






L
ook, let’s be honest. The 
Senate elections are a 
farce. How could they 
be described as anything 

but a farce, if  year after year, elec-
tions in most of  the University’s 
schools are either uncompetitive 
or uncontested? How can the orga-
nization purport to be the voice of  
the student body if  anyone can just 
sign up to be put on the ballot and 
win? Before another senator goes 
off  trying to save the world with 
some resolution, we really should 
focus on fixing the body itself.

The easiest and most logical 
way to fix uncompetitive elections 
is to reduce the number of  seats. 
There’s a good reason why this 
simple solution has been offered 
by every vice president of  admin-
istration since anyone on campus 
can remember: It’s the natural 
solution. Mind you, this would not 
entail rounding up the body and 
booting individual senators off  
the island. While that approach 
would make for considerable 
(free) entertainment, the actual 
implementation would be far less 
dramatic. The number of  seats up 
for reelection would just gradually 
dwindle.

And there’s an easy way to 
determine the extent to which 
Senate should slim down. Why 
not equalize the body with 
Treasury? The latter has one 
representative for every 325 
students—bringing Senate to the 
same standard would result in six 
fewer seats. The College of  Arts 
& Sciences gives up four, and the 
engineering and business schools 
lose one each.

Now, say you’re a BSBA and, 
out of  concern for your school, 
your gut reaction is to reject this 
proposal. I ask you to articulate 
your qualms. Are you afraid that 
issues pertinent to your school 
are less likely to be brought up? 
What if  I told you that one of  
your school’s seats is perennially 
empty anyway? Besides, Senate 
rarely arbitrates on school-specific 
issues. As tempting as it is to 
categorize students by the school 
that’s giving them their diplomas, 
the reality is far more compli-
cated. An economics & strategy 
and political science double 
major is very similar to a political 
science and economics double 
major. Moreover, participation in 

extracurricular activities tells you 
far more about a particular student 
than does membership in a par-
ticular school. Two members of  
an a cappella group or sports team 
are far more likely to share some-
thing in common than two BSBAs. 
Ultimately, any possible ills that 
result from removing one business 
seat are severely outweighed by the 
fact that the people who remain 
are far more likely to be elected in 
a competitive election and thereby 
represent the true wishes of  the 
student body.

But perhaps you’re one of  the 
few who question the very premise 
of  Senate. In the past, I have been 
angrily rebuked just for stating my 
affiliation with the body—trust 
me, I’ve heard it all, and usually 
from people within SU. Yet, any 
reasonable person will agree that 
the organization serves a necessary 
purpose. The richness of  campus 
life that we so enjoy would not be 
possible were student advocacy 
and programming the purview 
of  the administration. Students 
will always be the best advocates 
for students: the key is merely to 
determine which students, and 
moreover to incentivize their 
doing as well as possible. Reducing 
the number of  Senate seats will 
bring us closer to accomplishing 
both of  these goals, because on top 
of  the obvious improvements in 
the representativeness of  the body, 
a senator who is at least somewhat 
concerned about reelection is far 
more likely to make sure he has 
something to show for himself.

I am not alone in pushing for 
this change. After two weeks 
of  one-on-one meetings with 
individual senators conducted 
by myself  and Senator Davis, 
two-thirds of  Senate finally passed 
a constitutional amendment 
reducing the number of  seats. 
The following week, I presented 
the amendment to Treasury with 
Speaker Robinson, and it unani-
mously passed the amendment. 
All that’s left is for you, the student 
body, to affirm this amendment 
on Nov. 1 and 2. Don’t think of  
it as a referendum on the current 
Senate or even as a solution to all 
of  our problems. Think of  it as a 
simple solution to a serious prob-
lem—one that will forever hamper 
Senate’s efficacy unless resolved.

4 STUDENT LIFE MONDAY, OCTOBER 31, 2011

forum

Once an article is 
published on studlife.
com, it will remain there 
permanently. We do 
not remove articles or 
authors’ names from the 
site unless an agreement 
was reached prior to July 
24, 2005.

We welcome letters 
to the editor and 
op-ed submissions 
from our readers. 
Submissions may 
be sent to letters@
studlife.com and 
must include the 
writer’s name, class 
and phone number 
for verification. 

