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No winners
in this race

The White House and Congress are in a race to see
which can be the first to cut the most from the federal food
stamp program. Last week Pres. Ford announced his dis-
satisfaction with Congress’ attempts at food stamp reform
and threatened to typass Congress and have the Agricul-
ture Department change its own reguiations to reduce the
amount spent on the :

Ford wants to chop $1.2 billion a year from the prog-
ram. Associated Press sources estimate that such a reduc-
hon would eiminate 5.3 miilion to 6§ million recpeents.

Not to be outdone. the Senate Agriculture Committee
approved its own pian Tuesday that wouid drop three to
four million persons from the program and reduce food
stamp funds bty S309 miillion a year.

The food stamp issue is poiitically hot this year. With
both presidential and congressionai races coming up this
year, candidates are sifting the issues for ones that look
safe. Middie Amenca. e some signs of economic

the supermarket. The stereotyped image of freeioaders
woifing down steaks frustrates them even more.
Themmnanadmnt!nmmmakasua
safe ssue. Even “fiberal” politicos. while defending the
idea of the program. attak the “abuses™ and call for re-
form.
Al the moment there are several different reform pians

will Save so many millions of dollars.

Lost in the middle of these numbers are the persons
who will have 10 ive with these “reforms.” One proposal
Mmmmmﬂ‘m

Department itseff. piace an unfair burden on
the eiderly. Another popuiar idea is 10 cut students from the
program. This proposal would unfairly discriminate on the
bass of cccupation. A third plan, the one passed bty the
Senate Agncuiture Committee Tuesday. would reduce the
amount of deductions that the wok ing poor couid ciaim
and thus ncease the cost of the stamps to them.

mammdmwm
ang The rush v cut &y Congress and the President. per-
Sons who leghmately need he assistance of the program
are gong 0 suffer. f may be o0 much o expect n an
slection year, but Congress is going ' have 10 step badk
from the emotionalism of the sSsue and reevaiuate s at-
tempt o reform he program. s going 0 have o re-
member that T's dealing with peopie. not dollar figures and
numbers.
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Letters

Thev 1l listen

F the tation ke s ndeed
Tecessitsied” Ten nsissd of
orong us 10 shell out more. ety
Soulan * e acrminisrsnor ¢ s

Loek for vourself

Concerming your articie on
Moomes or Wednesoay, Feo 25

rsauner E=xe e ess” Maks e
& — "0l us! They are he ores
with TS mooel Bucks anc Cadil-

saing » ire & Mac Cowrt for
Ter ime Ssiol, &0 Ssemhers:
Re: Tubon Hiks:

I mtend I sSnke s
Septamber s rap sTaton § Pe
~ik2 s 0ot called off
oms, e 3 Doth regisraton
days & Mac Cowrt and e new
usress office Suiding © get he
messag e out Siks tus Sep-
=moer’

They !l listen o Pis?
Robert C. Nordahi
RPY. semior
Page 4 Secoua A

| feel an musHice was done D he
Ji@sec ang one-sided wih no
sutsiantial founcatior for its ac-
Cusatons sgainst he Chwroh |
™ gateful for Tus opportumity ©
Oresent Te offer sSoe

There is no mention of the
Tousancs of mermters who e
Quite " oy Ivrg 2 new mean-
ngfuf life centersg woor God
Trougr ™e Drvre Prrcpie n
s ife me 2re strung © Wil an
CES1L 2 very "2a, Cedl moric. -
ohasang z persor s waiue ane

s Ire acased | 3 net oferrg
& reluflad, Qur | am asong for an
fon. Al | ask s that you ook fior
voursat n Tis STange ang mos?
JTITE Dhenomenor.

Omra Jansym

So...Robert Redford I'm not
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opinion

- Off-sheot’ segments struggle

Jeanne Holly. n the Feb. 25 opnion column.
sistes hat aithough she “largely supports the
Women's Movement, she is “outraged and
somewhat embarrassed by the off-shoot of the
Women's Movement winch s rying io reform the
English languag e~ Her reasons for these feeings
are hat (1) She has enough dificultes rom-
MURICShNG Oeas wilhout hawving 10 “conscously
Quage s AfMcull enough wihout Trowing N New
forms. such as “s/he” and “personhood  (2) No
Sews™ Swsis n words ke “mankond” or “char-
man’ because Mey are unwersals. shng n both
men anc women. anc hat, “The word s merely a
symbol. reflection of the speaker  Ms. Holly
siates hat sexsm s figuralivedy  Dut not literally
erased n e word by the erasure of seusm n the
minc.

