
To Be Equal 
WHAT’S A “SPECIAL INTEREST’’? 
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I’m old enough to re- 

member when the term 

“special interest” refer- 
red to a narrow group 
supporting measures for 
its own private gain. 

But in recent years the 
pollution of the language 
has extended to include a 

distortion of the phrase 
— instead of referring to 
private greed it has been 

applied to those advocat- 
ing the public good. 

The perversion of the 
term’s traditional mean- 

ing and its transforma- 
tion into a meansofabus- 

ing advocates of mea- 

sures that would benefit 
the total society is not 
something to be shrug- 
ged off, for it reflects a 

way of thinking that 
could frustrate efforts to 

improve our society. 
At the turn of the cen- 

tury, “special interests” 
was used to describe 

monopolists. Today it is 
used to describe — and 
to condemn r- groups 
working to make our na- 
tion a better place for all. 

Just pinning a label 
like “special interest” on 
those working for the 

public good replaces 
thinking. Instead of pro- 
jecting a vision of a better 
America from a different 
standpoint, the dema- 

gogues just pin the “spe- 
cial interest” label on 

whatever they oppose. 
The civil rights move- 

ment, for example, was 

never perceived as a 

“special interest” for it 
was recognized that 
measures to assure the 
constitutional rights of 
all and to bring the large 
black minority fully into 
the mainstream are in the 
national interest. 

full employment and 
wage and labor stan- 
dards that benefit all 
working people. 

In the context of na- 

tional policy you can’t 
fairly label such a mass 

organization of Ameri- 
cans as a “special inter- 
est” nor can you pretend 
that advocates of civil 
rights, better working 
conditions, and other 
social reforms are 
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Sure, the policies it 
advocates would primar- 
ily benefit blacks, min- 
orities and all of the poor. 
But they would also put 
America well on the road 
to being a nation of peace 
and prosperity for all. 

That’s not a special 
interest but a national 
interest. How can it pos- 
sibly be described by a 

term that used to be re- 

served for a handful of 
speculators trying to ram 

through some legisla- 
tion that would benefit 
them alone? 

Organized labor is 
another group stigma- 
tized by the special inter- 
est label. But unions re- 

present over 20 million 
working people and 
advocate positions like 

spokespeople for narrow 

viewpoints at odds with 
the general good. 

You might oppose 
some or all of the things 
such groups stand for, 
but to refuse to take their 
ideas as sefious debat- 
ing points and to try to 
smear them with the 
brush of “special inter- 
ests” is unfair, unprin- 
cipled, and untrue. 

The new, distorted 
meaning given “special 
interests” is brought to 
us by the same people 
that try to change the 
word “conservative” 
from something that 
stood for stability and 
patriotism into some- 

thing that stands for 
greed and narrow 
nationalism. 
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It comes from the same 

people who try to rede- 
fine poverty in such a way 
as to exclude poor peo- 
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pie who get in-kind bene- 
fits like subsidized hous- 
ing and Medicaid. 

It comes from many of 
the same people that 

label affirmative action’s 
goals as “quotas” and 
attempts to desegregate 
America as “reverse dis- 
crimination.” 

If we keep on this path 
we’ll wind up calling war, 
peace; poverty, afflu- 
ence; and oppression, 
freedom. This is 1984, 
and Geroge Orwell’s 
famous book of the same 

name depicted a society 
whose language was 

“Newspeak” — consist- 
ing of just the perver- 
sions of meaning I have 

discussed here. 
One way to assure that 

the fictional 1984 doesn’t 
become reality is to insist 
on recapturing the inte- 
grity of those loaded 

Editorial 
Vanessa Williams, the first Black Miss America, 

gave up her title this week because of having posed 
for pictures in the nude in a compromising position 
with another woman. The pictures are being 
published in the September issue of Penthouse 
Magazine. 

This dilemma has rocked America, especially 
Black America. Rather than outline the moral issues 
inherent in this dilemma, we feel that we should look 
at some more practical considerations. 

At the time of her posing for the pictures, Vanessa 
Williams had no idea that she might become “Miss 
America.” She neglected to protect her “real flank”, 
which is to say that she did not stop to think of 
possible long-term consequences of her actions. 
Apparently she was dazzled by the “scene” in which 
she was employed at the moment. It is quite possible 
that curiosity “got the upper hand.” In the process, 
this young and inexperienced woman apparently 
gave in to her curiosity with possible suggestions or 
subtle pressures from an experienced professional. 

Had her perspective reached a little farther, she 
would have taken the time to consult with time-tested 
advisors such as her parents, her minister, her 
teachers, her more mature friends, and/or her 
attorney. It would have been better for her to secure, 
in writing before her performance, the terms under 
which the items may or may not be used, and to read 
and re-read the contract and look for hidden loop- 
holes. 

In setting our list of priorities, we must neverforget 
to keep moral and spiritual values at the top of the list, 
always remembering that that which one does today 
may affect his/her entire future. Today’s excitement 
can be tomorrow’s nightmare. 

We must never neglect to think for ourselves, and 
consider all possible far-reaching consequences. 

The views expressed on these editorial pages are those ot 
the artists and authors indicated. Only the one indicated as 

the SENTINEL-VOICE editorial represents this publication 

phrases whose meaning 
is being distorted today. 

And the place to start is 
by reclaiming “special 
interest” as a term de- 
picting private greed and 
not the broad-based 
groups fighting to make 
America work for ail its 
people. 

MEDICAL 
JOURNAL 
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Mouthwash, a product used 

daily and basically considered 
harmless, can sometimes cause 
severe illness or death if con- 

sumed by a child, according 
to a recent broadcast spon- 
sored by the Columbia-Pres- 
byterian Medical Center and 
The Prudential Insurance 
Company. 

William Troutman, director 
of the New Mexico Poison In- 
formation Center, reports that 
the heavy concentration of 
drinking alcohol, or ethanol, 
in mouthwash can poison the 
child. “Of the major marketed 
brands of mouthwash, the 
lowest ethanol content is 
about 28 proof and the 
highest close to 54 proof. 
This approaches whiskey, 
which is 86 proof,” says 
Troutman. 

Children drink mouthwash 
because it is sweet, attractive, 
and they don’t realize it is 
not meant to be swallowed. 
If they drink enough of the 
product they can become 
drunk which, may result in a 
loss of ability to maintain 
body temperature. They can 
also lose their protective 
reflexes or become comatose. 
If left untreated, a child 
can die in this condition. 

While no reported deaths 
have been attributed to 
mouthwash ingestion, Dr. 
Troutman advises keeping the 
product away from children. 
He advocates the use of small- 
volume, child-resistant con- 

tainers, and proposes a reduc- 
tion of alcohol content in 
these products. 

Greater 

Votes, 
Greater 

Power 


