
 

 

The lone dissent of Justice Thomas in this 
case arising out of what leading property 
rights attorneys have called a clear example 
of a regulatory taking encapsulates the 
frustration of property owners across the 
country when “regulation” really means that 
property has been taken without just 
compensation being paid. The constitution 
is forthright: Private property can be taken 
for a public purpose. But that act requires 
the payment of just compensation. – Bill 
Dahlin 




