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Debating ‘Public Use’ and Its Worth to Iandowners

owner does not want it to hap-

pm;. less realized effect
is that the of

how much the landowner will

be paid is taken out of the pri-
wvate free market. In a private en-
free market purchase

paid for the land is the amount
theland is worth to the buyer
for the buyer's use, and not the
amount the land was worth to
the seller:

On the other hand, if a farm-
er owns land the state wants fior
aroad, the state uses eminent
domain

proceedings, Clearlya
road isa “public use.” It is avail-

on cannot pet the farmer to
agree to Bxon's price, or if the
farmer does not want to sell be-
canse the farmer lkes his pas-
ture better than then
Exoeon can talk fo

farmers.

But if Exoon is

able for use by all citizensof the fication for

state, and it will benefit many of
directly, and many more
irectly Itis owned

income {0 purchase the land is

its collection of taxes). Giving

the farmer only his pasture val-
ue for this true “public use™ is

reasonable The value of the

Exxon's commercial use, rath-
er than what it was worth to the
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needed in order to benefit the
West Virginians who are miner-
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eral owners, the amount paid to
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