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Editorial . _
Union magazine ban should be put to vote

whether or not to sell Playboy, Pent-

house and Playgirl magazines in the
unions. There are good arguments on
both sides of the issue,

All three magazines are undeniably
exploitive. Many sociologists and feminists
maintain that such magazines contribute
to undesirable attitudes about women
(and in the case of Playgirl, men.) These
magazines are successful because they
have pictures of and stories about sex
and attractive people. That in itself ign't
necessarily wrong. There's nothing wron
with erotica. But when people are
as sex objects, or if they are depicted as
lesser because of their gender — that
constitutes discrimination.

Those who would like to ban the maga-
zines from the unions say it would be a
symbolic gesture against sexual expioita-

Tonlght the Union Board will decide

tion. Because the unions are community

centers, it follows that they should pro-
vide a ere for men and
women. They believe the magazines are a
n influence.

ose against the ban ¢ that tak-
ing the magazines off the shelves would
be a violation of First Amendment rights.
Others say its a moral decision and the
board should not make that decision for

the student body..
Banning the es would not vio-

late any laws. The unions can sell or not
sell any magazines it wantstoas longasit
isn't preventing the publishing of any-
thing. The supporters of the ban are
aware that the Union Bookstore would
probably continue selling Playboy and
Playgirl even if union concessions don't.

It's a striclty symbolic gesture, and a well-
intentioned one. e

But before the board decides whether
or not to ban the magazines it should
consider thg)recedent it will be setting if
it does ban them. .

The concession at the Nebraska Union

using make up, clothes and exercise
You'll rarely find an article in these pulps
on the art of conversation or quantum

ics.
pmo these magazines a reflection of

sells magazines about violent sports. It 's desires or are they promoting an
could easily be argued that those maga- impossible and un , image for
zines encourage nt behavior —should and of women on their own?

o A et hith
awide es
support violent behavior — should they
be banned?

Another argument against the ban in-
volves questions about the or'?in of the
discrimination. The Nebraska Union sells
other m es — Seventeen, Mademoi-
selle and Glamoyr — essentially women's
magazines, but they promote an “ideal”
similar to the one y does. These

es are designed to help women
themselvés attractive to men by

The answer is probably a little of both,
The magazines are popular and
strive to achieve those elusive »
Who is to say whether society or the edi-
tors are responsible for what that “ideal”
happens to be. ,

Todd Knobel, & board member, has a
good idea. The issue should be put on the
ASUN ballot next spring, he says. That
way, those who the decision effects will be
able to make the decision. Until then, the
unions should continue selling the maga-
zines. :

Career-minded mom
strives to overcome

child-care

e are told by the experts
Wthat new mothers forget
¥ the pain of childbirth
almost instantly. The theory is
that they are so enamored with
the product, they blank out the
process. They develop delivery-
room amnesia.

Well, I don’t know about that.
But I do think that working
mothers develop another sort of
amnesia: child care amnesia. By
the time the preschoolers become
teen-agers we have forgotten the
old anxieties. The panic when a
babysitter gave usnotice, the stress
when we had to research a new
place, the unease when we were
not quite sure whether this per-
son, this home, this center, was

just right.
Ellen
Goodman|

I had a refresher course in
child-care crisis this fall when a
friend of mine was, as they say,
between babysitters. Being “be-
tween babysitters” is a lot like
being between jobs. It's an optim-
istic description of a terrifying
condition. You don't really know
you are “between” jobs or child
care until you find the next one.

What you do know is that sud-
denly the life of the most care-
fully-planned family is revealed
atitsmost vulnerable point. Everything
— from the mortgage, to the
career, to the happiness of the
children — hangs by the thin
thread of child care.

My friend’s stress brought it all
back to me. The ads in the paper,
the interviews, the visits to nursery
schools, the uncertainty, the re-
adjustments — even the time |
came home to find that my miss-
ing 4-year-old had been allowed
by a new sitter to walk to the
supermarket alone, :

It’s easier to talk about it all
now. The 4-year-old is 16 and has
no memeoery of the events that
worried me. She i not, in any
notable way, lopsided. it is her
policy, I believe, to refuse to allow
me to invent childhood traumas
to feed my wor mother guilts.

But 1 was struck again by how
little has changed in the way we
deal with child care. Today 45
percent ofthe mothers with infants
and 60 percent of those with kids
between 3 and 5 are working out-
side the home. We have more

and
day-care suppliers and many more

day-care care
brcmﬂhmm

amnesia

fractured experience; success still
hinges on luck and money.

