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J
oe Paterno died on 
Sunday morning. There 
is a chance, however, 
that you heard about it 

on Saturday night, when many 
news organizations reported 
that Paterno had died many 
hours before he actually did.

The original report came from 
Onward State, Pennsylvania 
State University’s indepen-
dent student news blog, which 
tweeted the erroneous infor-
mation. CBS Sports picked up 
the report, followed by other 
news organizations such as the 
Guardian and the New Jersey 
Star-Ledger. This mistake is 
an example of  a news indus-
try that, in its drive to provide 

constant 24-hour breaking 
news, has moved away from 
shoe-leather journalism and 
independent reporting to a 
dependence on other news 
sources in an attempt to beat 
others to the punch.

We understand how difficult 
it can be to draw in readers and 
provide accurate news cover-
age on important events before 
anyone else. However, good 
reporting has the basic tenet 
that stories and sources need to 
be factual, and relying on other 
news sources just isn’t good 
enough.

The news media has been hav-
ing trouble figuring out the way 
that it is going to incorporate 

new media, especially as the 
newspaper format becomes 
more and more outdated. 

Almost every newspaper 
has a corresponding Twitter 
account, and many columnists 
blog, tweet or do both. Even 
news networks like CNN have 
started to replace the “man on 
the street” quote with a quote 
pulled from Twitter, where it is 
impossible to confirm a person’s 
true identity.

It is difficult to compete with 
all the other news information 
sites out in the world, but when 
push comes to shove, the main 
draw of  institutions such as The 
New York Times and The Wall 
Street Journal is their accuracy.

Being first is important, 
but being correct is essential. 
When an incorrect news story is 
reported, readers will leave for 
more accurate information.

The current form of  jour-
nalism, with its focus on 
impartiality and accuracy, with 
multiple knowledgeable sources 
that can give information, has 
only been around for about 
70 years. Yes, the way news 
is reported is going to have to 
change over the next decade, 
as more and more people get 
Internet access, and as more and 
more possible sources of  infor-
mation pop up. But dedication 
to accurate reporting cannot 
change.

We can’t assume that every 
single tweet and every single 
blog post is entirely accurate. 
Yes, you might not be there first 
if  you focus on accuracy, but 
we believe that in reporting, it is 
essential to be correct as often 
as possible.

This will require news 
organizations to become much 
faster with traditional report-
ing if  they want to compete, 
but ultimately an organization 
will be rewarded for its focus 
on accuracy. Readers want to 
know that they are finding out 
the truth. No matter how many 
breaking news alerts there are, 
we will stop listening if  it turns 
out that they are all false.

STAFF EDITORIAL

Paterno inaccuracies demonstrate
perils of new media

M
ost people would 
generally agree 
that college tuition 
is expensive. We 

might even nod our heads to 
affirm that our college is more 
expensive than most. Even with 
the financial aid packages, the 
amount due every semester is by 
no means puny. Before starting 
another semester, with some 
unavoidable immediate reluc-
tance, I clicked the “Pay Now” 
button, allowing a bountiful sum 
of  my parents’ money to go to 
Wash. U.’s coffers once again.

In retrospect, I ascribe the 
reluctance to something more 
than the sheer amount that makes 
tuition stand out. Tuition differs 
from other types of  payments also 
in that what we receive in return 
depends mostly on us. I know I 
get a pen in return for $3, a simple 
transaction. Provided that I use it, 
it is worth the $3. It’s easy to make 
it worth the money, but even if  I 
don’t, the loss is small. Tuition is 
a five-digit dollar amount—some-
thing I cannot afford to let slip 
away—and yet it is tough for me 
to extract its worth. That was the 
source of  my reluctance.

I’ve heard many times that 
college is not just about aca-
demics, but academics is what 
college offers that other places do 
not. That is what distinguishes 

universities in the end. If  not for 
that, colleges wouldn’t ask for 
huge amounts of  money. Out-of-
class activities can add valuable 
experiences. Rests, weekend 
night parties or “having fun” in 
general can also help improve 
work efficiency. Yet, several tens 
of  thousands of  dollars need not 
be paid to load life with activities 
and certainly not with parties, rest 
or light pleasure. There must be 
better places for those. As soon as 
these start to victimize academ-
ics, the already submitted college 
tuition becomes a waste. Though 
everyone can and should occa-
sionally relax, with a life cycle 
leaning toward leniency, one has 
no excuse to complain about what 
it costs to attend the school.

