc from the environmental moverment, whe
have deemed this bill the dinty water bill.™ Misindor-
mation and distortions reganding the mient of HR.
961 have received high media profile. Negative ad-
vertisement campalgns have been promaoted m many
communitics. The window of opportunity needed 10
pass compeehensive wethands legishation is last pass-
g, We need your belp now! You can help create a
better understanding of thas legasistion in your com
ity by writing a letter to the editor 1o clanky thy
contents of the lill, or stmply vice your opénion
regucling the current unfamess 1o propeny owners
ind why a bill fike H.R. 961 is needed. For specifs
detaths reganding H R 961, see page 3 of the August

1995 editon of the Posnsyivania Liondowner, o call

the PLA office for a facr sheet regarding this kegishation

Responshle congressmen such s Phil English (PA-2151), whto have
volced sppont for wetland refiorm and HR %61, are taking o
great deal of fleak from the green movement. PLA Asistant
Executive Director, Lovrame Buckln (1) offers secassurience wd
appreckation on behalf of landimniers to Representuthve English ()

October 1995



WHOSE
PROPERTY
ISIT?

DO WE REALLY HAVE TO ASK?
By Henry Ingram, Esg.

he emergence of property rights as a
national and Pennsylvania political

issue over the past five years has caused
great hue and cry among environmental
regulators, politicians and the anti-develop-
ment/preservationist lobby. It was spawned
in large measure by the growth of state and
federal land use regulation over the past two
decades, which has sparked a firestorm of
grass roots agitation. Landowners around the
country are upset with their government for
denying them the free use of their land in
the name of protecting endangered species,
maintaining “wild and scenic” rivers, pre-
serving wetlands, and establishing parks.
Indeed, literally dozens of state and federal
statutes and programs restrict the non-harm-
ful use of private property.

Politicians and regulators are confused.
They think: “Look at all the good we've done
and now the voters are mad! What hap-
pened?” What happened is things just went
too far and the system is out of balance.

Politicians began to wake up to the
fact that ecosystems and biodiversity don't
pay taxes; and the shrill voices of the large
anti-development organizations don’t al-
ways have the votes and they certainly don't
pay taxes. In fact it’s the other way around.
They get tax dollars from you and me
through direct government grants and
other thinly disguised transfer payments.
However it seems that the voices of hard
working, tax paying, voting, ordinary citi-
zens are being heard.

A good example can be found in Indi-
ana County where recently the County
Commissioners voted down a contract to
conduct a Natural Heritage Inventory
funded in part by Key '93 money. There was
just too much public opposition. According
to press reports, local citizens were con-
cerned that an NHI would lead to even more
excessive environmental regulations. This
shows what can be accomplished if land-
owners stay awake and stay together. Ameri-

Pennsylvania Landowner

cans believe deeply in the right to private
property. According to Competitive Enter-
prise Institute, Democratic pollster Celinda
Lake found that two-thirds of Americans
believe that property rights are inadequately
protected under current law. Similarly, while
polls seem to indicate broad public support
for current environmental laws, those same
polls show strong public sentiment in favor
of compensation for regulatory takings. A
1995 Roper-Starch poll found that 66 per-
cent of Americans think that “the govern-
ment should be required to compensate”
individuals and businesses who suffer land
devaluations due to federal wetlands and
species protection regulations. Only 26 per-
cent said the government should not.
Property rights organizations are now
active in every state in the nation. As of Oc-
tober 1994, a dozen states had enacted prop-
erty rights protections of some kind and
legislation is being pursued in dozens of oth-
ers including Pennsylvania. Property rights
were an issue in the last election cycle. It is
clear that candidates were not helped if they
appeared to oppose increased protection of
private property. Many believe that the issue
of property rights increased the Republican
majority in the House by at least ten seats.
Remember the Contract with America?
The two federal laws and state coun-
terparts responsible for the lion’s share of
regulatory takings are the Endangered Spe-
cies Act (“ESA”) and Section 404 of the
Clean Water Act (“CWA”), the source of
regulations severely limiting the develop-
ment of privately owned wetlands. How-
ever it would be a mistake to believe that
these are the only two federal laws that
unduly limit the use of private land. Any
bill that seeks to protect the property rights
of Americans must cover all laws that de-
prive landowners of the reasonable use of
their land. There is no rational basis upon
which to pick and choose which laws, en-
vironmental or otherwise, should be cov-
ered. Regrettably, the bill that passed the
House as part of the Contract with America
applies only to a handful of laws.
Nonetheless, because the ESA and the
CWHAS Section 404 are the primary focus of
landowner ire, they merit special attention.
According to the General Accounting Office,
over 75 percent of those species currently
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A 1995 Roper-Starch
poll found that 66
percent of Americans
think that “the
government should
be required to
compensate” individuals
and businesses who
suffer land devaluations
due to federal wetliands
and species protection
regulations. Only 26
percent said the
government should not.

