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U neasy Riders__________
Student leaders wise to get on board Laidlaw probe

Sa\ ing m o n e v  s a great thing, except w hen 
t you ma\ be endangering 50 OOC people in 
the process

But no o n e  at Laidlaw  Transit  Inc. see m s to 
be able to g rasp  this . A fter  n u m e ro u s  reports , 
co m p la in ts  and stories  a b o u t safety  p rob lem s 
on shu ttle  bu ses ,  the reaction  h as  b ee n  the  typi
cal M cR e sp o n se  that the p roblem  is be ing  
b low n out of proportion .

But co n s id er  th e  follow ing: sh u ttle  bu ses  
have been  o p era t in g  with bald tires and w heels  
and axles falling off b u ses  O n e  shu ttle  b u s  was 
pulled o v er  b\ the police on 1-35 b ecau se  of 
safet\ violations.

Dri\ vrs sav th e v 're  b e in g  forced to drive u n 
safe b u ses  and b e in g  w arn ed  bv their superior^ 
not to talk abou t sate tv v iolations .  The\ allege 
that Laid law 's  p rob lem s ex ten d  b ev o n d  just a 
few old b u se s  breaking  d ow n  —  that financial 
co n sid era tio n s  are leading to a m ass iv e  co- 
\ erup

X ation al Laidlaw officials are \ isiting from 
California to co n d u ct  an internal investigation . 
But so far th e v 're  not m aking  any inform ation  
public. C apita l M etro , w hich  ho ld s the L n iv e r-  
sitx - 'b u t t le  contract say -  it s investigating

But so m e  allege that C ap  M etro  is parti\ to 
b lam e for the prob lem  becau se  it s deleg ating  its 
old u nsafe  b u se s  to the t I  shuttle  route. 1 he 
U niversity  h as  said it will rely on the  C ap  M etro  
investigation.

After ex am in in g  the  facts and resp o n ses ,  
w hich  sound su sp ic io u sly  like a lot o f  double-  
talk, the S tu d en ts  A ssoc ia t ion  an n o u n c ed  it 
w ould  look into  the p rob lem . T h e  8 A plan is to 
in terv iew  bu s drivers (k eep in g  so u rces  con fi
dential),  Laidlaw  officials, Capital M etro  offi
cials and  finally L T officials.

For the  first t im e since the  safety  prob lem s

b egan  to surface p eop le  v% ho  ha\ e to ride the 
bu ses  will be tak ing  part in the  in\ est ig ation . 
Mo>t of the ex ecu tiv es  w ho run i a id law. C ap  
M etro and the U niversity  drive to w ork ;  bald 
tire- and faulty axles just do  not h av e  the sam e 
urgencv tor th em

A lthoug h  th e  in terview s will form ally  beg in  
o n  M onday , S A  leaders have a lread y  sp o k en  
with Laidlaw so u rces  w ho w ish to rem ain  a n o n 
y m ou s They sav recent Texan  s tories h av en  t 
ev en  scratched the surface of the p ro b lem s 

From  the in terv iew s the SA  w an ts  to d iscover 
the exact tim es of alleged n eg ligen ce ,  and then 
u se  the Texas O p e n  R ecords Act to access  co rre 
sp on d in g  transcribed  radio c o n v e rsa tio n s .

But according to Dav id Ritchie, ch a irm a n  of 
the S tu d en t Services  C om m ittee  o f  the  S A , 
so m e of those  d o cu m e n ts  mav alreadv be m iss 
ing or d estroyt d.

T he SA  sav - it is w arv of g oing  on a Laidlaw 
or Capital M etro  witch hunt and that the issue 
w ill be dealt w ith fairly. W h e th e r  th e  S A  will 
uncov er a consipiracx that is en d a n g e r in g  all of 
ou r lives is vet to be seen . But it should  be  c o m 
m ended  for initiativ e  in tackling w h a t  m ight be 
a disaA ous problem , not just for s tu d en ts ,  but 
for ev ery on e  inv olv ed w ith the  "h u ttle  svstem .

Ev en it Laidlaw i- not co n cern e d  with the 
hazards to s tu d en ts ,  it >hould th ink  ab o u t its 
ow n bottom  line. It one of the b u ses  has  an 
accident the potential law suits cou ld  dev astate 
the c o m p a n v . And the o th ers  w h o  stood  by and 
let the problem s grow  w orse  w ould  h a v e  a hard 
time escaping  so m e liability.

