


" to walk more lightly on the land. What does that entail?

1 100,000 cattle on public domain and thereby established
an unequivocal, absolute, undiluted right to do whatever
you wanted with that property. That’s been gradually
moderated through a long, complicated struggle to a
| | sense that you can't build fences around property. What's
.1:done on one_acre of property affects everybody else’s.

Youmayoinmaptweofpmpertymthccmtcrofa

tbcre. We dont need any
more. What bappcned is this: In the Seventies and
Eighties, Congress began passing environmental legisla-

tion. But the Reagan-Bush administrations refused to use
it. In fact, they made every effort to frustrate the will of
Congress. Congress typically responded by passing even
..*_more legislation, on the theory that if it passed enough,
-1 the administration might do something. Never hap-
pened. The Reagan-Bush administrations either ignored
the legislation or deliberately attempted to frustrate it.

. Twelve years later I walk.in and find an enormous
stadcofleg;slauont.batsncverbecnused.Somyddem-
ma and my opportunity is to administer it in a way that
ﬁbhsltstbelundofba!anaedxatl’m talking about. It’s
gou.ng to be a very contentious process.

“:And precedent setting. -

- Sure, absolutely. Focdzlasttwe]vcy&rsatlntenor,
A the secretary’s position” has been: "We don’t want to
1" enforce the Endangered Species Act. We want to prove
that it won’t work.-'We want to react in'a way that will
dxsaedltdme(;ongxmandleadtomp&lofthe law.”

- This is the way they did it: When the spotted-ow] cri-
1 s:sbegandevdopmgmt.he Northwest, Interior, with ma-
i lcvolentmtcnuons,dsdnothmgagamandag;muntxlm—
‘ : 5 | vironmental organizations filed lawsuits. The government
WITH THE VICE-PRESIDENT: Al Gore and Babbitt after one of their weekly breakfast meetings on the environment | would then go to the court and say: "It’s unworkable. We
3 ; "1 don’t know what to do.' Make us do something.” The

court would make them do something, and they would

.....

ment them is rarer still. In the Clinton administration’s
first test of wills with Western commodities interests, in

i standing that human beings are not property. But we've E

i always thought of the land as property, meaning that we ! again deliberately not do it, then go back to the court and
which the administration sought to raise submarket graz- | have no obligations toward it. What a land ethic is about ! dissemble before the judge, saying, "We don’t like this
ing fees and hard-tock-mining royalties on public lands, | is discarding that concept of property and trying to find ! law, we don’t think it'll work, we don’t know what to do,
the White House backed down. Babbitt, like his presi- i a different understanding of the natural landscape. We ol it you told us to do, we haven’t done.”
dent, walked the plank in what looked like one more fail- i have a moral responsibility toward our surroundings. After several years of this evasion and dissembling,
ure of the administration’s ability to deliver on its !
promise of change. !

You'e talking about nature, and that'’s a word that I'm not | Judge William Dwyer simply took control of the Pacific
sure has a definition universally understood or shared anymore. « Northwest by issuing injunctions, all because of the
E unwillingness of this agency to meet its legal responsibil-

Yes. The reason nature causes some confusion these

Since you took office, you*ve talked repeatedly about the meed |____________

The day of meeting our obligations to the land by cre- |
ating a national park is gone. What we've leamed as the | <
empty spaces fill up is that though parks are terribly im- !
ptack, ssgiseene eseft susvive bebind femces, Breey ' LAND BY CREATING ANOTHER NATIONAL PARK
thing’s linked. Birds don’t stay put in parks; they wind up !
living in a tree in our front yard. Fish don't stay put in ‘
the river; they migrate the length of the river to sea and
come back to spawn. That's the lesson of salmon in the !
Pacific Northwest. | R e S A I N AN S - T e e T
If we're going to avert this crisis of extinction, we've got ! days is because traditionally nature has been defined in | ities. What they created was an enormous crisis, which we
to think about how to maintain enough space for nature, | opposition to dvilization, society. We're here, nature’s | are now trying to untangle.
not just behind fences but everywhere. That in turn factors | out there. But nature is all of us together. It is the entire | You have a record of being able to build consensus, and you
into the way we live. We've got to adjust our industrial pro- | ecosystem, including the tree on the comer of C Street, | seem to have the desive to do that. But what kind of institutional
duction, our development habits, the way we build roads, | Rock Creck Park, the quality of water in the Tidal Basug i mechanisms are you going to have to fashion so that after you're
to learn to coexist with everything else that's out there. the bird population along the Mall, all of it. You can’t | gone, the process will continue?
Is that what you mean by a new “American land ethic™? draw artificial lines anymore. There’s just not enough : I don’t know. I've got four years to find out. What I
That's a phrase with roots in an essay by Aldo Leopold 1 space left to say, We'll take this parcel and do whatever E have to say to all the skeptics is, Here’s how we do it.