listed under the ESA rely upon private land
for some or all of their habitat. In the case of
wetlands, approximately three-fourths of the
lands that meet the regulatory definition of
"wetlands” are on private land.

Thus, as long as government continues
to rely upon regulation to protect these so-
called public resources, widespread conflicts
with private landowners will continue. De-
spite the public uproar over excessive regu-
lations, restrictions on land use continue to
roll off the government red tape machines.
Take alook at the draft management plan for
the Allegheny River issued recently pursuant
to the Wild & Scenic Rivers Act. It is certainly
no model of sensitivity to private property
rights. And proponents of “absolute protec-
tion” for the River are crying the blues because

-

more federal (meaning taxpayer) money is not “®

available to lock up even more riparian pri-
vate property. And keep an eye on this: the
new Pennsylvania Department of Conserva-

October 1995
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tion and Natural Resources has announced
$920,000 in “state grants” to governments
and preservation groups for rails to trails projects
in five counties in Southwest Pennsylvania.
They call it state money but it is actually Key
'03 money which comes from realty transfer
taxes we pay. It will be used to facilitate the
acquisition of more land for “public use.”
Why don't we fix our roads or existing parks
first? And although the Ridge Administration
has marginally altered the application of wet-
lands regulations so as to blunt their impact
on private parties, particularly small lot de-
velopers, the reform doesn't go far enough.
The strongest opposition to the protec-
tion of property rights comes from represen-
tatives of the environmental, anti-development
establishment. The standard charge against
paying compensation for regulatory takings
is that this would involve “paying polluters
not to pollute” and lead to porn shops next
to schools and liquor stores next to churches
and therefore would undermine the protec-
tion of public health and safety. Who do these

~— people think they're kidding? When is the last

time readers of the Landowner tried to put a
porn shop next to a church or school?! When
someone starts lashing out with this kind of
counterintuitive, ad hominem attack in de-
bate on a public policy issue, you know you
have him on the run!

The proper aim of government efforts
to protect “the environment” is to prevent ac-
tivities which harm the environment or
thrust harmful substances upon unconsent-
ing persons and their properties; and, fail-
ing that, to punish those who violate the
rights of others in this manner. This is the
aim of controlling pollution — controlling
the unwanted imposition of wastes or tox-
ins by one party on another.

Indeed, the current controversy over
property rights should not be viewed as be-
ing about government pollution control ef-
forts or protection of public health and
safety. Most property rights advocates are
rebelling against federal government regu-
lations, largely environmental, that restrict
the reasonable use of private land. Most
“takings” cases arise not when public health
is at risk, but when the rights of landown-
ers are suppressed by the exercise of bu-
reaucratic power for non-essential, usually
aesthetic, purposes.

Pennsylvania Landowner

Properly understood,
property rights do not
undermine sound
environmental
consenrvation, they are
its foundation.

Groups opposing property rights leg-
islation typically argue that federal environ-
mental laws do not take private land, and
that requiring compensation for regulatory
takings would impose an extreme financial
burden upon the government. These two ar-
guments are contradictory, and takings op-
ponents cannot have it both ways. Either
property rights are not being violated, and a
takings compensation requirement would be
a superfluous enactment, or violations are
rampant, and substantial amounts would
have to be paid in compensation. Only one
of these arguments can be true.

