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Snow day not a holiday for all

While students frolic and play
their snow days away, university
staff gets the big shaft.

couple Sundays ago, upon checking

our e-mail in a bi-hourly, Wake Forest

fashion, students came upon the following
Wake Forest News Service announcement in
their inboxes: “The Reynolda Campus of Wake
Forest University will be closed for faculty, staff
and students on Monday, February 17.” Let me
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restate in student terminology: “Get out of jail
free card. Procrastinate. You can delete that half-
written request for a paper extension, you’re not
going to fail your test tomorrow and you get until
Wednesday to finish your work for tomorrow.
Carpe Diem, happy Saturday again.” I bet many
of us even remember where we were when we
became aware of our scholastic calendar’s new
status.

I, for one, was in Benson studying when a
friend of mine called to inform me that “school”
was cancelled and festivities would be starting
within the hour. Such euphoria was surely felt
across campus, as well as amongst the greater
Winston-Salem community, as not only would
professors be the joyful recipients of a day off,
but in keeping with the News Service e-mail, so
also would be all staff. Judging from the e-mail,
all obligations tied to the university were to be
dismissed for one whole day.

Thus, I can safely posit that everyone’s natural
reaction was to invite the entire library staff,
especially George T. McBride, to Burke Street for
a round of shots. That is, until we scrolled down
and read this: “Reynolds Library will be open
Monday from 11 a.m. until 7 p.m.” “Okay,” our
thoughts furthered, “so we’ll have to count them
out of the festivities since they have to work, but
at least the Benson and Pit employees can join us,
and they’re much more fun anyway.” But then
everyone realized they’d probably have to work
too. A correct assumption, my peers.

However, all of the preceding staff could have
joined the celebration had they so desired. Work
schedules were delayed so as to ensure the safety
of our dear “staff” during their travels to work on
Feb. 17, leaving them plenty of spare time the
next morning to recover from any severe forms of
dehydration. This realization led to a sigh of relief
as each of us envisioned a huge Wake Forest
anarchy pre-party in my room for all employed
by our university. So, for all of you who went
ahead with such merrymaking, tell me this: was
anyone who is seen daily cleaning your dorm
- in fact, was anyone employed in any domain of
facilities management — at your party that Sunday
night? Because they certainly weren’t at mine.

So, for all of you who went ahead with such
merrymaking, tell me this: was anyone who is seen
daily cleaning your dorm - in fact, was anyone
employed in any domain of facilities
management — at your party that Sunday night?
Because they certainly weren't at mine.

Was it because Facilities Management employees
don’t know the true meaning behind “Deacon
Throwdown?”

Not at all - the answer lies in the fact that all
those employed by Facilities Management who
conform to a workday beginning at 6 a.m. were
required to maintain such a schedule on Monday,
regardless of the conditions awaiting them on the
ice- and snow-covered roads. There would be no
celebrating for them, as their alarm clocks would
remain readied for a 5 a.m. wake up call only to
face death on ice, and not the Sigma Pi kind.

Assuming that one must be semi-intelligent
to be a student at Wake Forest, I feel no need
to spell out the contradictions our university
indirectly expressed this past Monday. I need not
insinuate that, perhaps, those who work daily to
render unto us a comfortable living environment
are considered by the Wake Forest bureaucracy
to be undeserving of the common courtesy
allotted to most employees on days after winter
storms. There is also no need to point out that the
word “staff” inherently encompasses all those who
receive a paycheck with our university logo on it,
and therefore closing the campus for “all staff,”
yet requiring Facilities Management employees to
come in at 6 a.m., is somewhat inconsistent.

The purpose here is also not to lay blame on
“Wake Forest” for labeling certain employees
expendable enough to take a risk that is not
required of others, as I have no idea who is
directly responsible for making such decisions.
Perhaps, though, this article might serve as a
mode of change. The course of history might be
altered if, perchance, all students were to jointly
proclaim willingness to live without paper towels
for one more day, or forgo another day of clean
bathroom floors, which we ourselves dirtied. Or if
the head of Facilities Management were informed
that we, the student body, are apt to deal with
unsalted sidewalks when taking our usual 6:30
a.m. power walks the day after blizzards; then
maybe the next time it snows and hails for 24
straight hours, Facilities Management employees
could rest at home with their families until the
roads are suitably cleared for them to safely drive
to work.

