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Quote of the week:

I don’t know why we are here, but
I'm pretty sure that it is not in order to
enjoy ourselves.”

—Ludwig Wittgenstein
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Neighborhood watch

Recently some residents of Home Park voiced their displea-
sure over what they view as “excessive partying” from their
student neighbors. The Home Park Community Improvement
Association (HPCIA) has reached out to campus officials from
GTSMART and the GTPD to curb the problem. While the
HPCIA feels that the issue should be handled by Tech, the
issue is clearly one that should be addressed by Home Park
residents and the students, not by the Institute.

Instead of complaining to the GTPD, GTSMART or the
Dean of Students office, the HPCIA needs to reach out to
students directly. Much of the problem stems from the fact
that the majority of students who live in Home Park are rent-
ers, and therefore, are only aware of their landlord’s rules and
not their neighbors” wishes. Additionally, students typically
live in the area for only a short amount of time—one or two
years. Non-student residents in Home Park should speak to
the landlords if they have problems with a particular house’s
behavior. Non-student residents should try to welcome new
students when they move in to foster a better sense of community
and prevent misunderstandings before they start.

Academic progress

Tech’sathletic programs have fared well in the NCAA’s new
Academic Progress Rate (APR) report, with 16 out of the 17
Division I athletic teamsscoring above the standard acceptable
score. Baseball scored below the standard due to thelarge number
of juniors who left the team early for the minor leagues, butstill
withinanacceptable range. Although there are no penalties for
poor performance this year, it is encouraging that Tech teams
are already living up to the new standards. Additionally, the
report hasstrengthened Tech’sacademic reputation within the
NCAA community.

While the new system is an improvement over the NCAA’s
old method of determining whether schools are doing their
jobs of educating and retaining scholarship student-athletes,
the NCAA’s methodology in computing the APR still needs
fine-tuning. The APR’s formula penalizes teams that lose stu-
dents to transfers and withdrawals. By penalizing universities
whose athletes choose to begin their professional careers early
or transfer to another college, whether for athletic or personal
reasons, the NCAA is unjustly punishing schools for complying
with players’ wishes. The only factor that should figure in the
APR is whether or notathletes are able to remain academically

eligible to play.
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First amendment needs protection

A couple of weeks ago, I came
acrossastory on www.cnn.com cit-
ing a study of high school students’
beliefs concerning the relevance
of the First Amendment. Given
all of the recent issues regarding
free speech with things like blog-
ging, I was very surprised to see
that over one-third of high school
students polled stated that the First
Amendment guaranteed too many
freedoms.

I just couldn’t believe it. Here
[ am, not three or four years older
than most of the students polled
just hoping that those three or four
years make enough difference to
these students to help them realize
that the First Amendment isn’t “no
big deal,” as the subheading of the
CNN article suggested.

Even more frightening to measa
journalistis thathalfof the scudents
polled believed that the govern-
ment should have to approve news
stories before they are published.
The freedom of the press to publish
without prior restraint is one of
the fundamental facets of the First
Amendment. The executive direc-
tor of the Journalism Education
Association, Linda Putney, offers a
reasonableexplanation. Sheis quoted
in the article as saying, “Schools
don’t do enough to teach the First
Amendment. Students don’t know
the rights it protects.”

Ignorance, however, is never an
excuse. In a time where people are
becoming moreand moreapathetic
towards all things political, legisla-
tion can be passed and policies
can be made right under our noses
withoutourknowledge. While much
of that legislation may not affect us
directly, it often slowly chisels away
our rights.

As more and more of these
students reach voting age, their
apathetic, or at best misinformed,
views will adversely affect our po-
litical system. Sure, many of them
won’t vote and won’t have a direct

“Students in many schools
are unable to fully practice
their basic freedom on a daily

basis.”
Hillary Lipko

Entertainment Editor

impact on who is elected or which
referendaand initiatives are passed,
but even this can hardly be viewed
asa good thing.

Inanannual reporton American
journalism, it was found that the
averageage of someone who regularly
watches cable newsisalmost 57. The
average age for network newsis even
higher: 60. It means that people our
age, the oneswho are supposed to be
able to affect the most change, are
probably not watching the news.

Whetherornotthisisabad thing,
however, isabitambiguous. Televi-
sion news has become notorious for
sensationalism and not telling the
wholestory, so the fact thatyounger
audiencesaren’twatchingicas much
could beinterpreted asagood thing
if they’re getting their news from
someplace else, like magazines,
newspapersor theinternet. However,
the study suggests that people our
age, on thewhole, arentgetting their
news from anywhere.