I know this has an enormous
effect on working couples with
children. But | suspect that it
also colors the lives and minds of
young couples, and especially
young career-minded women, who
do not yet have children.

The old confiict in the career
woman's life was between love
and work. The current conflict is
between children and work. You
cannot talk to a woman, age 30 or
more, without touching on the
fear of or desire for children.

The issue is important to men
as well, but not as vital if you
follow the bottom line of most
two working-parent marriages —
whose salary pays the babysitter?

Who chooses the day care cen-

ter?

So these young women, who
have inherited the much lauded
“new choices” of our era exper-
ience these choices as conflicts.
The decision to have or not to
have a child is often framed in
personal, even psychological
terms. Am [ ready? Can I cope?
But in reality, they hinge on some-
thing quite objective: child care. |
wonder how different the
decision-making process wnuld
be if the women knew therewas a
reliable, high quality, affordable
— name the other adjectives —
child care?

Atthe beginning of the women's
movement, there was a popular
slogan: The personal is political.
luuahhtthlﬁeeofbahn work
and family life were not just pri-
vate problems, but aiso public
ones. Today we plant every tub
on its own bottom. Each family is
expe to seek out its own

caresolutions — not from arange
of enhanced and attractive pos-
sibilities, but from limited
7 the walting lista at the beet

e at the

centers, fearful of sex abuse or
neglect, skeptical about finding a
Mary Poppins, and fiercely pro-
tective toward our children'’s own
well-being.

My own child-care anxieties are
behind me. My friend's ¢risis is in
remission. The worst is over by
the time cur children are 6 or 6
years old. It's no wonder that
alialy Dt i e Bt nothing

. But if we '
changes. And behind us is
another wave of wemen on the
brink of motherhood whose eyes
are wide open. -

The Boston Glebe
¢) 1984, : _ F
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Zoning laws restrict free market

ecently, grumblings have

been heard from the august

citizenry of Lincoln over the
selective waiving of some zoning
requirements for certain property
owners. The ifics of the dis-
pute are re ly unimportant,
they simply represent a more
public-manifestation of the con-
tinuing hassles which zoning regu-
lation presents to local government.

‘Ro

What is more int
almost universal assent which
zoning laws enjoy in the face of
rather slim evidence that they
gemﬁuﬂdmmepnblkinw-

In fact, they are almost the
foremost example of state inter-

options vention on behalf of economic

and social elites and a concomit-
anto to the free market
system when it does not serve
elite interests.

Zoring laws began to receive
serious aitention on a grand scale
16. Since
that a rather amazing con-
sensus of opinion has :
in support of these laws, It is
undo safe to say that
except for protection against crim-

zﬁmmf huni:
men suc
versal acclaim.

For last year in a
mh- of mine, the

propriety of zoning laws. Out.
class of about 80, only one & _‘

dent raised his hands in opposi-
tion: Obviously, yours truly.
Usually in such cases | men-
tally resort to the old adage that
truth makes mylone voice a major-
ity of one. Suprisingly, resort to
mental apologetics was not neces-
sary in this case. Much to the
ch of my classmates, the
professor, the veritable mouth-
iece of the gods in the typical
guhman law class, opposed zon-
ing as well. Nonetheless, | would

Irrespective of the lack of pop-
ular support, there are supris-
ingly strong argum
portofthe view that the abolition
of zoning regulation would
advance rather than

otably proponent

to preserve their rather substan-
tal fixed investmentsin the down-
town area by employing zoning
laws to oppose -market forces
The interest of this class in pre-

servlng their status and control
from the economic challenge of
new and vital entrepreneurs is
typically the outer perimeter of
the “public's” interest in stringent
commercial control
Residential zoning

n

tility for %

“undesirable” elements out of
eighborh

has 2 similar u

requiremients and so forth. By
avoiding the subdivision of lots
into smaller units, for example,

individuals are effectively
Kept out of the "batter” parts of
Finally, a word needs to be said
age to a community. The
claims that the
of the zoning laws would invite
destruction of the beauty and

social cohesion of a

This need not be true.
it need be noted that even with

this type of disruption
mj:tkul:bnmmnmunde:
a system of zoning those who
hur;hebruntofthgcoﬂu-uﬂy

are not for their




