





























if von weren t petting 90- 110 bushels an acre they dian't think thev
were having verv good success. Whatever grew, we wanted to show this
land produced a substantial crop. Whethér it was alfalfa, a grain
crop,corn. You want to show what kind of soill. We'd take a fencepost
auger, ana auger down, show haw many inches ofp feet of black top

soil you'd have, how far you go down to clay, how far you go down

before you geé to sand. You would show you had good farmland, not a
bunch of rocks that you had to put to hay or pasture because it woulan't
grow anything else. There was pastureland here, but very little was
wasteland, Very little up into Sloughs, either been tilea, and there
wasn't too much in wooaland. Pretty well cleared, a wf%break around

the farm buildings, but there wasn't milch whodland. It was almost all
cultivated land. I suspect that is why the government selected that,
they didn't want to clear a way a lot of trees. THey wanted to step

in anda put In their munitions plant. They wanted it to be easily
protected because they put a fence around the whole thing, and they

had guards. THey wanted to be in thié position where this was a
munitions plant and therefore had to be guarded. I suppose from the
government standpoint one of the reasons they wanted very good land

and it was rather ppen was that they didn't AUVe to patrol a 1e&

of woodlands which would be hard to see if somebody did sneak in. It
was easy to patrol, which is probbably on_epf the reasons 1t was selected.
From other standpoints, it was close to the Fwin €ities so you ec=T-
had accessibility for labor, wasn't far to drive. Transportation -

it was in the middle of some big roads. They built the railroad in there
so it had trackage. It was close to labor. It was good land. they
built a big silos in the powder plant. They dug into the ground as a
part of theilr construction, th&y just got it into operation, ready to go
when the war was over, so it never really got to the point where i;t

produced anv large quatitv. It was a long time bullaing ana acnuiring
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the land, and building anéi getting it set. Bv the time they got it
built the production was very short pertod of time before the war was
over. Then they tapered off. From then on the land was rented to the
University Agriculteral Experimental Station.'

Dia the farmers get thetir land back?

"I don't recall any. By the time thﬁq had gotten relocated, there
were mavbe some on the fringe bounaaries, who haa some land taken away,
had the opportunity td bug back the or rent the land. I'm thinking
of one fellow we represented, and I appropriatea his estate. He was renting
land out of the Rosemount tract,and whether any part of that had been
taken from him, I don't recall. Some who were around the fringes,
or on the edges who haa their farm buildings but probably had 40 — 80
acres within the tract that was taken, they had a chanct to rent that
back. I don't belelve any of them had an opportunity to buy that land
back. They did rent it , I think the state still owns the land., T
think th €ederal government had transferred it to the state or Universityf”

Why didn't they let the farmers have it back?

"That's a good question.  Thev could've just as well sold &t off, and
got it back 1Inte agricultaral production, I suppose, before they auctionea
it off to the farmers, if there is another level of government that
has a use p§ for i{o the same goes 1f the state has excess land 1if
some government agehcy has a need for it'ﬁkgy have first priority.

I suspect whut happened - kLL/University felt this was an ideal location
for agricultyral experimental station so when 1t became available thev
asked to hav e the opportunity to have the first crack at it, that's
why it got stymied before 1t got back to the farmers.'

Do you think things could've been done differently?

"Y coula never understand why they wanted so much land bacause the plant

itself was a relatively small peica -s6f the lana, ana why it was

necessary to take such an enormous amount for the builaing of the plant



I coula never figure out, nor v it was necessary, except from the

stanapoint of securityv basis, of tearing the'buildings down. Even theough
they took a lot of this lana, if they'a acquired it, let the builaings
stana, utilized the part they needed for the production of powdér

right up next to Rosemoun t and thev realized it wasn't gpingrto be

a permanent situation, then the sola the farms ‘back to the farmers,

it wouldn't have aisrupted,changed the circumstances. I can see where

the government needed the powder anddwhy they wanted the location in

that area because the labor market, the transportation, the good farmlana,
wanting it in the Miawest instead of the caatgs for security reasons.

But why they took such an enormous tract, whigh was more than they

needed., I think one-fourth of that would've been all thye .needea.
Whether they were protecting themselves for possible expansion or

other plants, I don't know. For the Gopher Ordnance Plant certainly
acquirea four times as much land as was really neesessary to get the

job aone. It disrupted that manv more farmers. That wouldn't have

been necessary. The farmers whose dand were taken were loyal Americans
and recognized that we were at war and it was necessary for the government
to aefend dtself., They had mixed emotions and feelings. They were

loval Americans, but at the same time didn't think they should be ais-
rupted and not be paid for their land., We didn't feel that way either.
We all figured the country had to do this and there was justifiable reason
for having to acquire it, but like our constitution provides, public
propeerty shall not be taken for public use without just compensation.
The bilg issue got to be, what was just compensathon? We had a very
declded disagreeement with the govermment what just compensation was .,
that's what.......(the tape broke) ......lawsuits anfi the work that

was entailed. Then, as I say, I think it was unfortunate taht the government

startea out with such a big acguisition which was much larger than




I felt, and still feel, was necessary. But that's the way things operate,
and particularly where aecisions are made in Washington. We had one
experience that, way back then, stood me in good stead ana that is that
the feaeral district attornev here had to take his orders from the War
-Department and from the people and the attorney general in Washington.
He had no authority to to negotiate or settle, I think even the at-
torneys who were hanaling the cases for the government felt that

the government wasn't offering them enough money but they had aﬁob

to dao ana they could make recommenaations but it didn't seem to ao

anv gpod, which is one of the things that's the trouble witﬂ our
bureaucracy, that things are run from Washington with fellows who

haye no persomal knowleage of the farmers or the lana or anything

like that and who didn't-come out to get themselves acquainted, so

it's one of those situations where hau you been dealing with local
people who'a have local authority to make adjustments you'd have gotten
a much fairer handling: of it in the first Place but when you're dealing
with people behind big desks in Washington who have verv little knowledge
of what the local situation is vou get into those kind of situationms.
That's just one 1llustration of a good number that could be citea over
the vears of what happens vhen vou have bureaucracy distant, awag,
thouaanas of miles away making aecisions ana don't let the local people

on the local front make the recommendations aﬁ@h make the aecisions.
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