So what can be done about it?
I wish I had an answer. Of course,
there are tons of suggestions from
just about everyone, but which of
those suggestions might lead to
real results? Could more vigorous
civics and government curriculum
inschoolshelp remedy theignorance
of and apathy toward the First
Amendment and the Bill of Rights
asawhole? Could the integration of
news media in the classroom condi-
tion students to read the news in
the future and make them want to
know what’s going on in the world?
It’s hard to tell.

[t can be inferred from the
study cited in the CNN article that
students who take part in media
activitiessuchas newspaperand TV
production are less likely to be apa-
theticand morelikely to beinformed.
About 90 percent of principals of
the schools included in the study
said that learning some journalism
skills is important for students, but
lack of funding has resulted in a
large number of schools eliminating
student media opportunities.

Thereareso many other possibili-
ties thatitboggles the mind. Students
in many schools are unable to fully
practice their basic freedoms on a
daily basis. How are they supposed
to understand them if they can’t
use them?

What it all boils down to is that
at some point in time, something
wentverywrong with the way young
peopleunderstand the political pro-
cess and become involved in it. It’s
becominglessandlesscommon these
days to hearaboutstudentactivism.
Fight the trend. Scan through the
headline stories on your browser’s
start page, watch the evening news,
tune into a cable news channel for
halfan houror skim throughamajor
newspaper. (The Techniqueisagood
start, but you might want to think
a lictle bigger.)

Attheveryleast,becomeaddicted
to The Daily Show.1t’s funny, alictle
informativeandagood place tostart
if you're really not into the news. In
no time you’ll be wanting to know
more and before you know it, you’ll
be a regular news junkie.
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Library pI‘Q]BCt serves as model for future

“Don’t worry about money.
If you could do anything at all
with this space, what would it
be?” asked the moderator at the
library renovation focus group
[attended earlier this week. I'm
not asked this question, either
by administrators or anyone
else, that often, so it did catch
me off guard, and most likely
some of the other participants
as well. It also inspired me to
write this editorial becausein all
of my four years at Tech, I can’t
ever think of anyone asking me
for my opinion on what average
students need to getoutofaspace
before its completed.

Typically, ’'mused to hearing
aboutabuilding’s plans for con-
struction and how it’s supposed
to benefit the students but never
really having any clue how it’s
going to revolutionize the cam-
pus until it’s completed. Never
mind getting the opportunity to
participateinafocusgroup about
the topic. Or if I do hear about
how great a project is supposed
tobeand exactdetails, it’sfroma
Techniquearticle or newsrelease
about the project.

What'sgreatabout thelibrary
renovations projectis that the Li-
brary Student Advisory Council,
staff from OIT, and the library
and administrators are making
sure to take into consideration
what faculty, staff and students
together want in the project be-
fore making any final decisions
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“Before any new buildings
begin construction, the
planners should follow
the library’s example.”

Kimberly Rieck
Opinions Editor

about what exactly they will do
with the space. The renovations
are being tailored to the feed-
back the planning committee
has received. Current plans for
the space include building a
café and better areas for group
study, all of which were detailed
in the Feb. 11 Technique article
“Library plans for upgrade.”
Additionally, nothing has been
made final undil the planning
committee has a chance to hear
the perspectives and opinions
from everyone affected by the
project. Before any more new
buildings begin construction,
the planners should follow the
library’s example.
While’'msure thelibrary may
notbe the only entity on campus
toactively seek outstudentinput,
and that there were probably
dozens of focus groups about
the Student Center Commons
projectand Technology Square,
all of those took place before my
time at Tech. Same goes for the
CampusRecreation Centerreno-
vations project. Although I'm a
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A cultural experience

Whatbetter way to celebrate
our diverse international popu-
lation than to offer students a
chanceto try foodsfromavariety
of ethnic groups? This year’s
Culturefest was a huge success
and gaveeveryoneachanceto try
anything from curry to Iranian
rice pudding for only $4. It was
the perfect way to picnic at Yel-
low Jacket Park on a clear day,
and the music selection wasn’t

bad either.
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Burdell’s film fest

The George P. Burdell Film
Festival at the Student Center is
givingstudentsafrecopportunity
to check out great international
films. Tonightisyourlastchance
to check it out; 7he Motorcycle
Diariesis playing. Rememberit’s
the film that had the song that
Antonio Banderasso should not
have sung at the Oscars.

