
Forest hoodie, jeans and Air Force 
Ones towered over him in his knit 
Demon Deacon sweater and black 
and gold plaid pants. For me, it was 
so significant to share that moment 
with him, celebrating “our school,” 
when that was probably the only 
thing linking us.

It was after this experience that 
I really felt a need to express this 
is indeed my university too. At a 
school so built on tradition and 
heritage, it makes it difficult for 
black students to feel a sense of 
ownership. We were not a part 
of the majority of Wake Forest’s 
history. 

I am not a legacy, I am not 
Baptist, I am not white and my 
family does not give money to the 
university (outside of my tuition). 

The roles of black students at 
Wake Forest are just as important 
as the roles of white students. 
Gospel Choir is as representative 
of Wake Forest as Concert Choir; 
Delta Sigma Theta as much as 
Kappa Delta. 

I belong at this university just 
as much as anyone else does, and 
I am darn proud to be a Demon 
Deacon. 

Alex Reyes is a sophomore political 
science major.

Many people wouldn’t even recognize 
the name Shawn Fanning if it were 
thrown into a conversation, but what 

his upstart file sharing service spurred is not 
soon to be forgotten. That service was called 
Napster, and its earth-quaking effects on the 

School spirit rooted in belonging
Campus issues with 
race can be traced 
back to ownership.

Oh no, another “race” 
editorial. Quick, turn the 
page!

You’re probably tired of all this 
“race stuff” on campus, right? 
I mean, there should be plenty 
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A S S I S T A N T  N E W S  E D I T O R

of other issues to discuss at a 
university that aims to maintain an 
active role in the cultivation of the 
life of the mind.

I ask only one question … don’t 
black students get tired of talking 
about race, too?

My answer is a whole-hearted 
YES! But after co-authoring the 
three-week series in the Old Gold 
and Black, “Reflecting on Race,” I 
had some reflecting of my own to 
do.

I noticed a common thread that 

ran through my research and 
responses from interviews for the 
series: ownership. 

It is my belief that black students 
do not feel as strong of a sense 
of ownership of this university as 
white students. Three personal 
experiences have caused me to 
consider this. 

First, a friendly professor from 
Guilford College who saw me 
studying in Border’s asked if I went 
to Winston-Salem State University. 

Second, a black couple I saw 
at Lowe’s who appeared to be in 
their sixties, decked out in Demon 
Deacon gear. 

Third, an elderly white man 
at the basketball game against 
Duke shook my hand and said 
how proud we should be of “our 
school.” 

The first scenario might 
negatively portray an issue brought 
up in a section of the series called 
“WSSU v. Wake,” but that’s a 
separate discussion. Irregardless of 
the qualifications of both schools, 
I admit that I was offended by the 
professor’s assumption. Had this 
been the first time someone asked 
me if I went to WSSU, I don’t 
think I would have felt that way.

 However the most frequent 
guesses I get as to my educational 

status are a student from WSSU, 
an athlete from Wake Forest, or a 
student from N.C. School of the 
Arts (because I look “artsy.” Right.). 
Why can’t I be a normal Wake 
student?

I did a double-take when I looked 
down the aisle at Lowe’s and saw 
the black couple in all their Wake 
Forest apparel. 

Why? My first inclination was 
because I know the university didn’t 
admit black students before 1962.  
It was simply unusual for me to see 
African Americans of their age with 
that much Demon Deacon spirit. 

At the basketball game, I smiled 
and returned the man’s exuberant 
handshake, but his comment struck 
me. “Our school.” Of course it’s 
“our school” – he graduated from 
here, I go here, what’s the problem? 

From a purely superficial 
standpoint, this man and I had 
nothing in common. I, in my Wake 

At a school so built on traditioand 
heritage, it makes it difficult for 
black students to feel a sense of 

ownership. We were not a part of 
the majority of Wake Forest’s

history.

Sensitivity demands constant attention
Controversy can flare 
up over innocent, ill-
conceived remarks.

As a proud white student 
here on campus, I resent all 
the fuss made about racial 

issues. I don’t think we have the 
problem with segregation that Alex 
Reyes and Jessica Pritchard seem 

Kristin Karnap
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to think. After all, “We have to deal 
with (black) students on a daily 
basis—there’s no getting around 
that.”

Okay, veto all that before 
someone labels me a racist. I 
personally think that Reyes’ and 
Prichard’s article was an excellent 
look into a topic that does need 
to be explored more fully on this 
campus. But what I wanted to point 
out by sounding racist is that junior 
Tiffany Callaway’s statement of 
the importance of black sororities 
borders on offensive. When she is 

quoted as saying “I don’t feel that 
it’s at all segregating because we 
have to deal with white students 
on a daily basis – there’s no getting 
around that,” it implies that she 
resents interactions with white 
students and would, in fact, try 
anything to get around “dealing 
with them.” 