mbﬂyswwwmmm
whIch | rOiraniy assigned e numders one and
o m e precedng paragraph. These ssues

mm“dwEWeLa's

3 e frst pont. Ms. Holly does not want 10 con-
SOOuUSly 3SSess every word she says n order 10
communcate Sut what sise s commuricstion
Tan he consoous assessment of words N an
SMSTO 10 oracsely Convey Tl which we hana 0
Giantec. e communication contnuum covers
mmahmﬁnumsm
amnmmma
STouic exciude changes m owr @angugg e that
TaKe L= Nave 10 Tk 3Dout e way we @ik ? Or.
o put £ anoher wa@y. s 3 form of language usage
” which we are not reguired 10 TNk when we
speak Tar © which we should aspire? No. The
ourage 10 2 anguage s not he atempr 1 change
. Sut rather e Bck of precsion — laziness —
wng &

Wher Ms. Holly dsmisses e semanecs of
semsm 35 an “oif-shoot of he Women's Move-
m'nswmhm%d
womer for equality n 2 way that ¢ can not be
memiers of Te human race for housands of
years. The forces et have seol women n 2
mmnm.ﬂe\wﬁ.
Pt Of JUMOSE Swery SOOSfy Languap e s not an
SxoPion. Yes. we have Deen Bught that he
wOrs “marng’ s unersal Tar t aso noludes
first hac 1o accept e conopt of woman as sud-
Cahg ory 10 acoEpt e defimibor. A woman. unei
antﬂwm.nm
mmmwmcr-rmm
Mer Chiigrer. her name or her body. excep!
Trough Te propremorshp of father or husbang
TSNS COUNS STE @y TaNT 1D DErSONNoOT axcept

Mider St Eugeme \__

through the proprietorshp of mankind. Women_ n
anguage, were nciuded in the general category
of “man.” because women were owned ty man
Even more starting is Ms. Holly's confusion
about the word as symbol. In supporting her poss-
Son that words do not need 10 be changed 0
change concepts of ourselves. she states. The
woid is merely a symbol. a reflection of the
speaker ~ Perhaps the mayor cogntive abidity that
afferentiates peopie from other prmates s the
abdity 10 use symbois. the power of absta ction
Thes s the root of our supreme taient — the gt of
reason To dismiss words as  merely symbols s
o mess the entire basss ofo ne person s aftempt 1o
Commumecate with another

Ms Holly states that first we must educate the
SDeaker and then the words will follow suit ~ This
S 2 questionable assertion for considenng Ms
Holly s outrage at the aftempted change n the
Ewwmasmmmb'w
She would grve her educated speaker no words 1o
foliow sut with

Yet let's take this point one step further
Perhaps the essence of what Ms_ Holly s sayng
'S that changing words will not change attitudes
Yet our expenence as people. the ansmais capa-
Dle of creating symbois and forming absractions
has taught us otherwsse. Youwrg cheidren only
Degn 10 under stand ther emotions when they are
2ught words for them. Until the young chwid s
faught (Through caretaker feedbad and modeked
Symooi-usage) that what she/he s feeling s
‘anger or “sadness o “fear.” she/he cannot
define. and consequently cannol deal with. the
CONSINCing. unpieasant feeings that are gong on
nse. By learming the words (the symbois). the
Child expands cognitively — pushes out the imes
of Thought and comprehenson

Susan Langer. in her essay. “The Prince of
Creation.” published in Fortune January 1944
siates hat “what (woiman cannot express. (she)
he cannot concene N other words. our abiity
for thought s arectly nfluenced and imited by our
vocabuiary. When my Mtie gwi tells me she can't
02 3 madman because she s a grl | understand
Mmmmswmwm\m:— n s
case. her seff-conogt . When she hears a general
Satement about “mankng and says. “women
00! ?mMM\‘eM\Wmlnamvﬁr\a!@
POSHON by telng her . "Oh. women tall under that
general classfication. 100, for 10 d0 $0 would be
10 tod her that she s mportant ony N re@atonshp
© Mman. We think of curselves n terms of the
WOIDS We Speak . that 1s the reason almination of
So-calad “universall male-gendered terms 10
5o Ny the whole Specios IS necessary

Eva Nunter-Forsyth
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