Squirrelinvasion

It’s been a running joke at
Tech for years, but seriously a
squirrel haslaunchedanattackon
Fourth Street Apartments. The
rodentactually chewed through
one of the building’s dry wall in
search of food. To combat the
four-legged terrors, Housing
has launched an offensive and
instituted anti-squirrel attack
measures that include making
preventivescreens forall potential
rodent entrances.

Stingstock?

We have nothing against
Sting Break , but we don’t like
the name “Stingstock.” We can
only hope the name was just a
sad joke for the chalkings. If it
wasn’t, then here’s a suggestion:
Woodstock is over, and un-
less the resurrected Creedance
Clearwater Revival are playing
this year—get a new name.

fourth-year, ’'m not that old.

Now if I was curious about
what students and faculty
thoughtabout puttinginawater
slide and if it was their main
concernat the time, Iwould have
nowhere to turn to find out this
information. AllIcould find was
pictures of the construction that
took place for the CRC. The rea-
sonisthat currently there existsa
lack of historical records for these
projects’ planning phases.

That’s right, if you wanted to
know what the student opinion
of the time was about the project
and how their opinions were
taken into consideration before
the project was implemented,
you would have no Institute
resource.

While the minutes of the Stu-
dent Government Association’s
committees and the Institute
wide committees that play arole
in these key planning decisions
are publicized, online records at
SGA’s website only exist for this
current year. There’s nowhere
to go to find out whatlast year’s

committees worked on.

Although these records may
seem unimportant to the aver-
age person, the work of past
committeesand advisoryboards
affectstudents’ quality of lifeand
administration policies foryears.
Given the amount of time and
efforcthathas gone into making
sureinputfromall over campusis
taken into consideration for the
Library project, why not make
the project even more of amodel
by listing online the results of
the planning period, along with
thespecificsabout construction?
This way if anew or old student
had a question about why the
Library renovations were donea
particular way, they could have
an online record to turn to.

I realize that any student
that’s on an advisory council or
committee probably has more on
their plate than they can handle,
but if a simple online database
that was easily accessible and
maintainable wasstarted now, it
wouldn’tbe thathard to continue
the effort.

I've seen many great strides
over my time at Tech to make
everything on-campus more
student-friendly. Now is the
time to document the efforts the
Instituteis making toaccomplish
this goal. The time has come for
theonesinpowerand makingkey
decisionstostartkeeping records
for thebenefitof future members
of the Tech community.

YOUR VIEWS LETTERS TO THE EDITOR
Display’s message clear

Last week’s Technique fea-
tured an editorial titled “Student
Center display prompts new
debate.”

Apparently, thewriter found
the College Republicans display

collection of quotes, photosand
statistics from both the right
and the left which were mainly
taken from left-leaning research
institutes. If the writer was of-
fended by the ridiculous behavior

on feminism and disturb-
“unclear” . ing statistics
which we “If the writer was — wkich were
find hard to Offended by the put on dis-
understand. . . play in the
Any free-  Fidiculous behavior Student
thinking and disturb]‘ng Center,
individual . we certainly
could have  Statistics, we join in her
easily deter- i 01N i disgust.
castly deter cgrtamlx join in her B
the display dngUSt- lege Repub-
was one licans are of
that con- the opinion

trasted the radical leftists
of the modern-day feminist
movement with leading female
figures of the conservative move-
ment. Itasked viewers to decide:
“Who Represents You?”

The “propaganda” referred
to in the editorial was simply a

that today’s radical feminist
movement, which in essence the
Vagina Monologues represents,
is damaging to the progress
and the reputation of modern
women. In particular, we find

See Display, page 8
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BUZZ

Around the Campus
How did you celebrate
last Friday’s Drop Day?

Andrew Fraser
ME Freshman

“I sat at my computer and
did ‘Mastering Physics.””

Ndidi Ogbechie |
EE Third-year

“l already dropped my class
before drop day.”

Jesica Lwis
PSYC Third-year

“Nothing, but I'm glad it was
moved back.”

David Hubbard
IE Third-year

“I rejoiced in the fact that I
didn’t need to drop a class.”

Photos by Andrew Saulters
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BLINDED BY SCIENCE

Intelligent de51gn debate not for public schools

In recent months, I've noticed
several stories in the news about
the resurgence of the evolution
versus creationism debate or, more
specifically, what should be taught
in American schools.

The fact that a real debate, one
that started near the beginning of
the last century, is still even being
considered today is alarming.

What is perhaps even more
worrisome about the debate is that
evolution hasanew, more seemingly
scientific (according to its supporters)
opponent: intelligent design.

Now, I'm not trying to dispute
anyone’s religious views or their right
to hold them.