If a white person made this 
statement about black people on 
campus, I’d imagine she’d be in 
for some backlash, and with good 
reason, don’t you think? Look at 
how it sounded when I repeated 
the quote as a “proud white 
person.”

I happen to know Tiffany and 
have a lot of respect for her. To 
me, she was never the one to treat 
a white student as if she were only 
“dealing with them,” in fact, she 
regularly went out of her way to 
help me. So I chalk her quote up 
to something that just came out 
sounding a little differently than it 
was meant to. It’s a mistake all of 
us make at some point. No hard 
feelings here. 

But we should all just learn a 
lesson from this. In the era of the 
Howler article and the “Dr.Tom” 
controversy, we all need to think 
a little about how important 
our simple language can be 
in perpetuating stereotypes or 

reinforcing controversy. If you 
don’t mean to offend students, 
especially when discussing racial 
issues, I would strive to err on 
the side of sensitivity, which does 
require some understanding of the 
resentments of the “other” sides. 

 The article pointed out a few 
factors on campus that some Wake 
Forest minority students resent; 
lack of representation in the faculty 
ranks, criticism from WSSU 
students, or misunderstanding by 
of a sorority tradition by other 
students. 

I don’t know what sort of issues 
cause resentment in white students 
on this campus, and I certainly 
can’t claim to represent all (or even 
very many) whites. But I’ll tell you 
what seems  to be rising based on 
the media, whether it’s last year’s 
attacks on affirmative action or a 

recent whites-only scholarship in 
the news. Some people seem to be 
wary of a “double standard,” which 
is exactly what I felt was operating 
in the quote I mentioned earlier 
(and probably why it struck me as 
offensive). 

 If I would be labeled as 
something horrible (racist, bigot, 
etc.) for saying those words in the 
paper with regards to black people, 
why should I just have to swallow 
the insult as a white person? It 
doesn’t seem fair, so I figured I’d 
just go and say that in the OGB. 

So there, I’ve said my piece. I 
personally am looking forward to 
the third article in the insightful 
series that prompted it, and I am 
hopeful for the future of “race 
relations” on this campus. 

If this issue interests you, I would 
encourage everyone to attend 
the theme-year events dealing 
with minority and racial issues 
on campus. You might just learn 
something. You might get to say 
something that’s important to you.

But please, if you do go to a 
forum and get the chance to speak, 
think carefully about what your 
words might convey before you 
speak them.

Kristin Karnap is a senior biology 
major.

In the era of the Howler article 
and the “Dr.Tom” controversy, we 
all need to think a little about how 

important our simple language 
can be in perpetuating 

stereotypes or reinforcing 
controversy.
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music industry just barely outweigh the ethical 
questions it continues to raise to this day, 
especially among college students who make 
up the majority of the illegal downloading 
community.  

Fanning, and his now notorious creation 
Napster, shocked the world starting in June 
of 1999 when the idea of file-sharing began 
to sweep the nation.  The idea sounded noble 
enough; you have what I want, and I have 
what you want, so let’s set up a network and 
trade freely within it.  The concept quickly 
became widely accepted, especially among 
college students. The music was quality, it was 
fast and it was free.

By May 2000, only a year after its 
introduction, about 73 percent of college 
students were using Napster, according to an 
April 6, 2003 Los Angeles Times article about 
the Napster case. When three out of every 
four of one’s peers are doing something, as in 
this case, it is hard to resist, let alone find what 
they’re doing to be an ethical dilemma. 

It did not take the music industry long to go 
right for Napster’s jugular, and soon it was put 
out of business and slammed with copyright 
infringement suits. 

 Litigation followed, and Supreme 
Court rulings have set a precedent for the 
punishment of what has been ruled copyright 
infringement. These sanctions have even 
touched our own campus on a number of 
occasions. More each day are heavily fined 
in order to combat this “cyber trend” which 
Fanning made the guilty pleasure of the nation 
at the turn of the century. 

The fact of the matter is, though, that file-
sharing is not declining and does not seem to 
be heading towards extinction anytime in the 
near future. Yes, many may call it unethical 
and copyright infringement. Others may say it 
should be considered just as serious as stealing 
from a store. And still others maintain that it is 
cheating the artist out of making a living. 