The Clinton Administration has implic-
itly acknowledged that the latter is more
likely to be the case. In a June 7 letter to
Senate Judiciary Committee Chairman Orrin
Hatch, White House Office of Management
and Budget Director Alice Rivlin claimed
that the House property rights bill would
cost $28 billion over the next seven years.
For the federal government to be exposed
to such financial claims, federal regulations
must be infringing upon the rights of land-
owners on an unprecedented scale.

Overblown claims about the potential
cost of a takings compensation requirement
obscure the more fundamental issue. Land-
use restrictions inevitably entail costs. The
real issue is who should bear those costs. In
a recent newsletter, the Competitive Enter-
prise Institute cited James Huffman, Dean of
the Northwestern School of Law at Lewis
and Clark College on this point. He said:

The pervasive notion that society can
avoid the costs of public action if gov-
ernment can avoid compensating for
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property aftected is simple self-decep-
tion. The costs of government action
will be borne by someone. The com-
pensation requirement, like a rule of li-
ability, simply determines who that
someone will be.

Under current policy, “public goods”
provided by government such as military
bases and highways are created by purchas-
ing lands from private owners. On the other
hand, “public goods” like wetland preserves
and wildlife refuges are created by bureau-
cratic edicts that deny property owners the
use of their land. If the public wants to pro-
tect the habitat of an endangered species or
preserve an ancient stand of trees for some
aesthetic, spiritual, or broad “environmen-
tal” value, then the public should be will-
ing to pay for it, just as it pays for other
“public goods.” The costs should not be
imposed on whoever is unfortunate enough
to hold title to a piece of land coveted by
some regulatory bureaucrat for some pub-
lic purpose concocted by nameless persons
elected by no one.

It is time to recognize that property
rights are important for both economic and
environmental reasons, and must be pro-
tected from both government and private
malfeasance. Compensating landowners
when they are deprived of the reasonable use
of their land will not produce environmen-
tal catastrophe. Far from it. In many cases it
will eliminate the negative environmental in-
centives created by the heavy hand of exist-
ing government regulations.

Properly understood, property rights
do not undermine sound environmental
conservation, they are its foundation.

Henry Ingram is Chairman of the Natural
Resources & Environmental Law section of
Buchanan Ingersoll, PC. and has practiced
environmental and natural resources law
for aver 25 years. Mr. Ingram also setves
as legal counsel for PLA. Questions or
comments regarding this article or any
other legal issue may be directed to Mr.
Ingram in Pittsburgh at (412) 562-1695.
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Whitney Benefits Paid
$200 Million

Recenely the US. Depanment of Justice
quietly agreed 1o settle a 17 year old takings
sult and pay Whitney Benefies and Peter Kiewd

S200 mulbon becanse the Surface Mining Con-
trod & Reclamation Act of 1977 did not allow
them to mane a coal area involving 1,327 acres
in Wyoming, This Is by far the larges award
ever handed down by the US. Claims Coun
under the takings cluse of the Sth Amend-
ment. The award was based on $60.3 million
plus interes.

Klingler Takes Land-Use
Concerns to CAC

PLA Presssfent Keuh Klingler

Recerly the Citlzens Adsvtsory Conmit-
tee (CAC) held public hearings throughout
the Commonwealth to determine what enwt
rommerral and hind vee issues were an Ui
s al Fenreylania resdents.

Commenting & pl hlic hesring held

‘l’ll'\l'll cer Lthin Lriz, PLA meesident Keah
Hoingler spoke o pane :1‘.|’|Tr35{“’,l;‘1|l\’85'.lb;u‘.
the need for rajey wetland selorms and the
concert PLA has regarcling the state's never
erding apperne far puretasing mome and
nene srivae property, adeing o the already
5 million s aes --.\....lbf he Commaon-
wetlth Siated K- r,,ur “Cuiely, millions of
dollars were built nuo the legishrien behind
Kev'2i 1o pt.ltlms: maze lang when, adm -
ey they cant adequately care loe the land

Fernsvivan.a Ladowner

already owned by the sate. The legistanon
also provides for nearly a million dollars for
ralls-to-tralls programs.. when, in some
cases, peivate property ts taken to bulld these
tails. Key 93 land purchasing monies
should be directed solely oward provecting
wethands and not used as a yearly piggy bank
for the conservancies and land trust groups
to dip into every tme they find a propenty
to their liking