If this is impossible, however, I merely conclude
by asking students to take a second this week to
thank any Facilities Management employees with
high fives, and maybe even some Valentine’s Day
candy currently marked down 50 percent at all
local grocery stores. In protest, or in thanks, let’s
paint this campus red, folks. Here’s a call to fill
all F.M. employees’ hearts with thanks and their
tummies with hearts.

Alison Abrahamsen is a senior French major.

Support for America crucial

Pro-America rally
supports troops, not
necessarily war.

Jamie Kidd wrote in her

column (“Anti-war is not
anti-American,” Feb. 20)
that she felt targeted by the
Rally for America Feb. 15.
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Just as Ms. Kidd has been
“racking her brain” trying to
figure out what inspired the
Feb. 15 event, I too have been
wondering why exactly she
had a problem with it.

If Ms. Kidd really believes
that the cause of the Rally for
America, or the “farce” as it is
referred to, was to “chastise”
her and “others who have
dared to suggest that Bush’s
foreign policy might just be
wrong,” she should seriously
reconsider her argument.

The last time I checked,
the College Republicans and
other conservative groups
don’t sit around scheming
about how to “chastise”
anti-war and anti-American
groups. I know that this fact
drives all those anti-war, anti-
American people crazy — but
in reality, conservatives are
simply representing the true
nucleus of American political
thought — the very principles
that this country was founded
upon.

First and foremost, the Rally
for America was not a pro-
war rally. Those in attendance
clearly understood this fact,
as well as others who actually
read the flyer. The Rally for
America was a declaration of
support for those who work to
make the United States what it
is: a model of freedom, liberty
and justice. Just as Ms. Kidd
raises the question “Why is
being aware and interested
in world affairs unpatriotic?”

I ask why would Ms. Kidd

so vehemently defend the
anti-war rallies against being
called anti-American and at
the same time be so offended
by a Rally for America? She
acts like it’s a “vast right-wing
conspiracy,” trying to trick
people into being patriotic.

I' also ask: since when does

It's been a year since we began
talking about this war, which
to date, has still yet to occur.

An “immediate defensive
response” would signal some
unwarranted, unreasonable
military strike — similar to what
we saw in 1998 when former
President Clinton ordered air
strikes on Iraq amidst ever-
increasing personal scandals.

declaring support for one’s
country automatically signify
support for a supposed
“thoughtless” conflict, one
that’s “an immediate defensive
response?”

It’s been a year since we
began talking about this war,
which to date has still yet
to occur. An “immediate
defensive response” would
signal some unwarranted,
unreasonable military strike
— similar to what we saw in
1998 when former President
Clinton ordered air strikes on
Iraq amidst ever-increasing
personal scandals and grand
jury testimony.

We have played this
disarmament game with
Saddam Hussein for 12 years,
in 1998 seeing the highest
level of military aggression
since 1991.

On Dec. 19, 1998, Clinton
declared, “Earlier today, I
ordered America’s armed
forces to strike military and
security targets in Iraq ...
Their mission is to attack
Iraq’s nuclear, chemical and
biological weapons programs
and its military capacity to
threaten its neighbors ...
Saddam Hussein must not
be allowed to threaten his
neighbors or the world with
nuclear arms, poison gas or
biological weapons.”

So I'say it again: to say we
are rushing to war is ludicrous.
Secondly, Ms. Kidd fails to

show that she understands

the primary function of

this country is to promote
peace. I know it’s hard to
convince those who are
against everything our current
administration stands for,

but look at the facts. This
country has attempted to
work with the international
community on the issue of
Iraq, and has been met with
little but misplaced opposition
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in Germany and France. One
should question the motives of
countries like France since its
president, Jacques Chirac, has
had a personal relationship
with Saddam Hussein since
1975.

If these facts still don’t
convince, read. Read
speeches, documents and
remarks released by this
country’s administration. I'm
not talking about The New York
Times or The Washington Post
— read what is directly being
said by our leaders. President
Bush said, “Military action
is this nation’s last option.
And let me tell you what is
not an option: Trusting in the
sanity and restraint of Saddam
Hussein ... leaving the lives
and security of the American
people at the mercy of this
dictator and his weapons of
mass destruction is not an
option.”