Laidlaw C apital M etro  and the U nivers ity  
should cooperate  fully with R itchie  and  the rest 
o f  the S A  to f igure out how  to k eep  s tu d en ts  
and o th er  riders out o f  d anger.

—  K ate Jeffrev
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Crisis fuels energy debate
T hanks to the Middle East 

crisis, we are again ad
dressing the question of a 

national energy policy. Advocates 
of alternative energv sources as 
well as domestic oil companies, 
want government intervention to 
boost their programs or restrict 
our reliance on foreign reserves. 
Conservation measures are being 
more seriously considered. In this 
climate of opportunism, we need 
to remember that the central prob
lem has no easy remedy.

Judged bv cost and quality, Per
sian Gulf oil is at the moment the 
most desirable energv source in 
the world. We have great econom
ic incentive to relv on the Persian 
Gult for much of the oil we con
sume (currently, about half). As 
long as we continue to follow that 
incentive, we are subiect to the 
possibility that a dampdown on 
foreign oil will bring an economic 
shock. Aside from invading and 
occupying the countries around 
the Persian Gulf (which is pretty 
much out) we can deal with this 
reality in only two ways.

We can put up with the situa
tion and handle shocks as best we 
can. After all, we've been through 
shocks in 1973 and 1979, and 
we're still here.

Or we can make it our national 
policy not to import foreign oil. 
The problem with imposing tar
iffs, and with energv policy in 
general, is that it costs us to swim 
against the economic current. This 
cost must be measured against the 
social cost of oil shocks.

There are, of course, concrete 
reasons to abandon fossil fuels al
together. Burning them releases 
greenhouse gases. Also, the 
world's reliance on fossil fuels lias 
been accompanied bv the global 
population explosion of the mod
ern era. W hen the coal and oil
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reserve- run out the resulting 
shock will be catastrophic unless 
we have prepared for it.

In debating the pros and cons of 
alternative energv sources, we 
must be aware that some alterna
tive- are more viable than others 
and thev are not the one- clamor
ing for subsidy W hile govern
ment-funded research is necessary 
for the advancement of the econo
my, state subsidization allows in
dustries to sidestep economic ac
countability resulting in waste 
and environmental damage.

The best case in point is nuclear 
power. The nuclear industry is es
sentially exempt from liability 
(concealing the true cost). The 
problem of waste is also the gov
ernment's to solve and to pav for. 
While this makes putting an exact 
price tag on nuclear power impos
sible, it seems safe to sav that if 
the nuclear industry were inde
pendent of public support, there 
would be no nuclear industry

Back in the '70s, nuclear advo
cates attacked alternative energv 
sources that wanted subsidies. 
Now the situation is reversed. Sci
entific American predicts that bv* 

wind power will be the 
cheapest available source of elec- 
tricitv (despite Reagan's gutting of 
wind and solar research during 
the StA). Solar power (photovolta
ic cells) will also be cheaper than 
nuclear within the decade, even in 
Europe.

Nuclear power as a source of

electricity cannot compete with 
wind and solar, and cannot be 
used tor other things w e use oil 
for (which makes the idea that it 
will save us from fossil fuel ludi
crous). Alcohol can be substituted 
as car fuel, biofuels in chemical 
production — more cheaply than 
anything except oil.

The only area in which energy - 
related legislation i- indisputably 
needed is conservation. Con
sumers make mistakes. For exam
ple, consumers buv incandescent 
rather than fluorescent light bulbs 
—  even though fluorescent bulbs 
are three times cheaper in the long 
run — because incandescent bulbs 
have a slightly lower initial cost.

Consumers pav thousands of 
dollars to heat poorly insulated 
houses that thev could have saved 
it thev had inquired about insula
tion beforehand. Cars remain inef
ficient not because manufacturers 
will not build efficient cars but be
cause consumers will not buv 
them.

In each of these caSes,  laws are 
needed to save consumers from 
themselves. The oil shock has 
therefore made us seriously con
sider our energv options. Some of 
them, like building cars with lean- 
burn engines that get 50 miles per 
gallon, are things vve should be 
doing anyway. Others, like build
ing more nuclear plants, are 
things we should never do. But 
few of the suggestions, if am  , ad
dress the real dilemma: to import 
or not to import.