There is no doubt that file-sharing loses 
money for all involved in making music. 
Further, there is no doubt that music 
companies will go to great lengths and greater 
expenses to stop free music downloading, 
which may very well disappear one day. 

But until then, maybe the reason people still 
continue to take the risk is not only for the 
pleasure of a song or a play-list, but for a little 
more. Just as many of their parents, teachers, 
aunts and uncles trespassed and broke down 
the gates of Max Yasgur’s Farm in 1969 and 
crowded the space of paying ticket holders 
in order to experience the best music of their 
lifetime for free, fearless of consequence, 
maybe some people today, either consciously 
or unconsciously, flood these file-sharing 
services to play their own little part in music’s 
civilly-disobedient history.

Daniel Connors is a sophomore.

File sharing 
remains 

prominent
Regardless of legality, music 
swapping represents a  
revolution.

Responsibility divides the liberal and conservative
The difference between 
liberals and libertarians 
explained at last.

As a libertarian, I find that 
while I can often have 
stimulating discussions with 

my conservative colleagues, I am 
unable to engage in any sort of 
constructive debate with a liberal. 

This observation puzzled me until I 
eventually figured out the reason. 

Libertarians and liberals start from 
basic premises that are diametrically 
opposed. In general, libertarians 

believe that people move the world, 
whereas liberals believe that the world 
moves people. To a libertarian, a man 
is responsible for his actions and for 
determining the course of his life. To 
the liberal, a man is but a leaf tossed 
about by the winds of chance. 

Thus, a liberal believes everything 
that happens in a person’s life is due to 
luck. Are you successful? You’re lucky. 
Are you begging on the street? You’re 
unlucky. And the lucky should be 
forced to help the unlucky.  

If we cannot come to an agreement 
on the basic question “Is a man 
responsible for his actions?” then we 
will never be able to agree on any 
other issue. However, I believe I am 
right, and I think the liberal student 
ought to know that I am right too. 
How can anyone who has worked hard 
enough to get into Wake Forest believe 
that a person’s life is ruled mostly by 
luck? 

To back up my position, I offer the 
example of two people, one whom a 
liberal would call “privileged” and the 

other “unfortunate.” In high school, I 
had a friend who was equal with me 
intellectually. He scored very high 
on the SAT and would write brilliant 
essays. Today, I am a junior at Wake 
Forest with a bright career ahead of 
me, and he is a pot smoker. Sure he 
might work at a pizzeria, but his career 
is one of a pot smoker. His ambition 
is to smoke more pot than anyone 
else that has ever lived. He’s been 
arrested twice. My friend is the kind 
of “unlucky” person that democrats 
will help out by taxing the earnings of 

a “lucky” person like me. But is the 
difference between us really due to 
luck? Or is it due to choice and effort?

I am also sick and tired of liberals 
telling me that I don’t know how 
lucky I am to grow up in a decent 
home, when a lot of other people do 
not have that “privilege.” My father 
is a self-taught mechanic; he has fixed 
machines all his life. Everyday he gets 
up at 5 a.m. and works 65 hours a 
week in order to provide a decent life 
for his family. 

Once he broke his hand, something 
that is indispensable in his profession. 
Where most men would have given up 
and stayed home for weeks, he went 
to work and duct-taped the tools he 
needed to his cast. Is my decent home 
life really the result of “luck,” or of 
grit and determination? Is my father 
“privileged,” or has he earned every 
dollar he made? 

The evidence life offers us says that 
man is not a helpless babe in the 
woods. Rather he is a creator and the 
master of his destiny. While other 

Jacob 
Lyles

O L D  G O L D  A N D  B L A C K   

C O L U M N I S T

factors affect us, each person’s will 
is the prime factor determining his 
life. Sure, some people might have to 
work harder than others, but obstacles 
can be overcome, and goals can be 
reached, even by people like my father 
who was born in abject poverty. 

If everyone took responsibility for 
their actions, I believe we would have a 
more just and prosperous society. 

We would cast off the liberal model 
of man as a crying baby, just a bundle 
of needs to be filled, and replace him 
with the glorious image of the creature 
that raised up the modern world 
in all its splendor.  And liberal and 
libertarian students would no longer 
be separated by an unbridgeable 
intellectual divide. 

The world around us tells us that 
we are completely responsible for our 
actions and mostly responsible for our 
own lives. And that is something I 
think we can all agree on. 

Jacob Lyles is a junior economics and 
mathematics major.

If we cannot come to an agreement on 
the basic question “Is a man 

responsible for his actions?” then we 
will never be able to agree on any 

other issue. However, I believe I am 
right, and I think the liberal student 
ought to know that I am right too.