I don’t think I am paying the 
tuition money to spend my time 
with easy work, but rather to work 
more and harder—to challenge 
my comfort zone in academics, 
be pressured and learn things the 
hard way if  necessary. That is 
ultimately what I came here to 
do. There is a way to make our 
tuition worth it. Earnest work 
stemming from a desire to learn is 
the first step, but we can also take 
more classes. Loading up credits 
is an unpopular idea as it brings 
up vague worries about miser-
able semesters, but misery doesn’t 
have to be the inevitable outcome 
depending on what priority one’s 
mind is drawn to. Being busy 
with a purpose can be rewarding, 

healthy and fun, even. There is 
nothing to lose for giving it a try. 
You can prove that the worry 
about misery was just a rumor 
in the air. With class registration 
still up for changes, take it into 
consideration.

College has almost become a 
rite of  passage in society, at least 
in the middle to upper classes. But 
it doesn’t have to be, because col-
leges still ask for tuition, and they 
provide things that not too many 
other places do. This is particu-
larly true of  a school like Wash. 
U. While being here, we might 
as well try challenging ourselves 
further and extract more from the 
opportunity and the tuition by tak-
ing advantage of  what this place 
can uniquely offer. If  anyone else 
also felt reluctance when clicking 
the payment button, this is a way 
to legitimately feel better about 
paying and about ourselves and 
to make Wash. U. as valuable as 
possible.

Finally, if  we can manage it, in 
the course of  pushing ourselves 
more, we might have the option 
of  graduating early. For those 
ready for it, an early graduation 
happens to save a semester’s or a 
year’s worth of  tuition on top of  
providing a head start into other 
desires we might want to pursue—
a win-win.

Making WU worth it
JUN SOO PARK
STAFF COLUMNIST

Jun Soo Park is a sophomore in Arts 
& Sciences. Write to Jun Soo Park at  
JUNSOO.PARK@STUDLIFE.COM

W
hy do you go to 
college? Why 
did you choose 
to come here? 

Did you hear about the general 
chemistry lectures and just have 
to be a part of  them? Did you 
want to dance in Diwali? Did 
you want to hear the famous 
speakers or see the beautiful 
campus? My guess is at least 
one, if  not all, of  the above. But, 
despite all of  Wash. U.’s great 
attributes, there are still things 
that need to be changed here. 

One example of  this is the 
overly generalized, but well-
intentioned, Writing 1. We all 
came here to learn and advance 
ourselves for the future. When 
we are required to take a class 

that could have the potential to 
be very useful if  tweaked, but 
in some ways is a flashback to 
high school English, the benefits 
seem limited. 

In college, we pick and choose 
classes with relative freedom 
and can dabble in many things. 
It’s too bad, however, that this 
freedom can still hit roadblocks 
such as the untailored Writing 
1, the unavailability of  a class, 
or the complete absence of  
some classes. Now, obviously, 
in each class we take, there is 
always learning to be done. But 
sometimes, you have to wonder 
why the math-focused engineers 
can opt out of  Writing 1 when 
the English major who got fives 
on both AP tests still has to take 
it. Writing is a way to express 
ourselves and relate to people. 
If  engineers are allowed instead 

to focus only on numbers, how 
does that benefit them as peo-
ple? Don’t they need to know 
how to write and communicate 
through words when they pub-
lish to a journal or present their 
ideas to future investors? Having 
passed the AP exams does not 
make English majors good 
writers. However, it does make 
them well-versed in the specific 
style of  writing that those tests 
require. They should be allowed 
to take a more creative writing 
course that does not recycle the 
same literary analysis tech-
niques or thought processes. 

In ArtSci, why are there 
not different styles of  Writing 
1 such as creative writing, 
research writing, or novel/
literature writing? Why do the 
business school students have 
to learn how to analyze and 

write a poem when instead they 
should be focusing on how to 
create business-appropriate 
PowerPoint presentations 
and practicing proper email 
etiquette? Perhaps the course 
should also offer an introduc-
tion to public speaking that 
shows the process of  writing 
and then delivering a persuasive 
presentation. I am not arguing 
for the abolishment of  Writing 1 
as a class. I really enjoy writ-
ing, but the class could be more 
tailored to the students and 
therefore more beneficial to us 
in the future. 