Letters should be 
no longer than 350 
words in length, 
and readers may 
also submit longer 
op-eds of up to 750 
words. We reserve 
the right to print 
any submission as a 
letter or op-ed.

OUR VOICE: 
EDITORIAL BOARD

YOUR VOICE:
SUBMISSIONS

OUR WEB 
POLICY

Editorials are written by our opinion editors and 
reflect the consensus of our editorial board. The 
editorial board operates independently of our 
newsroom. 

Editor-in-chief: Michelle Merlin
Associate editor: Alex Dropkin
Managing editors: Alan Liu & Hannah Lustman

Senior sports editors: Sahil Patel & Kurt 
Rohrbeck
Senior scene editor: Davis Sargeant
Senior cadenza editor: Andie Hutner
Senior forum editor: Daniel Deibler
Forum editors: Chase Ferree, Charlie Low, 
Ajay Sundar & Natalie Villalon

FORUM EDITOR | DANIEL DEIBLER| FORUM@STUDLIFE.COM

STAFF EDITORIAL

How to vote: 2011 Fall Student Union elections

T
his week, students will 
have the opportunity to 
vote on a variety of  con-
stitutional amendments 

for Student Union. These amend-
ments need a two-thirds majority 
to pass. The issues are important, 
and it is important for students to 
be aware of  the potential campus-
wide consequences of  the votes.

Amendment 1—Remove the 
equipment committee

This amendment resolves to 
remove the equipment committee 
from SU’s Constitution. While 
removing a committee would gen-
erally seem like a big deal, Student 
Life recommends voting “yes” for 
this amendment. Why? Because 
the equipment committee does not 
even exist.

The equipment committee 

came into existence in the spring 
of  2009, and its purpose was to 
manage equipment operated by 
student groups. The committee 
would take inventory of  all equip-
ment the student groups owned, 
and it would facilitate the sharing 
of  this equipment. However, 
Student Union found this com-
mittee useless, and it is thus now 
defunct. The Student Group 
Activities Committee (SGAC) 
now performs the function of  the 
former equipment committee. The 
SU constitution should not have 
language authorizing a committee 
that no longer exists, and that’s 
why we support this amendment.

Amendment 2—Change the 
overseer of the Diversity Affairs 
Council (DAC)

The goal of  this amendment is 

to officially make the vice presi-
dent of  administration the new 
advisor of  the DAC. The council, 
since its existence, has officially 
run under the vice president of  
programming but has recently 
been working with the vice presi-
dent of  administration.

The DAC came into existence 
in response to the Mother’s bar 
incident two years ago, when sev-
eral black students on the senior 
class trip were refused entry to a 
bar in Chicago, allegedly based on 
their race.

At the time it seemed appropri-
ate to have the DAC exist under 
the vice president of  program-
ming, because they were tasked 
with coordinating the program-
ming that resulted from this event.

In the past several years, how-
ever, without a huge amount of  

diversity-based programming, the 
DAC has become less of  a pres-
ence on campus, and the group 
has been working mostly with the 
vice president of  administration.

We support this amendment. 
We believe that the DAC should 
be directly under the position 
it works most directly with, but 
the group should take this move 
with a grain of  salt. We think the 
DAC should be a larger campus 
presence, and it needs to do more 
as a part of  SU, even if  it is not 
focusing on programming.

Amendment 3—Reduce the 
size of Student Union Senate 
from 28 seats to 22.

We believe that this amendment 
deserves a yes vote from every stu-
dent. Reducing the size of  Senate 
by 6 seats will make the process 

of  becoming a senator much more 
competitive and results-oriented, 
rather than allowing it to continue 
as a simple shoo-in election every 
term.

People against the amendment 
believe that fewer senators will 
result in fewer projects com-
pleted—projects, such as Syllabi 
Central, that have been started by 
senators. However, we believe this 
fear is unfounded. Senators do not 
need their titles to enact change on 
campus, and if  they are voted out, 
they can still participate in their 
projects.