in a book called A Sand County Almanac. Leopold begins | we want with it, abuse it, trash i, destroy it, it doesn't That’s been the missing ingredient. The only way to do
with a striking image, of Odysseus returning home from | make any difference. It does make a dntubygctmgoutmthcﬁdd,s:mngdown with peo-
his long adventure and promptly hanging a couple of In a more hysterical time people would say t/)atmwrdxcom- ple and saying: "Look, we have a historic opportunity to
dozen unfaithful slaves — his property. Leopold goes on ! munistic or socialistic. This is the Lend of private show how this stuff works. We don't have any guide-
to note that we've gradually come to the point of under- mtsczrtam]ythcAng]o-Saxonn‘adxmn.Inthemdx lines. All we have is a legal mandate and your desire o
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tive areas, and we'll agree to take the following steps to
protect birds and nesting sites.” You don’t have to quit

logging if you get there before the damage is done.

How do you regulate that?

We watch what they're doing, They sign an agreement
stipulating all these procedures, and we obviously make a
threshold judgment about their good faith. As part of the
agreement, we have access to the land, and they consul
with us regulardy. There’s a level of mutual trust: No
longer do they say, *This is our property, stay out.” =

1 have the same question with regard to your idea of imple-
menting a scale of grazing fees based on whether ranchers are
giving something back to the land. Given the vast expanses con-
ered, how can you possibly regulate who's holding up bis or her
end of the bargain?

Once we've defined the standards we want, we can’t
enforce them from Washington across every square acre
of the West. Only local communities can do that. Ul
timnately, ourabdmytoasuregoodsmwaxdshxpwxﬂm
on involving the local oommumtymaptommgetbal
agreements about federal lan

We have to move away from old-time grazing com-
mittees, in which the Bureau of Land Management
worked out a plan with a committee made up exdlusive-
ly of ranchers. We've got to include environmentalists,
sportsmen, local officials. In most parts of the West now,
communities have become very diverse. We need to de-
vise structures that involve all the stakeholders.

The increased grazing fees and mining royalties were shetved
after Western senators exerted pressure. Why was the adminis—
tration unable to get what it wanted there?

It was . . . it was a tactical issue. We put mining and
grazing in the budget, and budgets-are about numbers.
Once the dispute started, I took a step back and started
talking with both friends and opponents on the Hill The
advice I got was, What we think you, Bruce Babbitt, are
after is not just numbers but environmental reform. It’s
not just mining royalties, it’s land use, it’s reclamation, it’s
cleanup. I found out there’s a rule in the Senate called the
Byrd rule, which allows them to strip all language out of
the budget. Anything that’s not a number can be char-
acterized as substantive legislation and stripped from the

budget and sent back to committees.

What they said to me was, Look, you're taking a big
nsk because if you run the numbers, you can get them,
but the environmental side may be an orphan. They said,
you've got to keep the two together, and if you're going
to keep them together, the only way you can surely do
that is if they’re out of the budger and start going
through the authorizing committees.

When do you come back with that package?

Right now. We are back in the middle of it. I gave a
speech on mining at the Press Club a couple weeks ago.
I testified before the Senate on mining last week. What's
going to happen on mining reform is quite clear. The
Craig bill will emerge from the Senate. It is an industry
bill But it comes out of the Senate, the House gets a bill,
and they come together in conference, which is where we
dlgmanddd'endompwm

Can't you dhange grazing fees administratively?

