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EDITORIAL

This land is whose land?

January 23, 2006

EVEN IF SOMETHING IS legally clean, it can still reek. The city's handling of some South Los Angeles land smells of 
klutzy fumbling at best, and at worst it is a gross abuse of eminent domain. So far the victims include a local business (or 
two), city taxpayers, neighborhood residents and a bunch of stray cats and dogs. 

For more than two years, entrepreneur Francisco Pinedo has had his eye on the land adjacent to his L.A. Design Center, an 
80,000-square-foot furniture showroom that is a bright spot in a financially struggling community. He was planning to buy 
the land from Vaughan Benz, another furniture maker that has a long, successful history in the neighborhood. But he was 
blocked by the city of Los Angeles, which had already started proceedings to force out Vaughan Benz so it could build a 
much-needed animal shelter on the property.

Now, if a city councilman has his way, the city won't build the shelter after all — instead it will sell the land to Pinedo and 
put the shelter a block away.

To review: The city seizes land for a public purpose, preventing a private business from buying it and forcing out another 
that was already using it. Now the city is poised to sell the land back to the business that wanted to buy it in the first place.

Obviously, the smart move here would have been for the city to find another site for the animal shelter and let the owners of 
two successful local businesses work out a deal. But it's too late for that. At this point, probably the best move for the city — 
or at least the less bad one — is to go ahead and build the animal shelter as originally planned. The switch to a different site 
would further delay a shelter that is long overdue, and it would add millions to the cost. The neighborhood and the taxpayers 
should not have to pay for the city's incompetence.

And it's worth noting that all this finagling was expended on behalf of a businessman, Pinedo, who, with his brother, has 
made more than $17,000 in campaign contributions to various city leaders, including Bernard C. Parks, the councilman 
spearheading the effort. Meow.

But this episode raises even deeper questions. Would city voters have approved a bond measure for animal shelters if they 
thought millions of dollars would be wasted to make one furniture maker move in order to make way for a more politically 
connected one? Why is it that, when the city really wants to, it can find other land for public needs that doesn't involve 
squeezing out businessmen who have been loyal to South Los Angeles for decades? And how can voters have confidence 
that the city will use its power of eminent domain — the seizing of private land for the public good — wisely?

It's hard to see any good, let alone public good, in the city's actions so far. 

http://www.latimes.com/news/opinion/editorials/la-ed-domai...an23,0,4109623,print.story?coll=la-news-comment-editorials (1 of 2)1/25/2006 4:37:39 AM

http://www.latimes.com/
http://brt.trb.com/event.ng/Type=click&FlightID=514517&AdID=170853&Custom=calendarlive&TargetID=11492&Segments=254,851,926,1268,1309,1350,1899,1952,3036,3099,3370,3581,4133,4709,5041,5644,5777,6481,6699,6887,7457,7846,50611,50827,51336,51385,51933,52229,52641,53126,53166,53365,53508,53593,53719,54162,54239,54320,54476,54563,54659,54832,54960,55010,55012,55090,55173,55174,55382,55395,55450,55488,55490,55516&Targets=10772,57516,11492,55346,57485,56997,56381,9897,11916,56454,57611,57018,56362,55807,56992,57686,56853,56995,57253,57567,57568,57671,57788,58174,58250,58253,58312&Values=31,43,51,60,72,83,84,91,100,110,150,287,289,301,328,353,391,591,834,835,903,1016,1051,1065,1066,1089,1091,1093,1105,1112,1136,1191,1212,1263,1272,1282,1309,1604,1606,1617,1646,1648,1653,1654,1656,1664,1681,1737,1745,1754,1758,1762,1786,1787,1788,1816,1835,1836,1838,1863,1870,1871,1882,1887,1888,1890,1892,1917,1946,1949,1977,1984,1986,2011,2035,2036,2044,2061,2066,2091,2106,2161,2174,2191,2274,2281,2283,2297,2366,2377,2380,2384,2482,2548,2718,2765,2782,2797,2804,2805,2806,2837,2861,2863,2915,2932,2938,2948,2972,3005,3023,3024,3047,3051,3055,3056,3057,3058,3061,3067,3070,3086,3089,3103,3113,3117,3133,3153,3215,3217,3220,3238,3242&RawValues=USERAGENTID%2CMozilla/4.0%2520(compatible%253B%2520MSIE%25206.0%253B%2520Windows%2520NT%25205.1%253B%2520SV1%253B%2520.NET%2520CLR%25201.1.4322)%2CTID%2C0c04ffd113rqks&Redirect=http:%2F%2Fwww.calendarlive.com
http://www.latimes.com/news/opinion/editorials/la-ed-domain23jan23,0,3779586.story?coll=la-news-comment-editorials


Los Angeles Times: This land is whose land?

If you want other stories on this topic, search the Archives at latimes.com/archives.

Article licensing and reprint options

Copyright 2006 Los Angeles Times | Privacy Policy | Terms of Service
Home Delivery | Advertise | Archives | Contact | Site Map | Help

partners:    

 

http://www.latimes.com/news/opinion/editorials/la-ed-domai...an23,0,4109623,print.story?coll=la-news-comment-editorials (2 of 2)1/25/2006 4:37:40 AM

http://www.latimes.com/archives
http://www.latimes.com/copyright
http://www.latimes.com/copyright
http://www.latimes.com/services/site/la-privacy,0,3125046.story
http://www.latimes.com/services/site/lat-terms,0,6713384.htmlstory
https://myaccount.latimes.com/newSubscriptionZip.do?source=latweb
http://www.latimes.com/services/site/la-media-contacts,0,2995306.htmlstory
http://pqasb.pqarchiver.com/latimes/search.html
http://www.latimes.com/services/site/la-contactus,0,3944908.htmlstory
http://www.latimes.com/services/site/la-about-sitemap,0,7322958.htmlstory
http://www.latimes.com/services/site/
http://ktla.trb.com/
http://www.holahoy.com/

	latimes.com
	Los Angeles Times: This land is whose land?