The benefits of  changing the 
size of  Senate in order to make 
it more effective and competitive 
outweigh the potential costs of  
fewer people involved in the pro-
cess, so this amendment deserves 
a yes vote.

L
ast week, I received 
my first flu shot and 
was surprised by how 
easy it was. I walked 

in, filled out the forms, waited 
for my turn and then was admin-
istered the vaccine. All in all, it 
took approximately 20 minutes 
from the time I entered Student 
Health Services. But what was 
interesting about this experience, 
more so than the fact that I was 
getting my first flu shot ever, was 
the complete lack of  attention 
to the fact that, at 17 years old, I 
am a minor.

Normally, the fact that I am 
younger than most people here 
doesn’t affect me at all. It’s 
always a bit of  a surprise when 
people hear I won’t turn 18 for 
another few weeks, but they get 
over it. The only time my age 
became an issue was when I 
attempted to get checked out at 
SHS.

Earlier this year, I developed a 
bad cold. My head was hurting, 
my throat was sore and achy, 
and I had the chills often associ-
ated with fever. After a few days 
of  hoping it would go away, I 
dragged myself  to the health 
center to get myself  checked out. 
While the staff  at the health cen-
ter let me make an appointment 

and led me to a room without 
any mention of  my age, it was 
only after I had been waiting 
for a little while that someone 
stopped by to confirm my minor 
status. And subsequently told me 
they had to track down my mom 
and get her permission in order 
to examine me. 

I was confused. So I can 
legally drive, move almost 
900 miles away from home by 
myself  and get a flu shot with 
potentially serious reactions, 
but I can’t have someone look 
at my throat without phoning 
my mom? That doesn’t seem to 
make sense. 

If  we compare the flu shot and 
its potential dangers side by side 
with a typical doctor’s visit, it 
would seem easy to determine 
which is more likely to require 
parental permission. At a doc-
tor’s appointment, someone 
comes in and checks your tem-
perature, nose, throat and ears 
and feels your glands to deter-
mine if  you are potentially sick. 
The most dangerous thing they’ll 
probably do is swab the back 
of  your throat for a strep test 
or perhaps refer you for further 
testing, which, although possibly 
painful, is not really all that haz-
ardous. The sheet that I received 
with my registration form for 
my flu shot, however, came with 
a list of  potential reactions, 

including soreness/swelling, 
fever, aches and itching. In some 
rare cases, it can even cause a 
serious allergic reaction. 

If  someone’s status as a minor 
requires special treatment, it 
should be the same across the 
board. If  the law requires paren-
tal permission for minors to have 
any medical treatment, the least 
that could happen is that the 
practice not be stricter in some 
areas than in others. Or perhaps 
parents acknowledging that 
their child is capable of  making 
medical decisions for him- or 
herself  could sign a blanket 
waiver. Either way, the system as 
it stands right now is uneven and 
perhaps even a bit hypocritical. 
Wash. U. makes a big deal out of  
treating its students like adults, 
and yet the idea that someone 
perhaps a little younger than the 
rest of  the students cannot get 
their cold checked out without 
parental permission is a bit 
ludicrous. Then again, perhaps 
it makes more sense to allow 
students to expose themselves to 
a potentially dangerous allergic 
reaction than get their throats 
swabbed.

Let’s fix that.

Vote ‘yes,’ reduce Senate

OP-ED SUBMISSION

Hypocrisy in health

NEEL DESAI
OP-ED SUBMISSION

EDITORIAL CARTOON

AUDREY WESTCOTT | STUDENT LIFE

Neel Desai is a Student Union senator in 
Arts & Sciences. Write to Neel Desai at 
NSDESAI@WUSTL.EDU

Casey Federbusch is a freshman in 
the Sam Fox School. Write to Casey 
Federbusch at CASEY.FEDERBUSCH
@STUDLIFE.COM
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Have you ever wondered how you, 
too, could become an exorcist? The 
call is restricted to very few, but 
here are the steps to performing a 
Catholic exorcism.  

1Be an adult Catholic male and 
enter the priesthood. Catholics 
believe the power to exorcise 

comes directly from Jesus, who 
passed on the ability through the 
priesthood.