And here’s another one;
“Our goal is peace. And
achieving peace requires
resolve and action by free
nations,” again said by
President Bush. Can the
message be put any more
plainly?

Ms. Kidd also asserts that we
need Europe’s cooperation to
“redevelop” Iraq if military
action is deemed necessary.
Unless France, Germany
and Russia consist of the
entire makeup of Europe,

Ms. Kidd’s argument that the
entirety of Europe is against
the United States’ stance is
misplaced. Italy, Spain, the
United Kingdom — not to
mention 13 other European
nations — have joined the
cause to rid the world of
Hussein’s actions against the
international community and
his own people. And don’t
forget Australia, China, Oman,
Qatar and Saudi Arabia, more
countries who support this
cause.

I hope that those in the
future who argue against
current U.S. foreign policy
would attempt to get the facts
straight before calling this
country’s approach “focused
on destruction, absolutism and
short-term economic gains.”
Our focus will always be
peace, and it’s disheartening to
learn of the ignorance of those
who think otherwise. We are
not rushing to war; rather, we
are rushing towards peace.

Scott Hurff is a freshman.

Conservatives find cause célebre in admissions case

Lawsuit against university
ignores facts, slows Civil
Rights progress.

do not envy administrators at
Ithe University of Michigan.

Caught between the proverbial
rock of diversity and the hard place
of unbiased admission decisions,
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they decided to award minority
students 20 points on their 150-point
admission scale. As a reward for their
efforts to follow federal affirmative

action guidelines and encourage a
multicultural learning environment,
they are now being sued for reverse
discrimination by three white
Michigan residents rejected from the
university. The Bush administration
has filed a brief supporting the suit
against the Ann Arbor campus,
alleging that their methods are
unconstitutional.

The facts of the case are somewhat
shaky and not entirely flattering. For
example, Jennifer Gratz, one of the
plaintiffs, said in an interview with
the New York Times that she knew
“immediately” she had been rejected
solely on the basis of race. In fact, her
83 percent ACT score of about a 25
(approximately a 1230 on the SAT) is
just below Michigan’s average scores.
Though Michigan was not completely
beyond Gratz’s reach, being rejected
from a university whose average
test scores are above yours is hardly
grounds for a lawsuit, unless you are
egotistical enough to assume that no

This lawsuit is not primarily about the
facts. From the beginning, this case was
designed to be the conservatives’
contribution to the ongoing national
struggle to work out the subtle
intricacies of living together in
multicultural America.

minority could have scored higher
then you.

However, this lawsuit is not primarily
about the facts. From the beginning,
this case was designed to be the
conservatives’ contribution to the
ongoing national struggle to work out
the subtle intricacies of living together
in multicultural America. Ironically,
the normally tort reform-happy GOP
courted this case, looking for willing
bait for years before finding their
current plaintiffs. Their argument
is dangerously seductive in its basic

appeal to a playground sense of
fairness. Like in the case of majority-
minority districts, they are trying

to take the high road, claiming that
they are not in fact the ones who are
racist — they just want a fair shot for
everybody.

On the surface, I agree completely.
It would be far better to avoid the taint
associated with such overt preference
programs, and, in reality, many of
them probably are unconstitutional.
Affirmative action was meant to be
temporary. The idea was to give
minorities and women the chance to
catch up in the areas were they were
lagging. Ideally, the program would
be naturally phased out. Though
there is evidence that this is gradually
occurring, we are not there yet. We still
desperately need to focus on primary
and secondary education with the goal
of raising minority and underprivileged
achievement.

However, the conservative track
record on education and other

issues speaks eloquently about their
commitment to the ideal of truly equal
opportunity. Though the Republicans
have twisted the rhetoric of equality to
suit their purposes, their real intentions
in the Michigan suit are very clear.
This is the party of Trent Lott and
Strom Thurmond. The sentiments that
led the National Review to proclaim in
1957 that, “the white community is
entitled to take such measures as are
necessary to prevail because it is the
advanced race” may no longer be as
apparent, but they are still alive and
well.

Whatever the Supreme Court’s
judgment is, this case will not settle the
issue. Our parents leapt the hurdles of
integration and the first Civil Rights
movement. It will be the work of our
generation to continue the slow process
of working out the subtle kinks of our
multicultural society.

Jamie Kidd is a senior political science
major.