PLUS Activists Still
Going Strong

Parucipants of the 15 snnual PLUS
Conference beld earlier this year in Hams-
burg, have demonstrated thetr commitment
10 private property nights proteciion by fol-
bowing through with conletence promitses of
keeping the movement alive ar n! well. The

2004 industry and land-use representatives
attending the original Harnshurg function
were determined o promete the absolute
need for propeny rights protection (o our
clected olficials and general public. A strong
coaltion of members has already been estab-
lished and an aggressive agenda of issues is
being pursued with wetband reform heacling
the list. Some ol the PLUS paricipants in
clude both grassroots and stall members ol
the Pennsylvania Landowners' Assoclistion
Buchanan Ingersoll, PC., PA Association of
Realtors, PA Coal Assoctation, PA Bullders As
socttion and PA Farmers Assocsation

PLA Provides Legislators
With Grassroots
Concerns Over Wetlands

On August 25th MLA President Keith
Klingler rook 1he concems of PLA members
o a legiskaive comauiee in vhe Poconn
teaaf Penmsylvania. Speaking before the En.
vimnmenial Resources & Lnenry Commiiee
Klingler ol commitize memzers thal the 2ai
Lgiskarure wis long over-due in putting real el-
[zn md commument inte weland refarm. He
described cases of abase including 1/4CCH of
an acre (ess thar. 33 square oet) J:l.‘\\lfltfd a
awelland, even thongh iteeatained no stand-
D12 valer, as Sopping a sewage Qcilay plant
h‘ll’l‘lll[‘-‘ﬂﬂ 2 ulr-up nling, o -clr.g.,w‘m_l
twr hundrzds of thovsands of dallars in
celays, Healw deserbeda 12 ace nearama.

Fape e

A

Jor inersecton which was ¢lassiiied a3 2 wet.
land due to highway drainage and the
owner's abandonment of plans o buoild a
small cralt shop hecause of being unable o
obtain a permit

Klingler also discussed the hardship
surrounding mitigation costs lor propeny
owners and mentioned the Ridge Adminds-
tration’s recent policy proposal of requir-
inga lot owner 1o pay up to $7,500 in order
1o use o 1/2 acre of wetland in established
subdivisions

Jingler also stated, “The new adminis
tration has shown a great ability 10 generate
vast ssirns of money when it comes 10 mwone
bind purchases. Recently, the Riglge Adminis
teation doled o $2.9 millon dolkars 1o sev-
eral conservancies and a Band st group 10
purchase more private propenty, as i the cur-
renit 5 million scves of government ovwned land
within the Commnonwealth snl enough. 1
wethaad protection ts so critical, then why isn
this money being spent 10 compensate land
owners whose land has heen confiscared
throveh wetland regubutions?”

Appropriations Bill
Passes The Senate With
Mini-Wetlands Provision

On Septeraber 27, 1995, the Serune com-
plaed consderation of HR. 2000, the hscal
year 1996 VA, HUD and inclependent AFETH
cles appropriations legislation. The spending
bl which includes $5.66 hillsors in funding lor
the Environmental l'm‘cmuu Agency (EPA)
and suppoets i incrmase of $770 million over
the House passed versom remains 24% less
than the l‘a sident’s request

Inchaded in this appropriations bill is
awetlancls related provision, which proh-
its EPA from wsing FY 1924 lundsto admin-

-

1sler its veto antherity ever waetlands permi
decisions mace by the Corps ol Enginesrs

as provided by Section 404(c) of the Clean
Water Act, Tle intention of this prevision
i 10 eliminate duplicaive efforts within the
permittizng precess and 1o streambine the de-
50N m.lkm procedure
Even: '-Il| this provision, EPA srill retains
:mlh;ml}' in the Section 101 program 1
¢ “sauz Section M (17 guidelines bor the
permitting process 1t are kinding on the
Coms and penit applicants,

Cerobee 1955



o Have linal suthority in determining the
presence of jursdictional wetlands

¢ Approve state assumption of the Section
+04 program

* Enforce the Section 404 program

THas Il wall now be consislered ina con-
ference between House and Senate. 11 15 in
conference commusee that the Howse and Sen-
me settle therr differences between ther ver
sions of the Jegislation

Don't Worry Greens ...