If vve use Middle East reserves 
we are at the mercy of Middle East 
countries. If we anticipate the ex
tinction of fossil fuels and switch 
to solar, we lose in the short run. 
There are no quick fixes tor such 
difficult questions.

Bezanson is a liberal arts junior.

Civil Rights Act established equality in law, not in fact
A mong the annals of Su

preme Court civil rights 
cases i- one case that eve
ry law student should know. It is 

the case of Katzenbach vs. 
McClung and the opinion was 
written bv Texas' own, Justice 
Thomas C. Clark.

The case revolved around the 
-egregated Birmingham, Ala., bar
becue joint of one Ollie McClung. 
In the 1950s and '60s, Oliie's 
World's Be-t Barbecue employed 
many workers of African heritage 
but refused to serve anyone of 
that same race. Justice Clark's 
opinion explained that since Ol
iie's business came, at least in 
part, from interstate travelers, the 
federal government had an inter
est sufficient enough to enable it 
to ban Ollie from refusing to serve 
b la c k s  And, said Clark the Con
gress had done just that when it 
passed the 1964 Civil Rights Act 

The importance of this case lies 
in the fact that this was the first 
Supreme Court validation of the
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1%4 act, and this in turn opened 
the federal courts to a flood of 
claims of discrimination.

Oddlv enough, Oliie's restau
rant still stands in Birmingham 
and business is, in fact, quite 
good. In the heat of this past sum
mer a friend and 1 took a pilgrim
age of sorts to this monument to 
bigotry and ignorance, and what 
we found raises some profound 
questions about the role of mar
quee Supreme Court cases in the 
battle for equality in America.

Oliie's is a restaurant that is in 
many ways still lost in the early 
'60s. The decor remains decidedlv 
'60s Southern and despite the 19o4 
Civ il Rights Act and the dictates of 
the Supreme Court, the waitresses 
and bus boys at Oliie's are still all

black. In contrast, the cook, the 
cashier and the new owner, Ollie 
Jr., are all white.

The lunch crowd at O l i i e ' s  was 
also all white. In the hour and a 
half that we w ere there not a sin
gle black person entered the res
taurant as a customer. Both of 
these situations remain as the Su
preme Court found them in the 
'60s.

What this tells us about our
selves is not crystal clear. It mav 
be that although Oliie's barbecue 
is the "World's Best," the blacks 
in Birmingham have just not taken 
a liking to it.

Another possi bil i tv is that 
blacks and whites reallv don't 
want to socialize with one anoth
er, or perhaps are inherently in
compatible. Neither answer pre- 
s e n s  a verv heartening prospect.

One last theorv exists, how ev er, 
to help us understand the situa
tion at Oliie's and in the numer
ous other institutions and estab
lishments in the nation which

have been desegregated bv law 
but not in fact. The civil rights 
movement mav simply have a 
long way to go, and the landmark 
Supreme Court cases of the 1960s 
mav have signaled victorv in a le
gal battle while consequently 
causing a relaxation in the battle 
for the hearts and minds of the 
American people.

Examples abound for both the 
fact that the.civil rights movement 
has slowed to a crawl, anil for the 
proposition that we still have a 
long way to go. What few demon
strations anti protests we see to
day are handled largely as curiosi
ties bv the media.

A core of true believers does still 
fight for the cause of racial justice, 
but mainstream America has 
turned a blind eve to continuing 
discrimination and to the contin
ued effects ot past discrimination, 
The pocketbook-based ideals of 
the Me Generation have little to 
do with notions of equalitv and 
fair treatment for all. Indifference

is m vogue.
Meanwhile, back in the slums, 

the poor are getting poorer and 
Jamael can't read or write or find a 
job. If you, like many others, 
think segregation has substantial
ly ended in America, just take an
other look around. We are segre
gated bv class: African-Americans 
make up a painfully high portion 
of the underclass, and conversely 
are v astly underrepresented in the 
upper class.

After the recent fiasco with the 
L’.S. Open in Birmingham, the 
PGA learned that many of its tour 
country clubs are still totally' or 
substantially segregated. Some
how, Katzenbach vs. McClung 
has had little or no impact on this 
bastion of whiteness.