We'ﬂdo:bar_Wemdraﬁmgregulamns.Ihopeto
have them out for comment by midsummer.
; &bym;ea;oumllbawrmvedgrmngfeﬁmdnm—

mg

Absolutely I’ 'm very conﬁdmt of t.hat.The log]am has
been broken. - - _.

bummmwmguefmdnmkelmappmaa‘zfm
areas like cattle and mining but not for the national parks, which
are barely funded at all by the people who use them? -

No, no. Public lands belong to the public. Market
principles are about use of natural resources. Whether it’s
‘water, grazing, timber or minerals, the public’s entitled to
a fair return. The best way to judge a fair retumn is to use
market principles. But I don’t view a national park as

M

| something you put on an auction block. No, thanks.

' What is your vision of a national park, then?

i Ideally, a pational park is the core of a relatively pris-
| tine ecosystem thar has special values and must be admin-
{ istered exclusively for those purposes. Obviously there are
i a lot of other things in the national-park system. But
! that’s a core definition.

1 The other significant thing about parks is they’re door-
! ways to learning, The concept of living in an ecosystem
! is not something that’s been a part of our culture or edu-
| cation system. We have to introduce people to this real-
 ity, and the easiest way to do that is through a national
» park. Why? Because they're the most spectacular. It just
1 jumps out at you. Nobody can go to Yosemite or Yel-
EbwstoneoerndCanyonandmawayumoud\cd
:Omeyouvcmuwmlarge,yououdmtmbeablcm
:tﬁdtheﬁmpnmmyourown

! The conflict b the

BABBITT .ON ;I‘HE'C.AMPAIGN TRAIL: Prestdenlxél cand:dﬁ‘les Mzchael Duka)us Babbitt, Paul Simon,
Rlchard Gephardt, Jesse Jackson and Al Gare (from left) at-a New York forum in December 1987

ative of other environmental conflicts

North ..»;eems,cy.'

s with a strong dass dynamic.- Do you bave an approacdh for that?

T do have an answer, but it doesn’t have much to do
with a dass dynamic. It has to do with my view of a new
land ethic.-‘We must relentlessly search for a level and a
method of human activity that is compatible with the eco-
system. In most cases, if we try hard enough, we can find
that balance. It won’t satisfy everybody, but it'll be vastly
better than what’s going on now. )

But inevitably there are instances where people with semi-
skilled or low-skilled jobs are going to lose jobs.

Yeah, but there aren’t very many. The Northwest is
always held up as an example of conflict. It’s not true.
What do you think has happened to the salmon fisher-
men in the Northwest? Do you know who they are?
They're just like loggers; they're regular people working
with their hands and their knowledge of the land to make
a living, The salmon industry is going to extinction. How
about those jobs? Do you know why they’re going to ex-
tinction? Because our management of those forests is
causing erosion, which pours sediment into these streams.
What happens when sediment’s in a stream? The salmon
won't spawn. They're gone. The ecosystem is dead.

I would argue that practices that destroy ecosystems
always destroy jobs. And to the extent that some jobs are
being displaced in the restoration of the ecosystem, just
as many jobs are being destmycd by the management
practices that created the crisis.

Youmeefweeklymtb Vice-President Al Gore, EPA ad-

sstrator Carol Br and other officidls concerned with
land use and environmental isues. What happens?

These are breakfast meetings characterized by the
greatest informality. There’s no other agenda than what
the vice-president has on his mind or what the rest of us
want to bring up.

The last meeting I went to was dominated by a dis-
cussion of the jurisdictional problems of managing fish-
eries in the Northwest. I lamented the fact that from the
time a salmon is born at Redfish Lake, in the mountains
of Idaho, to the time it ranges a thousand miles out into
the Pacific and ultimately finds its way back to Redfish
to spawn two or three years later, it has to swim through
twenty-three jurisdictions, each with life- [Cont. on 28]

______________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

* ROLLING STONE, JuLy 81n-22ND, 1993

OF TR I e S

u



DOMNA NNDEMMPACT VISLIALE

LAMMA LLAISON (1

use your land. Now, let's see if we can work it out.”
The experiment that's going on in Southern Califor-
nia now is breathtaking in its magnitude. And it's the first

¢ time it's ever been done. The Endangered Species Act
' was passed in 1973. Twenty years later, this is the first

time. We're engaged in a cooperative venture with the

E state of California, three counties, a whole bunch of com-
:  munities. We are caught in a magnetic field between San

Diego and Los Angeles, which are growing toward each
other across a fragile ecosystem strip full of all kinds of
unique birds and critters that won't live anywhere else.
And they're being threatened by people who don’t want
to live anywhere else.