  2Identify someone who may 
be possessed. Alert the local 
bishop. The diocese will 

investigate, a process called discern-
ment. Like a medical examination, 
the bishop’s office must determine 
whether the symptoms truly indicate 
possession, or just madness.   

3Receive permission from 
a psychiatrist. During the 
discernment, a psychiatrist is 

usually present. If the doctor states 
that an exorcism can do no further 
harm and gives his permission, you 
may continue.

4Have a lot of faith and expe-
rience. Some Catholic rites, 
called sacraments, are guar-

anteed to work every time. For 
example, in baptism, Catholics 
believe that God always forgives the 
baptized of original sin. Exorcism is 
different, and it depends, like prayer, 
on the faith of the priest. An exorcist 
is usually an older priest with firm 
faith in God’s power.

5 Begin the Rite of Exorcism. The 
Rite itself has changed during 
the Catholic Church’s history, 

though not significantly in the last 
250 years. The prayers used to be in 
Latin, but they are now recited in the 
priest and patient’s native language. 
After several readings from the Bible 
and a prayer for the intercession of 
the Saints, the exorcism itself con-
sists of blessings on different parts 
of the patient’s body, like the brow 
and the chest, and commands that 
the demon leave due to the power 
of God. The famous line from the 
movie, “the power of Christ com-
pels you,” is indeed part of the rite, 
though it is only said once. Notable 
lines include “therefore, I adjure 
you, profligate dragon, in the name 
of the spotless Lamb” and “tremble 
and flee, as we call on the name of 
the Lord, before whom the denizens 
of hell cower.”

6Repeat as necessary. Some 
exorcisms are complete after 
one visit, and the patient is 

fully healed. In others, the wounds 
are far deeper, and the patient 
requires multiple rites. The famous 
exorcism in St. Louis took months.

CATHOLIC 
EXORCISM

THE FAMOUS EXORCISM IN ST. LOUIS 

No film will ever be as frightening or 
disturbing as “The Exorcist,” in which two 
Catholic priests rid a girl of  the demon 
possessing her through a process called an 
exorcism. To investigate the truth behind 
exorcisms, Student Life spoke with several 
members of  the Catholic Church, all of  
whom preferred to remain anonymous. 
Here are their explanations of  the rite and 
the challenges it presents.

While describing someone as possessed 
often conjures up images of  men dancing 
like marionettes or being manipulated by 
the devil, the actual belief  is far more subtle. 
“[Demons] don’t have the ability to do 
things only God can do, like take away our 
free will or even our intellectual capacity. 
They’re more like a mad scientist who can 
modify matter; at some point down the 
road we might have that scientific knowl-
edge, too,” one clergyman said. “In certain 
cases, the devil, for whatever reason, usually 
through sin, becomes completely occupied 
by some images suggested through that 
spirit. The person has freedom, but it’s not 
being expressed. There’s a sort of  weakness 
of  will, and some degree of  collaboration as 
well.” 

Nonetheless, interaction of  any sort 
with demons can be terrifying. One priest 
spoke about spiritual warfare, the belief  that 
demons are constantly battling for influence 
over human souls. The term comes from the 
Bible, in which the writer urges Christians 
“to stand firm against the schemes of  the 
devil.” The priest gave other examples. “In 

the history of  the lives of  the saints, there 
are harassment stories, which is a deeper 
level of  spiritual warfare. It’s all forms of  
temptation for greater power though.” 
The priest cited the temptation of  Jesus as 
another example. He noted, however, that 
more recent possessions normally result 
from “risky” interests. “There’s a real slip-
pery slope called the occult, in which people 
give into the temptation for greater power. 
There’s a metaphor that you ‘sell your soul 
to the devil’ and I guess that’s appropri-
ate. They choose this power willfully, since 
there’s a temptation to do anything for that 
power.”

Of course, the definition of  possession is 
now far stricter. Symptoms now attributed 
to mental illness were formerly signs of  pos-
session. The church is far more careful now 
in diagnosing possession. “Discernment is 
the term used in the church. Similar to the 
way a doctor develops a diagnosis, a team 
looks for signs of  possession. The bishop’s 
office is somehow involved, and many times 
a bishop is involved,” the priest said.

