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May 1, 2007
Ms. Patricia Galvan, Initiative Coordinator
Attorney General’s Office
1515 K Street, 6™ Floor

Sacramento, CA 95814
Re: California Pro Owners and ion Act

Dear Ms. Galvan:

By this letter, we respectfully request the Attorney General to prepare a title and
summary of the chief purpose and points of the California Property Owners and
Farmland Protection Act, a copy of which is attached. The undersigned are the
proponents of this measure. We also hereby withdraw Initiative No. 07-0003.
Although our previous initiative and the attached proposal both deal with eminent
domain and property rights, there are substantial differences between the two.

Any correspondence regarding this initiative should be directed to Howard Jarvis
Taxpayers Association, 921 Eleventh Street, Suite 1201, Sacramento, CA 95814
(916) 444-9950. The proponents’ resident addresses are attached to this letter.

Enclosed is the required $200 filing fee as well as the certification as required by
Elections Code Section 18650.

Thank you for your cooperation.

Sincegaly, Sincerely, incerely,

ﬂ’\ ;
Doug Mosebar Jo# Coupal Jim Nielsen
President, California Farm President Howard Chairman, Cal.
Bureau Federation Jarvis Taxpayers liance to Protect
Association vate Property
Rights
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SECTION 1. STATEMENT OF FINDINGS

(a)  Our state Constitution, while granting government the power of
eminent domain, also provides that the people have an inalienable right to own,
possess, and protect private property. It further provides that no person may be
deprived of property without due process of law, and that private property may not
be taken or damaged by eminent domain except for public use and only after just
compensation has been paid to the property owner.

(b)  Notwithstanding these clear constitutional guarantees, the courts
have not protected the people’s rights from being violated by state and local
governments through the exercise of their power of eminent domain.

(c)  For example, the U.S. Supreme Court, in Kelo v. City of New
London, held that the government may use eminent domain to take property from
its owner for the purpose of transferring it to a private developer. In other cases,
the courts have allowed the government to set the price an owner can charge to
sell or rent his or her property, and have allowed the government to take property
for the purpose of seizing the income or business assets of the property.

(d) Farmland is especially vulnerable to these types of eminent domain
abuses.

SECTION 2. STATEMENT OF PURPOSE

(a)  State and local governments may use eminent domain to take private
property only for public uses, such as roads, parks, and public facilities.

(b)  State and local governments may not use their power to take or
damage property for the benefit of any private person or entity.

(c)  State and local governments may not take private property by
eminent domain to put it to the same use as that made by the private owner.

(d) When state or local governments use eminent domain to take or
damage private property for public uses, the owner shall receive just compensation
for what has been taken or damaged.

(e)  Therefore, the people of the state of California hereby enact the
“California Property Owners and Farmland Protection Act.”