The question is, Can we invoke the land-use-planning
power of local communities, the enforcement powers of
the Endangered Species Act and the framework of state
government to pull this off? It’s a breathtaking experi-

. ence. I think it's going to work.

.couldn’t find any private

-up, it started to look and
-pean economy. Nobody =
- -to intrude. So you had

‘fornia’s Central Valley couldn’t sell his water rights.
-Why’Bemusc\fheouuldsdl,ﬁzatwasmethod:m
:the machine keeping the reclamation movement alive. :

‘....-----...-.----.._.-.-_---_...-___----_..._.-_,_-_-----.--_.-_---.- i o o o e

You see the Endangered Species Act as your wedge for this
new land ethic.

Oh, absolutely. That's the way I read it. I think it’s pos-
sible that we can, out of a combination of reasonableness
and oonflict resolution, of using the bully pulpit, of look-
ing for examples of cultural change, that together we can
do things differently. We can find a new way.

You're in a position stmilar to the president’s in that one of
your greatest tasks is to prove that can actually suc-
ceed in sobving complex problems. How do you do that?

The best way is to get in the middle of the cross-fire
between those who say, “Wreck the land in order to use
its resources,” and those who say, "Any resource utiliza-
tion is inappropriate.” I bring credibility to this adminis-
tration by saying we can preserve ecosystems, and in the
context of those ecosystems, we can use resources in a
thoughtful way. What I have to do is end this incessant
apocalyptic debate and say, “Yes, we can have boch.”. .

In 1990, you said that breaking the link between the Bureau
of Reclamation, which develops irrigation projects, ‘and the

agricultural buveaucracy will be as easy as transitioning the So-
viet Union to & market economy. Unless o have an abemmt
view of the ease with which the - g
Kremlin is making that tran-- §
sition, I would like to know
your view on that. - :

Over the years, the Bu-
reau of Reclamation and
Western agriculture put<:
together a remarkable
state-driven; centrally
planned economy. It was
justified in the-early days
by the enormity of recla-
mation projects. Every-
body was in favor-of pri-
vate enterprise, but you

enterprise that wanted to
build Hoover Dam.
But as the system grew

act like an Eastern Euro--
wanted any market forces
these incredibly anomalous results. A ﬁrmer in Cah

: AlotofusmtheWmhavcbemnymgtbatthlss
an area where a market economy, individual freedom and
environmental values are all served by moving to more

THE GREAT WESTERN CAVE-IN: FOR NOW,
POLITICAL FORCES BEATMARKET FORCES

: age to get some of the changes it orginally sought. Fees

IN THE WHITE HOUSE’S first bold green stroke, Bill
+ for grazing on public lands can be raised administrative-

Clinton proposed to raise revenue, curtail destructive ;
land-use practices and inject market principles into the | ly, a process Babbitt says he’s initiated.
notonously subsidized West by establishing market-tate | ¢ Mining royalties are more problematic, owing to the
grazing fees and a 12.5-percent gross royalty for hard-rock 1 existence of an 1872 law that allows gold, silver and other
mining on public lands. The pmposalwasadcarsngxml 1 metals to be mined on public lands virtually for free. An
the public would no longer underwrite the destruction of I industry-friendly bill, sponsored by Idaho Republican
Lheland.Anewmoflandusepohcywasdawnmg, :Larrymeg.waspasedbyd\eSenatemlateMayItmﬂs
The great cave-in didn’t take for a two-percent net royalty, far be-
long. Western senators, led by low the administration’s proposal.
Democrats Max Baucus of Mon- Babbitt is hopeful that a more com-
tana and Ben Nighthorse Camp- prehensive bill sponsored by House
bell of Colorado, bemoaned the Natural Resources Commirttee

economic ruin and social disintegra- chair George Miller will clear che
ton the plan would usher in. "How House, leaving a conference com-
would you go back to a publicfand mittee to iron out a compromise
state facing an election in four years more reflective of the administra-
and say that you voted to basically tion’s position. Miller’s bill, yet to

pass, proposes an eight-percent
gross royalty, significantly more
than the Craig bill though less than
the White House wants. Mean-
while, Western House members are
reluctant to stick their necks out for
reform unless assured their Senate

end mining and ranching and the
using of public lands?” asked
Campbell After two weeks of nego-
tiation, the Clinton administration
buried its proposals and character-
ized its capitulation as a change in
tactics. Though the White House
vowed to seek the increases . counterparts will do likewise.