How many other segregated in
s t i t u t i o n s  are out there just wait
ing to be unearthed? In a more 
general category, neighborhoods 
and manv colleges are still segre
gated in fact, and there is a dis
tinct color difference between our

inner cities and the suburbs.
One of the hardest problems to 

overcome in trying to rectify this 
situation is the fact that most 
A m e r ic a n s  h a v e  b e e n  
brainwashed — by schools, politi
c i a n s  and the press — into believ 
ing that the battle for racial equali
tv was fought and won in the '60s.

The fatal fact for this wide
spread misconception is that court 
rulings such as Katzenbach, 
Brown vs. Board of Education (the 
school desegregation case), and 
Bakke vs. Board of Regents (allow
ing colleges to employ limited af
firmative action in processing ap
plications), simply do not in 
themselves change attitudes.

Only conscious thought, open 
debate and progressive discus
sions can change attitudes, but 
such discussion |ust doesn't exist 
on the subject of race in America 
today as it did in the 1960s and as 
it should in the 1990s.

Carter is a second-year law student.

Conference misrepresented
I would like to correct the somewhat 

misleading impression created by your 
news article on the recent UT Conference 
on Cultural Studies in Britain and America 
("Conference discusses E306 changes," 
The Daily Texan, Sept. 24). The article's 
headline and much of its text concentrate 
on a single informal discussion of the re
cent attacks on scholarly progress by con
servative ideologues financed bv right- 
wing political organizations. I would like 
to clarify that the conference was orga
nized long before the far-right fringe at the 
University attempted to paralyze the Uni
versity's academic grow th, and that the in
formal discussion of the English 306 con- 
troversv and its relation to the agenda of

the far right was added quite late in the 
planning. ( The relevance of ( ultural Stud
ies to the 306 struggle, in fact, lies m no 
^mall part in the tar right's blissfully unin
formed tendency to conflate anv and all 
scholarship it doesn't like under the rubrk 
"Cultural Studies.") The conference as a 

whole was extremely wide-ranging in its 
interests and attracted a large audience, 
not just those with an interest in 306.

One other serious misconception creat
ed by the article concerns John Nuke's talk 
on homeless men and the film Die Hurd. 
Fiske himself did not show the men the 
film. As I believe the Texan reporter was 
informed, the homeless men routinely se
lected the films thev watched, and Fiske 
merely reported on their v iewing habits, 
rather than using them as guinea pigs.

More importantly, in relation to those 
habi ts ,  Fiske did not simply report that the 
homeless cheered for terrorists (the point 
at which the article stopped), leaving the 
damaging impression that the homeless 
are sociopaths. Fiske actually analyzed the 
response to Die Hard as an expression of 
anti-authoritarianism (not pro-terrorist 
sentiment), working from the environ
ment of shelters to the general cultural 
construction of the homeless and it-- im
pact on them, and economic anal ys is  of 
the effects of Reagan administration hous
ing policy in the 1980s. The point was 
hardly that homeless men support terror
i sm,  but that thev fairly acutely sought out 
vehicles, in film, for enactment of the re
sentment thev feel for the political authori
t ies who have blithely cut them and mil-

lions of others adrift.
S eil Nihring 

Assistant professor of English

13 'rights' m ake a w rong
In Thursday’s guest column by profes

sor of philosophy Douglas Kellner 
("Right-wingers on the march against cul
tural reform," The Daily Texan), accusa
t io n s  w ere thrown against those question
ing multic ulturalism. Throughout the 
editorial some variation of the term 
"right" was used (right, right-wing, reac
tionary right, rightist, academic funda
mentalists, McCarthvism, McCarthyist).

It appears to me that you could have 
used the space provided to answer some 
legitimate objections made by the National 
Association of Scholars.

It vve take Professor Kellner's lead then 
issues certainly would appear much clear
er — if you have problems with multicul- 
turalism, you're a right-wing fanatic. If 
you're not gung-ho for affirmative action, 
you're a KKK Grand Wizard. If vou're un
comfortable with homosexuality or think it 
is wrong, then vou're a homophobe.

Instead of sterotvping vour opponent 
and forcing a defensive response, see it 
you can give a real defense of multicultur- 
alism (not empty platitudes about "open
ness" and "accep tan ce .")  Professor 
Kellner, at least respond to the claims of 
dissenters without calling them right-wing 
fanatics 13 times in one editorial.

Curt Bessel man 
Ph ilosophyigovernmen t


