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Attached for your reading pleasure is a copy of the
just released Alaska Supreme Court opinion in the Parrish case.
This is a very favorable decision to the state. The state won on
all of the important issues: There is no right of direct access
to a section line easement; a landowner is normally entitled only
to nominal damages where the state condemns a fee simple interest
in a section line easement; a landowner's expert may not testify
as to damages caused to future subdivision plans where the plan-
ning commission has not even considered or approved those plans;
even if a taking would cause a landowner to have to dedicate
access for his future development, this dedication is not
compensable; a landowner must be left with reasonable access and
this does not have to be comparable to the access before the
taking.

The only question the Supreme Court said the Superior
Court will have to re-determine is whether the 50 foot wide ease-
ment on the southern boundary is reasonable for an industrial
subdivision. I consider this a minor question which.essentially
boils down to whether the easement should be 50 or 60 feet in
width. If it turns out to be 60 feet, then the state will have
to pay for a 10 foot strip of land. I am trying to arrange a
meeting with the borough now to see how their subdivision people
would view the matter.

Please give me a call if you have any questions. I
will keep you advised as to developments.
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