through other means, environmentalists shuddered at thc i Provxded the Miller bill passes, much will depend on
apparent ease with which principle had been discarded. . the makeup of the Senate conference committee ap-
« = Opinion varies on whether or not the White House | ' pointed by Louisiana senator Bennett Johnston, chair of
was mistaken in folding the proposals into its 1500-page i the Energy and Natural Resources Committee. Once
budget in the first place. The White House chose not 1 the House and Senate bills reach the conference, the
to accept a counterproposal by the Western senators. In | more the Senate committee is willing to give, the more
the end, however, the administration will probably man- 1 the White House will get. — F.W.

MONTANA senator Max Baucus

BABBI‘IT at Ius oonﬁrmaaon hea 'ng'talkmg wuh Arzzona cnatm'Dcmus DcCom:uu

't How can a new land ethic take hold given the pressures
:agamtd)mge7VVben)oumedto raise grazing fees, Western
‘- senators simply said no. Don’t you face an obstacle there?

- At the core, this issue is cultural, personal, individual,
1 and requires a larger awareness among Westerners, and
: among Americans, about their surroundings. As usual,
i people are ahead of the politicians. Go to the suburbs on
the northeast side of Phoenix — many are being developed
with deed restrictions. Buyers can’t touch the desert ex-
cept for a building pad and cani only plant certain plants.
People are voluntarily buying into these places because
they want to live in a desert environment. They're volun-
tarily limiting their freedom as they buy.

There are also some really nice ranching examples in
the West now. Go up to eastern Oregon and talk to Pac-
i rick Hatfield He's started a whole land-stewardship
mavenmtandbroughtmh:snexg‘hbomﬂwy’mmovmg
into riparian restoration. What happens on arid ranch
! land is the cattle all crowd into places where the water is,
! and pretty soon the cottonwoods are gone. The mature
! cottonwoods finally die, and no new cottonwoods replace
; them because cottonwood shoots are like Hershey bacs
} o cattle. Let that go on for fifty or a hundred years and
]

1 the place becomes desert. The water table drops, erosion
61&ng X "=+ | starts, and what used to be a live stream with fish and cot-
Tl'meareafcwsuaggiussnﬂondxeboa:ds,buuts i tonwoods and willows is just a dry gulch.
muallyovu- The truth is, there’s enough developed : Hatfield and guys like him figured out how to restore
water.in the West. There’s plenty of water. There are. - these places. You've got to keep herding your cattle
some complex problems about water quality, about l across land; you can't let them congregate. You can only
endangered spedies, particularly in the California delta. 'ktdmmatpamm]zrumofth:ymtompfomge
Thaea.relomlmdwatashortagesdnvenbvthestruc- 'mammcxdarmanner




SPUR POSSE

[Cont. from 63] where parents are praying
for their kids. It’s a local Lakewood
church, and Dottie says the church
recently based the entire sermon on her
and her family.

T feel so much better,” Dottie says,

“since Pve given up hope.”

“WHAT’S THE STORY WITH YOU GUYS?”
is what a girl on Seal Beach wants to
know, walking up to us, saying she’s Cathy
from Saint Joseph's.

“What kind of story?” Dana says.

“Are you guys in trouble anymore?”

"No, none are in trouble,” Dana says.

"We didn’t do nothing,” Weber says.

“Just whores claiming rape,” Kris says.

"So do you have to do anything else?”
Cathy asks.

TJust go to the beach,” Kris says.

“Go on talk shows, get paid,” Dana
says.

"Make a movie,” Weber says.

“You guys are making a movie? Cool,”
Cathy says, later adding, "I believe you
*cause I know what girls are like.”

"See?” Dana says to me.

“"What are girls like?” I ask.

“They're stupid,” says Cathy.

“Why're they stupid?” Kris asks.

*T just don’t think that you could get
away with that many girls,” Cathy tells
the boys.

“Can I call you up?” Kris asks.