What I do dispute is their at-
tempt to foist those religious views
onto others.

AsaChristian, I personally don’t
think that the ideas of creation
and evolution have to be mutually
exclusive, but I firmly believe that
creation has no place being taught
in the science classes of America’s
public schools.

I believe this for two reasons:

1. I don’t think that ideas of a
religious nature have any place being
taught in secular public schools.

2. The teaching of an idea such
as intelligent design that has no
real basis in science is dangerous
to the future of science education
in America.

The average American’s knowl-
edge of scienceisalready disturbingly
limited, and as a society, we really
need to work to improve science

“We really need to work to
improve science education in
this country, not undermine

.it ”

Andrea Thompson
Columnist

education in this country, not un-
dermine it.

I’'m sure most peopleare familiar
with the gist of this debate, butwith
theadventofthe “intelligent design”
proposal, a few things are worth
pointing out.

An excellent article in Scientific
American by John Rennie, entitled
“15 Answers to Creationist Non-
sense,” clearly explains the charges
that intelligent design proponents
make against evolution and exactly
why they are bogus.

Many proponents of the intelli-
gentdesign concepteither misunder-
stand or willfully misrepresent basic
tenets of evolutionary theory.

Forexample, many fundamental-
istsbecome outraged at the supposed
suggestion that humans descended
from monkeys.

In fact, evolution simply states
that humans and monkeys have a
common ancestor.

Fundamentalists have framed
the debate so thatitseemsas though
scientists are attacking religion. In
fact, wearesimply trying to preserve
the integrity of scientific investiga-

tions and teaching.

Supporters of the intelligent
design philosophy say that they can
debunk the theoryofevolution based
on the principles of science.

For example, they claim that
because it is the “theory of evolu-
tion,” its certainty should be called
into question.

Thisisanother misunderstanding
orwillful misinterpretation of what
a “theory” is in science.

There have been no truesscientific
studies calling into the question the
veracity of evolution.

Certainly there is much debate
within the scientific community as
to particulars about evolution for
certain species and what particular
processes occur, but these debates
in no way detract from the fact that
all the evidence points to the truth
of evolution.

But the debate is nolongerabout
whether or not to ban the teaching
of evolution from schools, itisabout
whether or not “other options” such
as intelligent design should also be
taught and given equal weight and
emphasis in the classroom.

Includmg intelligent design in
a science curriculum would com-
pletely undermine the teaching of
what science actually is. The truth
of the matter is that the intelligent
designargumentdoesnthold water,
scientifically speaking.

Intelligentdesign isafundamen-
tally un-testable idea that employs
convenienthand-waving where gaps
in our knowledge occur, instead
of using scientific investigation to
search for an explanation.

One of the main reasons I am
bringing this whole discussion up
is the danger this debate poses for
a school like Georgia Tech, whose
students are among the best and
brightest in engineering and sci-
ence.

For students to study science in
college, aworking knowledge of the
scientific method and what is and
what is not considered true science
is critical.

Ifstudents were taughtintelligent
design, itwould give them a skewed
perception of what exactly science
is and put them at a disadvantage
in college.

Scientists will generallyacknowl-
edgewhen somethinginscienceisnot
well understood, when something
needs to beinvestigated further. The
larger idea of evolution does not fall
into this category.

Science is, ideally, about the
pursuit of knowledge and truth,
and including an idea that doesn’t
hold to the rulesand rigors of science
undermines that pursuit.

Display from page 7
it quite perplexing that the Vagina
Monologues is a “play” thatalmost
exclusively highlights the sexual
exploits of women.

Ifthe purported goal of the radical
feminist movementisindeed to keep
women from being viewed strictly
as sexual objects, we must question
why they supporta play that focuses
on vulgar descriptions of women’s
sexual behavior.

We feel as though the Vagina
Monologues neither help “liberate”
nor “empower” women; nor do we
believe its message represents the
majority of women on this campus
or in this state.

The College Republi-
cans believe that the best way
to advance the cause of women in
this nation is to demand that they be
treated with respect and honored
as equals, and not as women who
have finally come to terms with
their sexuality.

The College Republicans believe
thatthe modern-dayliberal feminist
movement is heading in the wrong
direction.

We simply seek to expose its
destructive consequences, while
also promoting constructive alter-
natives

While I respect the editor’s com-
ments, lasawomanandaconservative
feminist, have theright, alongwith my
organization, to provide the student
bodywithadiffering opinionon how
the term ‘feminism’ is defined.

Jessica Smith
gtg248h@mail.gatech.edu