Plenty of Open Space
Still Available

According 1o an anicle wisten by econs-
mist Dr. Thomas Sowell, a sendor fellow at the
Hoover Instirution in Stansford, Californes, U S
green activsts need nor wosry about UES over
population. Sowell repons that the US. has
only 71 people per square mide compared 1o
Japan which has 814. He ubo reports (hat
sk Salnaran Alrca have an av-
crae of onldy 61 people per suare mile winile

U l ll\ﬁu\.) JdSS

2 Inclia has 757

Also sties Sowell, “Those spreading
popudation hysteria lose w el us how Jong
it will take lor the woelds populstion 10
double. But they dont sell us what country’s
standard of living kell the last nme 15 popo

latton doubled.”

BAD N

Supreme Court
Decides Fewest Cases
n Over 40 Years

Sezistics mermily ruhlh el e
Siuprere Coum teem jusi ended re ~_.-.ll,hm|he
High Cour. heard enly 82 cses. the lewest in
over =Uypears, Therewene V161 pettlions lor
certionan lor those B2 epimions, and of those,
the United Stnes goverament was a pary in
23 of the cases. Ths, arwvate certy Digins

yrlinathe

A ourrmn'y rave onlya 34 of 15 chance ol hay-

ing 4 cose beard By e Suprerne Cocn. The
cranves oL et ek by lizheog are prob-

Peenseloania Laskdorne:

Its that time of year. ..
Sportsmen Are Looking For
The Perfect Hunting Spot

PLA membyrs Jack Van Tassel O and Bim Teayer (1)

A the aurumn season approaches, sports-
rsen actoss Lhe Commonwealth are tro-
el many back roads scarching bor the per
ket lovaton to hune foe thetr game. The magority
of these peime hunting areas are located on pr-
vade propeny. Pennsylvania statistics indicate
than B0% of afl gume horvested durng the bur-
ML SO 1S5 0N PrIvEEe peoperty

In an cfon o promote organizatonal
support and educational awareness wo all
sporsmen and recreationalists wanting to ac
cess private propenty foe thelr persoral enjoy
ment, we encourage all PLA members 10
consicler panticipating in the “posting for sup
pon” program, [l you have any questions or
need more information m,mln\v the pro
gram, Gl the P olfice an @ 1-0756-3574.
hese metnbes who currently panicipae
SOEIIN, WE CNPOUrgE Vou Lo make
sarg Sgns arg up and d-..ﬂl} markad which
willallow: individuals, wishing to access your
(]I 3 AN L6 CORAZT YOU BroK 10 G2
cessing, will also give vou the ol*vmmm y
16> veqpuest their suppen hv beoo ning 2 PLA
P I 2 s 2 wags promnied “preting
o appo ™ ag an edueaiong| program ard
Aot no tespessing” palicy. As witnzssed 1z
cextly n Evie County, FLY% ’pu;lincfm'aup
o1 PFrogiam worked 10 the ultimate level
.Jl th.l e landowser and sponsten alile.

n the

DI ey
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A few weeks ago, LA member Jack
Van Tassel stopped into the PLA offlice 1o
renew his 93-06 membership, Conversanon
was initiated about ownership ol a particu
lar parcel of property which Jack had hunted
on in the past and was trying to locate the
owner 1o obtain permission 10 access the
propenty again. However, the PLA
no longer visible, climinating the name
and telephone number of the indownet. In
the PLA office, a land mlas and plat book
which is avatlable a2 & nominal fee through
individual county cooperative extension
olfices, was utilized

SiEns wete

0 easily determine the
owner. Subsequently, Jack personally con-
tacted the lindowrser , which in this case was
Rlln .]‘l"\lr l" '- Fdie r"sl-'u dl‘ld rLLL]‘-LL FL -
wssion o hun on the peopeny. Jack then
v .l'.n'ucrrrd to put the PLA signs back up
for the landavwner, which had beon clinii-
rated througn ranuwal detericcanen and vaa-
dabam.