"Think not.”

“She knows how you are, Kris,” Dana
says to his brother, and then to me, "See,
she’s a respectable girl.”

The respectable girl walks back to her
friends, and the boys laugh and call her
Corky, and I ask Dana what's the differ-
ence between good sex and bad sex, as-
suming there is such a difference, and
Dana says, "There’s never bad sex for a
guy,” but then corrects himself by add-
ing, "There is bad sex when a girl's
breath’s kicking.”

“She ain’t kicking, but her breath’s
fucking kicking like karate,” Weber says.

"See, we bag on guys that romance
whores,” Dana says. "Whores you just
nut and you leave. Good girls that are fine
and respectable, you give them the all-
night thing, you please them and ro-
mance o

Romance them?

“You just romance them and eat them
out and shit.”

Now Dana drifts off, lying back, yawn-
ing, saying how he just lies in bed at night,
staring at the ceiling, going, "Dang, dude,
just let me go back to ninth grade, God,
please, God, I just want to play again, play
ball again, you know, I want to make my
mom proud again.”

Today, the boys’ assembly on date rape
was held ac Lakewood High, and ‘after
school, when I asked the crew kicking at

to the assembiy [00ay! UIC AN>wCL wiad
unanimous — "Hell, no!”

Today, at Los Padrinos Juvenile
Facility, a sixteen-yearold Spur pleaded
no contest to a single charge of lewd con-
duct with a child under fourteen and was
sentenced to spend at least eight months
in a county juvenile center, where he will
enter a counseling program that specm.l—
izes in sexual assaults.

Butnoonetalksofth:shmonthe
beach in the sun'and the sand. T don’t
know,” Dana says, "I think I just need to
get me a girlfriend, then I'll be all right” »

KaTtz

[Cont. from 38] there is of gun control is
often misleading. The INRA may have
successfully blocked some legislation, but
it has long ago lost most public support.
According to Josh Sugarmann’s NRA:
Money, Frepower and Fear, more than sev-
enty percent of citizens favor banning
Saturday night specxals. Seventy-two per-
cent favor banmng semiautomatic assault
weapons, dnd ninety-one percent support
the Brady bill's week—long waiting pmod
for handgun sales.”

The NRA has lost two well-publicized -
battles this year: an effort to overturn a’

ban on assault rifles in New Jersey, anoth-
er to block a Virginia law that would lim-
it the number of handguns individuals
buy. And Congress is expected to over-
come decades of cowering and pass the
Brady bill

But covering the INRA iso’t the same
as coming to terms with the reality of
firearms violence. The gun lobby has man-
aged to keep journalistic attention on
issues like delaying gun purchases or the
ban of the most lethal weapons. The real
issues aren’t even on the table: Why are
we so violent? Would it be possible to dis-
arm the country? Can traditional policing
work to control gun use? Why have black
and white leaders avoided firearms vio-
lence to focus on often less urgent issues?

No legislative body in the country is
seriously considering comprehensive gun
control, just the process by which guns are
made available. Few of the legislative bat-
tles over so-called gun control would have
any substantial impact. More than 20,000
federal, state and local laws already exist
seeking to limit the sale, distribution and
use of firearms — to lirtle effect.

FOR JOURNALISM THE QUESTIONS ARE
stark and complex. Is it possible to cover
the deaths of young black males in shat-

tered, impoverished neighborhoods where
advertisers have no interest and most read-
ers and viewers no direct stake? To many
media consumers, it sometimes appears
TV news and newspapers cover little but

" crime: But what newspapers and television

mostly cover are episodic outbursts of vio-

temute of the Umversxry of California at
Davis is a pioneer in defining gun violence
as a public-health emergency. He's report-
ed that firearms are among the ten most
frequent causes of death in the United

 States, ranking higher than deaths related
.to childbirth or kidney disease or, in some

Shatea el deivt
- But no public-health campaign is like-
Iy to work unless the news media come to

'seeﬁ:carmsvxolexweasastoryasbxgas

sexual harassment or Clinton’s transition
problems. Reeling from competition from
cable and other new technologjes, most
media institutions aren't likely to launch
costly new initiatives in the inner dities. A
striking exception is Times Mirror, the
parent company of the Los Angeles Times.
In Los Angeles, it is publishing Gty Times.
In New York City, it publishes New York
Newsday, an urbanized version of its bigger
suburban pamesake on Long Island.
New York Newsday is a fat, unwieldy
papet crammed into a tabloid format, but
it is filled with an array of opinionated

white, black and Hispanic columnists —.

male and female — groundbreaking fea-
tures like a regular subway column, stories
about urban crime, poverty, education

|- and economics and profiles of such every- |-
“ day heroes as Cheryl Proctor, a-tweity |
; niné-year-old black woman who's a cap-’

tain in the ciry’s Corrections Department.