The two strongest indicators are preter-
natural knowledge and aversion to blessed 
objects. For example, if  the patient knows 
personal details about the priests present 
without ever meeting them, the patient has 
exhibited preternatural knowledge. If  the 
patient responds strongly and negatively 
to a hidden object in the room, like holy 
water or a rosary, the patient may be pos-
sessed. “Manifestations can be disturbing,” 
the priest said. “There are two extremes: 
attributing everything to demonic activity 
or nothing at all. You can get out of  balance 
easily, being occupied with it or ignoring it 

completely.”
 Priests also take a “medical history” 

of  the patient, and ask if  the patient has 
recently dabbled in the occult. “‘Have you 
been going to fortune tellers or other occult 
practices,’ that sort of  thing,” he said.

The exorcism itself  requires a lot of  
preparation from the priest. While some 
rites in the Catholic Church, like bap-
tism, are guaranteed to work if  performed 
properly, exorcism is more like a prayer. Its 
effectiveness depends heavily on the faith 
of  the priest. “An exorcism is ‘ex opera ope-
rantis,’ which means “from the action of  the 
doer,” the priest said. The exorcist normally 
attends confession beforehand, and prays 
much before the rite.

The rite then takes place. The priest fol-
lows the rite, which includes readings from 
the Bible and several invocations of  God’s 
power. Some of  the prayers involve impres-
sive diction, like “I adjure you, serpent of  
old, cursed dog, by the judge of  the living 
and the dead.” Critically, the exorcist must 
remain humble. “It’s important to remember 
that the exorcist doesn’t expel the demon, 
but God does,” the clergyman explained. 

The follow up procedures differ depend-
ing on the case. “It varies. Some sessions 
take just once, and it’s done. The famous 
one here in St. Louis took months. It 
depends on the severity of  the wounds and 
the depth of  the invasion. An exorcism is 
like a major surgery if  there’re some real 
emotional sounds there as well.” Yet the 
exorcism itself  is a product of  God’s power; 
the priest admitted the impossibility of  
understanding it all, “There’s a lot of  mys-
tery to it as well,” he said.

scene

Exorcism: 
undying worms and the divine

DAIVS SARGEANT
SENIOR SCENE EDITOR
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A passage out of an Italian exorcism book from 1576, “Compendio Dell’arte Essorcistica,” which details stopping the operations of demons and evil spirits.

The movie “The Exorcist” has a 
factual basis—a case that occurred 
here in St. Louis. The directors took 
some liberties for dramatic effect. 
The Catholic Church, out of sensitiv-
ity for the family involved, does not 
release information about cases. 
Here’s what we know happened. 

In 1949, a 13-year-old boy began 
displaying symptoms of posses-
sion. The boy’s name has never 
been released, but most accounts 
employ the name Robbie. Robbie’s 

aunt had recently died, and she 
had great curiosity in the occult. 
Allegedly, she encouraged Robbie’s 
interest in Ouija boards. Catholics 
consider belief in the veracity of 
Ouija boards as a form of the occult, 
and thus an avenue for possession. 
Robbie’s family was not Catholic, so 
they brought his case to the atten-
tion of several other ministers. 
Nothing worked. The first Catholic 
exorcism on Robbie took place in 
Georgetown, Washington, DC, the 

setting of the film. This rite was 
halted after Robbie injured the 
priest.

Eventually, the family arrived in 
St. Louis for aid from Saint Louis 
University. Robbie was admitted 
to a psychiatric unit of the Alexian 
Brothers Children’s Hospital, which 
no longer stands. Like in the movie, 
two priests performed the exorcism. 
William S. Bowdern, the older of the 
two, performed most of the rites, 
while Walter Hallorhan assisted him. 

Both were members of the Jesuits, a 
society of Catholic priests. The two 
performed several exorcisms over 
the course of at least two months. 
Unlike the movie, both priests lived 
well past the ordeal; Fr. Bowdern 
died in 1983, while Hallorhan died 
in 2005. Both were reluctant to 
discuss the case, though Hallorhan 
later expressed doubts that Robbie 
was actually possessed. Robbie 
went on to lead a “normal life,” 
according to Hallorhan.
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Led by individual champions 
Michael Burnstein and Erica 
Jackey, the men’s and women’s 
cross-country teams defended their 
UAA championship titles Saturday 
in Chicago. 

