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ýWhat do you mean, ý"Whatsit ,to.ya?"

Yet 44 per cent of tudents fie h exam this year. This
wouki suggèst there is a 4'efinite "ac of writing competence.
Raght?

Not according to Edmonton. Public Scbool Board
representativeTlheresa Ford wbo says "the writing competen-
cy exams test only a small part of wbat is taught in the high
school curriculum.» 'She was refering.to language usage skills
and structure skils. Mary jo Williams addsto tis, "the
secondary language arts curriculum has changed to meet the
needs of, society,... it now Inolves listening, viewing and
speaking as WeIIl as writing."

Sinpiy, stated, the new improved high school curriculum
deenot prepare matriculation graduates for whai the
University thinks is nlost imp<xtant - writing skills.

The overused metaphor of the tail wagging the dog
applies perfectly in this case. There is fot enough-communica-
tion between the Department of Advanced Education and the
Departmerrt of Education. Éducation is cumulative. The
situation as it stands nowu is flot conducive to the teaching of
Engl.sh in a systemnatic mianner.

.The departments, sbould be combined. This would
provide, for the instigation,&f a decent cohern dcto
system.

The system would. be, able tk develop high-school
curriculum which is respçnsive to the University's desires.
Thçre would be a way te determine responsibiiity thus
enabling solutions toproblems much easier.

The educators are trying -o ovçrcome the inconsistencies
in prioitiesrtow. A combined Department of Education
would flot have allciwed the problem te arise.

Ken Lenz

Bad move,.Pete
A -fewweeksago*th provincial government raised aur incomne taxes by 13

per cent. Now the provincial, govenment is going ta be using 220 million
dollarsof that inçomretax money ta malté sure the Heritage Trust Fund keeps
an growing. Nice of themn isn't .Cut back the Social Services and then save
the moneY for no known inteligent purpose. Cute guys.

Not only is the Fund being mhismiagedi is often eamning less than the
rate of inflation. But addng ta an already massive fund iscriminal. The money,
coulé' be utdlied either ýta retin needed services, or to stimulate the
economy.

Gilbed Souhard
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Same old pro-choice,

I think- it is about tiîme te quit baiting, poor
Warren Opheirn. The froth s showing, even. if- he
isn't seizud with convulsions at the sight of water.

If he cannot distînguish between the laws made
by society. as a whole and the choices made by
Incividuals, that is his problem. And if lhe cheoses te
dis'miss 'me as pro-abortivnist and stupid, he has'
made ne fatal ristakes .... this time. But he really
should taku a dlear look at the corequisites of his
position.

By the way, I1omust admit that Warren did mrake
one accurate guess in his last, lutter. 1 probablyarn
rnaking Mr. Spock tum oéver in his grave. However,t1
believe it would be due te a rather more esoteric.
creative endeavour tban my attempts te- augment
the English-language. One that Warren, unless I very,
much misjudge him, will neyer hear of.

Kathleen Moore,
Business 111

What beautiful ironyl The Nov. 1 Gateway
featured a -lettur narning one pro-abortionist an
"idiot," and a "'numbskull," while another stated
that "debate on abortion has incruasingl>' reliud on
name calling ....." The first lettur, by Warren Opheim,
cuts down Kath leen Moore in defunse of his Oct. 18
lettur. His defense seems te rely more' heavlly on
personal attacks against Ms. Moore: "Stupidit>', thy
name is Kathleen Moore." Yupl1 Her IQ is the main
issue I Next te his lettur is that of pro-choicer Denise
Burrell, who sticks with real facts, and issues. Mr.
Opheim, by loering himself. te name calling,
defeats his purpose, presumably te "convert"
people te the pro-le sie (or is it te raise
controvursy?), Vet, I myseif arn against abortion, and
feel saddened when pro-lifers, like Mr. Opheim.
reduce themselves te a religiou s anaticismn that
ruserts ta name calling, not reasen. This is no doubt
aise true on the other extreme wth the pro-
choicers. A more reasenable approach is called for.

Derrick Moore'
Science Il

P.S. Hey readers, lay -off ef Juns Andersen. 1 think he
just wants te raise a fuss and make people think
about issues. 1 mean, he couldn't possibl>' believe
everything he writes....or, could he?î??'

Same old pro-lufe
In regard te Denise Burrell's letter (Nov. 1), 1

agree the debate on abortion relies mainly on name-calling and illogicat rhetoric, but ihat's as far as 1 can
agree with her.

Granted'there is a definite difference between a
fetus and, a new-born child, but the difference ie
only lni regards to physical maturity,and is nomore4
different t han the difference betweeri a new-borm
chîld and an aduit.

lI'e heard Itargued that the difference between
a fetus and an "out-of-tbe-wombchild" is rnuch like
the différence between an acorn and an oaktree.
Surely an acorný is flot an oaktree by the. furthest
stretch of the imagination! And 1 agreel

A4n acorn is like a gamete though, net a fetus, it is
o.nly after germination- <or fertilization) that. it
beeomés an o.k. -Xealty, once, sprouted what
diff erénçe is there except for physical appearance
due te lack of -maturity?.

T1he "pro-abrtionist" argument is as Denise
stated; women' have a right te make choices
regarding their own bodies. Fine, but abortion
decrees the, destruction of the unborn child's bod)44
net hersi Does she really have this right? Sure the
unborn chilId is dependant on her, but if it is right (or

,attowedy to terminate this dependence, why flot
tern ate the dependancy once the child is born by
sprving the child of necessities such as food,
perotection and love?

One must realize it is easier to agreé with
abortion once born (and if male, 1 admit) but if you
really think abortion is justifiable, ask people and
flnd out how many wish they were -aborted, then
look at the numberof abortions performed each day
in Edmonton alone. If only the unborn were
physlcally capable of screarning in pain during the
process of abortion, there would bu no dubatul

Lance Wilson
Science 1J

P.S. By the tirnu a wornen knowNs shu's prégnant, thU
fetus dous feel 'pain.

Re: Denise Burrell's ltter, Nov. 1.
Denise, I arn sorry that 1 misled you somuwhat

by. "unjustly" accusing one of making a feeblu
excuse te slaughter. In that accusation, 1 neglucted
te point out that 1Ivas referring to the reasons givun,
for havinig abortions, by three women at the hearing
of "Doctor" Morgentaler, quoted ln my lutter of
Oct. 18.

1 arn intrigued, theugh, by your statement that
dia woman Whé chooses te have an abortien usuaîly
does se after a lot of seul searching and pain." 1 arn
lntrigued, not by the validity (or invalidity) of th;il
staternent, but by your mention of a woman
duciding to have an abortion going through pain. 1
understood that prorabortionists bulieve that abor-
tiens were te rulieve any pain. But why should they
feel any pain at ail? Is there a fuar in she whô décidus
in favor of abortion, that she rnight be killing a
human being, a pers an? - ontinued'on page 5
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