This illeseraticn of sponismen snd land-
owner camaraderieisrosa um.ll.& sliuanion.
Werificanien fram diflersni locaricns “hraugh-
antthe sae resenngd similar velationshio for
SpeItsmen and vecreationalists zlike. To
achieve positive T»\.l for wou. vour kand
managemment ard Pl — JlJ]\ THE PRO-
GRAN TODAY!

Cetaber 1903



Pennsylvania

Landowner

Keith Klingler

My y |
PLA Membership Categories PLA Educational Materials |

Please indicate: + JNew Member L | Renewal

| INDIVIDUAL | 25.00
Any individual supportive of private property rights

(owning O to 15 acres)

' | POSTING FOR SUPPORT
Yes, | wish to become a participant in this program.

Please send me signs.
I have enclosed 60¢ for each sign ordered.

I"1 Iam a current participant in the

-~

President I _ INDIVIDUAL Il 35.00 ~ “Posting for support” program I
Titusville, PA | (owning 16 to 100 acres) r Lgm? nefw panicipg“nt in the |
| pivibuaL 5000 . osinglorsupportprogram |
quert Brace | (owning 101 to 250 acres) . | USA v. Brace & Brace Farms Videotape (VHS)- |
Vice President “One farmer’s battfe with federal wetland provisions.”
Waterford, PA | L INDIVIDUAL IV 100.00 $15.00 donation. |
Charles Bolei PhD | (owning 251 to 500 acres) " | Wetlands Videotape (VHS) OPart | QPart Il |
A oo Blaro, TA.D- | - |INDIVIDUAL V 20000  “Our Environment, Whose Property?” $15.00 |
’ I {owning over 500 acres) Donation each. l
Norm Clark |7 ASSOCIATE | 100.00
Springyille, PA | Any business entity supporting the free Please complete this information: |
| enterprise system and the principle of private |
g—lerrmén Fi(sl;)/; |  ownership (local businesses in communities) Name |
pruce Creek, )
| 1ASSOCIATE I 250.00  Address |
Harry Fox, Jr. | Trade Associations (state organizations |
Dillsburg, PA | supportive of private property rights) |
Count
Hank Ingram, Esq. I | ASSOCIATE m - 300.00 4 |
Pittsburch. PA Major suppliers to land use entities (resource Acreage Owned
g | development, construction, agriculture) Phone Number ( ) I
one Number
Bob McColly | I AFFILIATE 5000 Lo |
Ligonier, PA | Local or regional grass roots, non-profit ownship |
Don Ranck | organizations How many acres of land posted? acres |
an -
Paradise, PA I " BUSINESS | 750.00 Membership Amount $ l
Corporations or other business entities whose Less 50% reduction in fee if
Mark Troyer | activities involve ownership, use and/or "Posting for Support” participant - $ I
Waterford, PA | development of acreage in excess of 100 acres .
| but less than 500 acres. Amount of signs purchased + $ lf'\
- !
[/ BUSINESS II : 1,250.00  Additional contribution (If any) + $
I Same as | but in excess of 500 acres . I
| and bor (excludling indivicua! o Total remittance enclosed $ l
Any land owning member (excluding Individual I} purchasing . .
l PLA signs and participating in the “Posting For Support’ Enclose form with check or money order payable to: I
Rhonda McAtee program is entitled to a 50% reduction in membership fees for Pennsylvania Landowners’ Association
o | the current membership year. P. O. Box 391 |
Executive Director - o ! ) Wat rf d PA 16441
Waterford, PA | ip dues and contributions may be deductible as a “Business” aienora, . I
expense. Please consult your tax advisor regarding your particular situation. Please allow up to 4 weeks for delivery of membership card.
Lorraine Bucklin | bbb —"—— - —— — — — — — - - - _——_——— — —— —I

Asst. Executive Director
Harborcreek, PA

Pennsylvania Landowners’ Association, Inc.

Pennsylvania Landowner is | p pox 301 BULK RATE
published as a member service by | Waterford. PA 16441 U.S. POSTAGE
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