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TheCity’s
Future Is in Its r/
4 N eighborhoods

By D.J. Waldie ;
LAKEWOOD

rom the perspective of the small cities
that ring the Los Angeles Plain, the
city of L.A. is both -.;comfortably
close and reassuringly distant. It's
only among urban theorists that Los
Angeles is the capital of the place we
share. Never in our hearts. The:cities

i of the plain made other choices—
often, it was not to be L.A—and now they have
separate histories that permanently constrain how
they relate to each other and the looming, if not
completely real, presence of Los Angeles.

There are 80 cities on the plain (out of 88) with
populations under 125,000, Think of them coltectively
as the Canada of Los Angeles County. They are
sovereign in ways that matter locally but invisible to
the big political and corporate egos that claim to be
L.A/'s future. When they register at all, it's generally
as backdrops for one interminable freeway car chase
after another. : ]

When L.A. writhes in communal violence or
political muscle flexing, these cities look for shelter.

Seen from the margin, charter reform for Los
Angeles seems both necessary and unavailing. Neces-
sary, because the charter approved in 1924 placed
ultimate political responsibility in the hands of a tiny
social and economic elite that has since passed away.
Unavailing, if reform only -revises the calculus of
political power in Los Angeles and does little to change

the shared experiences of Angeleno lives.
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