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they need to build a road through it nr somethingof that
nature, that would probably be done anyway. PBut | do believe
that we will find nore people who will nake use of the register

if it is less restrictive, if they should so choose, to renove
it fromthat register or if, in fact, it should change hands.
Al so | want to point out, there is no penalty in the bill so
that in the event that an individual did choose to remove it r
to use it in a different manner, there would be no penalty Por
it. It is just an acknow edgement of the fact that there ought
to be some way for those of us who want to preserve a small
portion of the native vegetation, native land the way it was,

they can do so...
SPEAKER BARRETT: One m nute.

SENATOR .SCHNIT: ...in a very easy manner with no expense and no
i npedi ment and no altering of the value of the property. | .ap
under st and Senator Warner's concern and his deep comitment to
the |l and and | think that that is an admirabl e and conmendabl e,
but as | said, those of us who want to put |and under some ind
of covenant could do so today and we woul d certainly not be

prevented fromdoing it and we could make that sort of a
covenant permanent. It would not also. it would, of course, be

possi bl e under this act to place a covenant on that property if
you wanted to do so voluntarily and that would probably pe, in
ny estimation, the preferableway to handle it. | would move
for the adoption of the anmendrment, Nr. President.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you, sjr, Addi tional discussion,
Senator Warner.

SENATOR WARNER: Nr. Presi dent, menbers of the Legi5|ature,
again, as | understand the amendment, does not affect the
i ndividual's owner of the property to take it in or out, that' s
di scretionary and that perhaps is all right. Ny concern  rests
fromthe fact that if someone chose to put a pi gce of ground I n
for the purpose of preserving jt, which | assume is the
long-term purpose, that it would be helpful, and I' mnot going
to object to attaching the amendnent now, Sepator Schmit, but
perhaps there at | east ought to be @rocess in taking i1t out
where it is a governnental entity that is taking it which is
what | think you indicated nost of the time, that at |east there
is a process in place that puts sone burden on the governnent al
entity to show why that piece of property should be changed from

a conservancy type of being indicated...being held for a
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