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POLITICALLY CORRECT AFTERMATH 
   This week’s edition of Seeing the Round Corners brings the conclusion for another season. Doris Beaver’s Eye on the Legislature returns next week with the opening of Colorado’s 2012 General Assembly. 
   Last week’s edition on Politically Correct touched briefly on some of the changes the word police demanded as the Politically Correct movement exploded on the American public. 

   This writer has always had a problem with the obsession by the on-air media and print media to state a person’s age immediately following their name. What purpose does it serve other than possible discrimination or subtle persuasion if you will? The age of an “older” person involved in an accident is often used to introduce the idea of incompetence or loss of skills just because of the person’s age. It serves no other purpose.  

   Lost in all the emotional aspect of the Politically Correct movement is the role that intent plays by the speaker of the offensive terms. The next consideration is just how often an adjective is necessary before a noun – a “person” in lieu of a “short person” is just as appropriate and proper. Yet, the zealous word police missed out on that idea completely by insisting on the use of “vertically challenged.” 

   Zealousness often overpowers a purported purpose. The Politically Correct movement based much of their purpose on preventing people being described by demeaning or detrimental terms. A long-accepted theory is that certain terms influence thought and bring out biases people are not aware of. The term “crippled” was replaced with disabled which, in this writer’s opinion, was even more egregious and misleading. If there is no intent to demean, why the need to refer to a person as crippled? (Of course, that excludes providing access such as to buildings and sidewalks.) 
   The abortion issue has long been the target of the Politically Correct movement. The term “pro-life” has often been used as a way of describing “life affirming,” but is not interchangeable with “anti-abortion.” For years, it was the policy of The L.A. Times to use the term “anti-abortion,” not “pro-life.” The two terms are not interchangeable in that “anti-abortion” is properly used in referring to a challenge to women’s rights, while “pro-life” refers to an unborn child’s right-to-life. 

   In Colorado, an anti-abortion ballot measure backed by Personhood Colorado and its supporters ran into opposition when it sought approval from the state review board. The term “Right-to-life” included in the proposed amendment’s ballot title was deemed as a catch phrase and removed as confusing. 

   Opponents to the change believe the title which now refers to “all human beings at any stage of development” is misleading and distorts the intent of the measure which is “to make euthanasia, stem-cell research and abortion illegal.” Supporters of the ballot proposal claim the measure applies only to “methods of birth control or assisted reproduction that kill an innocent person.” No doubt the Colorado Supreme Court will decide this one. 

   The Politically Correct movement declined sharply in the late 1990’s, but as with the ballot title in Colorado, still surfaces from time to time. The politically correct idea now tends to be a tool of conservatives to describe attempts at “thought control.” Left-wingers rebut that accusation by accusing the Right of being intolerant of politically incorrect views.  
   A few of the terms pushed by the Politically Correct movement: 

· Invalid (long obsolete) became disabled, then handicapped, then back to disabled, then became people with disabilities, then differently abled, then became physically challenged; 

· Blacks became Negroes, then became blacks again, then Afro-Americans, then people of color, then African-Americans; 

· Eskimo was changed to Inuit;

· Chairman changed to chairperson (or president or . . .);

· The elderly became senior citizens; old person became older person; and

· Indians became Native Americans (which is beyond absurd, but that’s for another edition).

   Seeing the Round Corners will return upon adjournment of the Colorado legislature in May.


The reader’s comments or questions are always welcome.  E-mail me at doris@dorisbeaver.com.
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