On a sunny day with tempera-
tures in the high 40s, Burnstein 
claimed his second straight first-
place finish in the men’s 8K race, 
with a time of  25:29.80. 

“I was fairly nervous about get-
ting beaten during the race just 
because I didn’t run that smart,” 
Burnstein said. “I pulled away 
from the pack too early, so I was 
kind of  exposed, just running by 
myself. Then [Carnegie Mellon’s 
Evan Gates] was just trailing 
behind me the entire race—I just 
couldn’t seem to drop him—and 
then the last mile or so I just pulled 
away from him.”

Jackey’s 22:08.82 time paced the 

women’s 6K field, which included 
five Bears in the top eight. 

The No. 2 women’s team had 
little trouble outdistancing its com-
petition; the aggregate time of  the 
Bears’ top five runners was over 
a half-minute faster than that of  
second-place New York University. 

Freshman Lucy Cheadle 
(22:23.75) earned UAA Rookie of  
the Year honors for her third-place 
finish. A pack of  Wash. U. runners 
claimed the sixth through eighth 
spots, including senior Liz Phillips 
(22:37.62), senior Jessica Londeree 
(22:38.67) and sophomore Sarah 
Fisher (22:40.52).

Three Bears on the No. 3 men’s 
team after Burnstein placed in the 
top 10—senior Tucker Hartley 
(7th place, 25:50.51), junior David 
Hamm (8th place, 25:56.39) and 
freshman Ryan Senci (10th place, 
26:05.24), who won male UAA 
Rookie of  the Year. 

Sophomore Elliott Petterson 
(20th place, 26:33.23) was the 

Bears’ fifth runner. 
Head coach Jeff  Stiles and his 

assistants took home a second con-
secutive Coaching Staff  of  the Year 
Award. 

Stiles credited the back-to-back 
UAA titles to a “trickle-down” of  
senior leadership. 

“I think that every year we have 
good senior leadership. Good 
things happen, whether it be the 
ones that are racing in the cham-
pionship meet or just the ones 
who have put in sweat the last four 
years,” Stiles said. 

A large contingent of  the squad 
that was not racing made the trip 
to Chicago to cheer on teammates, 
which helped motivate Londeree, 
previously the Bears’ number three 
runner at 2010 nationals. She had 
slumped this season until running 
her best mile-split time of  the year. 

“I know our team has the abil-
ity to do amazing at nationals, 
and I really want to be a part of  
it,” Londeree said. “I think it was 

more just overcoming that mental 
roadblock during races. We call it 
‘[going to] the well.’ There’s a cer-
tain point in your race where you 
make a decision—inside you’re 
hurt so bad that you have to make 
a decision—‘Am I going to take it 
to the extra level?’” 

Stiles said he could not pick out 
one reason for the individual suc-
cesses of  Burnstein and Jackey, 
calling their improvements over the 
years a process.

“It’s just maturation as a person, 
maturation as a runner, confidence 
as a runner, which comes with the 
maturation process,” he said. 

Heading into its final two meets, 
the women’s team is ranked behind 
only Williams College. The Bears 
would like to change that trend at 
nationals. 

“If  we don’t get first, our season 
is not a failure,” Londeree said. 
“But we definitely, I think, would 
want to get first.”

The men’s team faces a steep 

uphill climb to unseat No. 1 North 
Central and No. 2 Haverford. 

“I don’t really want to put a 
number goal on the season just 
because there’s kind of  a risk of  
doing that,” Burnstein said. “You 
don’t want to have one bad day at 
nationals, and suddenly the whole 
season seems like a disappoint-
ment, when it’s been an amazing 
season overall so far. We just want 
to be ready to run well at nationals 
and…establish ourselves as one of  
the best teams in the country.”

The Bears will compete in the 
NCAA Midwest Regional Nov. 12 
in Rock Island, Ill. Placing in the 
top five at regionals would make 
them eligible for berths at nation-
als, and cracking the top two would 
guarantee spots. 