City Times is even more radically differ-
ent. A thin Sunday supplement with col-
or photos and few ads, launched after the
L.A. riots, it is in many ways the purest,

most excmng mainstream urban newspa- :

per in the country. In City Times, sudden
violence and death from guns are inescap-
able realities, not a few paragraphs scat-
tered here and there in the metro section.

In its April 18th issue, City Times
focused on another elemental issue: com-
munications in a city where roughly half
the population speaks a language other
than English at home. T speak English at
school,” said a Guatemalan immigrant,
"Kanjobal [an indigenous Guatemalan
language] to my family and Spanish to
almost everybody else.”

But nothing reveals more about how
the media work than the death of Yoshi-
hiro Hattori, a Japanese high-school stu-
dent gunned down by a man near Baton
Rouge, Louisiana, after Hattori knocked
on the wrong door looking for a Hal-
loween party.

Hattori had a whole stunned nation
and its media to call attention to his death.
In Japan, a nation of 120 million that does
not permit citizens to carry guns, seventy-
four people were killed by guns in 199L
Sixty-seven of those deaths involved orga-
nized-crime figures. Shock over Hattorl's
death made it a big story here. What
made Hattori’s killing so much more
newsworthy than that of the Rusitanontas
or Capers? Only this: Another culture
held up a mirror to ours, and for a

moment, we were shocked. =

BABBIL

[Cont. from 52] and-death power over that
fish. We didn’t form any task force. We
just agreed to continue talking,

The administration has had a rough couple
of months. What'’s your assessment of
President Clinton?

VVhatmauersm:helongrunlsrhe
economy, the pmdents budget and two
or thf& Ol‘.her rnaJOl' issues — ha—lch care,
campaign reform. At election time we'll be
judged on the big ones.

At the memorial you held for the Western
writer Wallace Stegner, you said that you
Grew upxmpnmnedm the mylbobgoft/)e
individualistic West.” Why is that an tmpris—

oning mythology?
Igrewupmacultuxedmsan:ldchst

is about the absolute right of every person.

who owns an acre of land to do whatever
he or she wants at any time. The other part
of the mythology said that the West had
been creatéd by individuals and not by
community processes, that the West was a
demonstration that unbridled indi-
vidualism really worked. But that's not an

accurate reading, It
the role of the Bureau of

the West. It doesn’t tell you about the role
‘of the US. Geological Survey, mapping
the land and finding the resources.

The communitarian interpretation of
the West is not by itself adequate. What
we’re looking for is a balance in which peo-
ple are free in the American tradition to
develop their dream but in a way that res-
onates through a community that agrees
about larger goals.

You're hopeful for the West?

Oh, yes. Pve hardly ever had so much
fun than at the grazing hearings I've held
in the last couple weeks. To have a room-
ful of a thousand people arguing about
grazing but really carrying on an intense
dialogue about the meaning of the West.
Unknowingly, perhaps, but that’s really
what these things are all about.

The old-timers at these hearings intro-
duced themselves by saying, I'm a fourth-
generation rancher, my grandfather came
in 1877. Until very recently, that’s the way
I would have introduced myself. That's
your signature in the old West. And it’s a
wonderful, intensely felt tradition.

But now there are a lot of new people
in the West, and they're as intense as the
old-timers. Most of them came predsely
in search of those values. They arrive, and
they look around and realize the political
process isn’t taking them into account.
They get their head above the wall and
say, hey, I'm an authentic Westerner, and
my vision of this landscape is more true to
the modern West than the old one.

Out of this is going to come a much
better, more participatory, more sensitive
view. The West is no longer in the posr
session of a single group.

't tell youabout -
Reclamation, for -
 example; which was a partner in building
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