Stiles does not know for sure 
whether he will choose the same 
seven runners that ran on the UAA 
championship squads to repre-
sent Wash. U. at regionals and 
nationals.

The Washington University 
men’s and women’s swimming 
and diving teams split victo-
ries this past weekend against 
DePauw University Saturday, 
Oct. 29, with the women’s team 
taking a 168-126 win while the 
men’s fell 173-120.

The women’s side won 11 
events overall, with sopho-
mores Chi Pham and Meghan 
Lam taking two victories each. 
Pham won the 200-yard freestyle 
(1:58.98) and the 200-yard indi-
vidual medley (2:10.94), while 
Lam finished first in the 100-
yard backstroke (1:00.99) and 
200-yard backstroke (2:12.86). 

“Chi and Meghan have been 
working really hard and been 
very focused, and it made a dif-
ference in how they swam this 
weekend,” head coach Brad 
Shively said. “Chi was able to 

swim against one of  the best 
breaststrokers in the nation, and 
it was really good for her to get 
that experience in.”

The Bears swept the 200-
yard butterfly and the 50-yard 
freestyle as well. Freshman 
Sara Taege, sophomore Grace 
Murray and freshman Hannah 
Chase took first, second and 
third respectfully in the 200-yard 
butterfly. This was Taege’s first 
career victory (2:13.75). 

“The women’s team swam 
really well, out touching their 
opponents and working really 
hard for each win,” said Pham.

Sophomore Jennifer Tartavull 
led the Red and Green in the 
50-yard freestyle, securing 
first place in 25.07 seconds. 
Sophomore Allison Siegel fin-
ished second in 25.73 seconds, 
and junior Veronica Tse captured 
third in 26.35 seconds. 

“Jenn swam really well win-
ning the 50 free,” Pham said. 

“She didn’t swim with us last 
year, but she came in this year 
and has stepped up and become 
a dominant player, being one of  
our strongest sprinters.”

In the 400-yard freestyle relay, 
the women’s side picked up a 
win as Tartavull, Taege, senior 
Amy Vanlishout and sopho-
more Paige VanTassell beat out 
the closest competitors by 5.14 
seconds. 

Also earning victories were 
senior Catherine Rafferty-
Millett in the 100-yard butterfly, 
VanTassell in the 500-yard free-
style, Murray in the 1,000-yard 
freestyle and Tartavull in the 
100-yard freestyle.

“The women brought great 
effort, and it happened immedi-
ately taking the medley relay,” 
Shively said. “We wanted to start 
that meet off  with a bang, and 
we kept gaining momentum and 
taking victories. We can’t rest on 
it or become complacent, but it 

was a great step for them to have 
good swims across the board.”

The men’s side fell short to a 
much stronger men’s DePauw 
team comprised of  a handful 
of  strong freshman and a few 
national swimmers.

“The DePauw’s men’s team is 
much better than their women’s,” 
Pham said. “Our men’s team is 
very young, as we lost some 
strong swimmers last year. The 
younger guys are stepping up 
and trying to fill those gaps, and 
they are doing really well.”

Sophomore Jason Wan and 
senior Mike Rao led the team, 
capturing two events in the 100-
yard backstroke (54.88) and the 
200-yard backstroke (1:59.34) 
respectively. Freshman Zane 
Turpin also captured a victory in 
the 200-yard butterfly.

“We had some really great 
swims and definitely did better 
than previously,” Shively said. 
“Our distance guys, backstrokers 

and flyers did a lot better. It was 
a really good thing to face strong 
competition, as we haven’t seen 
any strong Division III competi-
tion yet. It was a good reminder 
to keep working and get stronger 
and get better.”

The Bears head to Chicago on 
Saturday, Nov. 5, to face UAA 
rival University of  Chicago 
and the Illinois Institute of  
Technology. With only a week 
to prepare for one of  the stron-
ger teams in the conference, the 
team is going to work hard this 
coming week.

“Chicago is going to be our 
first in-conference meet, and 
they have a lot of  depth,” Pham 
said. “We need to remember for 
Chicago that every race counts 
and focus on beating the person 
next to you. It will be a good 
meet; we are very pumped about 
it.”

Senior wide receiver Easton 
Knott caught a crucial 77-yard 
touchdown pass from junior 
quarterback Dan Burkett, 
scoring the team’s second touch-
down of  the game in the third 
quarter and giving the Bears a 
seven-point lead for the first time 
in the game. Carnegie Mellon’s 
offense tried its best to score, but 
the Bears’ resilient defense kept 
them out of  the red zone, secur-
ing a critical win for the Red and 
Green.

After breaking its three-game 
losing streak against the College 
of  Wooster, the Washington 
University football team is 
finally living up to its high 
expectations. The Bears’ 14-7 
win against Carnegie Mellon 
University gives them a three-
game winning streak and a 
record of  5-3.  To the Wash. U. 

players, this win built a sense 
of  confidence around the locker 
room that is needed for the few 
games left in the regular season.

“Right now we feel like we’re 
in the driver’s seat,” Knott said. 
“The momentum is on our side, 
and I know that we can continue 
to build this success and prove to 
others how good we truly are.”

Throughout the game, the 
Bears’ and the Tartans’ offenses 
found trouble moving the ball 
because both teams’ defenses 
came out strong, forcing many 
short drives with few red zone 
attempts. Despite giving up 
305 yards, the Bears’ defense 
remained resilient and showed 
that they had no problem stop-
ping a potent offense.

“I’m extremely proud of  my 
boys on defense,” head coach 
Larry Kindbom said. “We came 
through with stops when we 
needed it the most, and we just 
kept on fighting. There’s no 

doubt that our defense kept us in 
the game and gave us hope.”

In the first half, the Wash. U. 
defense started strong as they 
stopped Carnegie Mellon’s first 
offensive drive to force a three-
and-out. After Carnegie Mellon’s 
junior running back Patrick 
Blanks and sophomore quar-
terback Rob Kalkstein led their 
team down the field to a 10-play, 
65-yard touchdown drive, the 
Bears’ defense fought back and 
tried to stop future runs with key 
tackles, keeping the Tartans from 
scoring for the rest of  the game. 

The defense forced three 
important turnovers—two fum-
ble recoveries and freshman 
defensive back Ryan Bednar’s 
third-quarter interception—
bringing the momentum of  the 
game to the Bears.

Offensively, the Bears strug-
gled to keep most of  their drives 
alive in the first half, punting on 
four of  their five possessions. 

Burkett wasn’t in rhythm with 
his receivers, but junior running 
back Chris Castelluccio, who 
rushed a total of  126 yards in the 
game, and the offensive linemen 
led the team with some strong 
running. 

“We were playing a team 
with a pretty tough defense,” 
Kindbom said. “I think we can 
definitely benefit with a faster 
start on offense, and that’s some-
thing we can work on, but there’s 
no doubt that our offense did 
enough to win the game.”

On the last drive of  the second 
quarter, Burkett finally found his 
rhythm. He connected with his 
receivers and threw an 18-yard 
touchdown pass to junior wide 
receiver Drew Sexton to tie the 
game at 7-7. Though Burkett 
threw an interception on the sec-
ond drive of  the third quarter, 
he came back on the next drive 
with poise and threw a 77-yard 
touchdown pass to Knott that 

would be the deciding score in 
the game. 

“At halftime, we were talking 
about what routes were open on 
the field,” Knott said. “I ran a 
cross route, got open and Burkett 
just threw a nice pass to me. I 
think our strategy definitely paid 
off.”

With their heads held high, 
Wash. U. hopes to continue 
its winning streak with a win 
against Case Western Reserve 
University at home next 
Saturday. Though playoff  deci-
sions are getting near, the Bears 
are, for now, trying to focus on 
their last two games.

“It would be great to get into 
the playoffs,” Kindbom said. 
“But we can’t let that become a 
distraction. We need to take it 
one step at a time, and right now, 
it’s all about Case Western.
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Senior Amy Vanlishout (left) and Freshman Matt Nutter (right) compete against DePauw on Saturday, Oct. 29. The women’s team scored a 168-126 victory, while the men’s team lost 173-120.