Everything about Wash. U. is 
tailored to give us an advantage. 
The beds are comfy so that we 
get more restful sleep in fewer 
hours so that we can study 
more. The food tastes good so 
that we stay healthy so that we 

can make the trek to class from 
the 40. Even the buildings are 
pretty and identical so that we 
do not accidentally walk onto 
Fontbonne’s campus and attend 
their classes. 

No school is perfect, and we 
really have little to complain 
about here. Perhaps we just have 
raised expectations because we 
know Wash. U. can do a little 
better sometimes and that we, as 
students, should do our part to 
make sure a new program could 
and would be introduced suc-
cessfully. We are invested in this 
school and need to make sure 
that we continue to offer sug-
gestions that can continue this 
school’s success in the future.

Shaping your school
CLAIRE FERGUSON
STAFF COLUMNIST

Claire Ferguson is a freshman in Arts & 
Sciences. Write to Claire Ferguson at 
CLAIRE.FERGUSON@STUDLIFE.COM

Dear Editor,

The “dying and inefficient 
business model” at whose legiti-
mate legislative efforts Professor 
Glenn MacDonald is so quick 
to scoff  comprises nearly 95,000 
businesses in the United States 
that support approximately 2.2 
million mostly middle class work-
ers (many of  them in unions) and 
contribute more than $15 billion 
annually in federal and state taxes.  
Presumably, many of  his students 
in “Economics of  Entertainment” 
take that course in the hope of  one 
day being a productive and well-
paid member of  the entertainment 
industry and not in order to partici-
pate in an academic post-mortem.  

As one such denizen of  the 
entertainment industry, it perplexes 
me that Professor MacDonald 
focuses on the relevance of  copy-
right to the cost of  re-production 
rather than on the cost of  produc-
tion.  Movies and TV shows cost 
millions – sometimes tens or even 
hundreds of  millions – to produce.  
Unless production costs can be 
recovered with a reasonable profit, 
there is no economic incentive to 
create.  Cost recovery and profit, 
in turn, depend on controlling and 
monetizing distribution.  And that 
depends on copyright which gives 
creators exclusive rights over the 
reproduction, distribution and per-
formance of  their works.  Without 
those exclusive rights, the creation 
of  new and original works is made 

much less likely.  Such a blow to 
our cultural life strikes me as a bad 
thing per se.

One would think that Professor 
MacDonald, as an economist, 
might have something to say about 
the impact of  widespread, indus-
trial scale theft of  created works on 
the economics of  the entertainment 
industry.  I find it hard to imagine 
that theft on such a scale in other 
industries would impel the profes-
sor to blame the victim.  Were 
Apple to be the victim of  massive 
patent and trademark infringement 
that gave rise to the manufacture 
and distribution of  tens of  mil-
lions of  counterfeit iPads, will the 
Professor conclude that Apple’s 
is a dying and inefficient business 
model?  

The Stop Online Piracy Act 
in the House and the Protect IP 
Act in the Senate may not pass in 
their current form but even their 
opponents recognize and agree that 
Internet piracy is a global scourge 
that must be addressed in a way 
that does not ignore the scale and 
international scope of  the prob-
lem.  Such recognition is not the 
dementia of  dying industries; it is 
a clear-eyed assessment of  what 
marketplace fairness governed by 
the rule of  law entails.

Daniel M. Mandil
Senior Vice President
Associate General Counsel
Viacom Inc.
(WUSTL Parent)

LETTER TO THE EDITOR
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RE: An attorney general not looking out for the general welfare
“Believe it or not, copyright 
and one’s entitlement to 
his or her own intellectual 
property is also written into 
the Constitution. Right now 
there are few protections for 
intellectual property holders 
whose work is stolen online... 
This law is not limited to pro-
tecting the property of music 
moguls and movie studios as 

you seem to insinuate. It also 
sets a precedent for protect-
ing the property of citizens 
who make their living from 
their intellectual property...” 
-ko

“Bravo!”
-Melanie

“As a gesture of good will 

vis-a-vis cross-border rela-
tions, key members of the 
American Federal Govern-
ment have recently pledged a 
solemn oath, declaring their 
commitment to encourag-
ing people like yourself to 
increase performance and 
productivity. In particular, 
the United States Depart-
ment of Justice will guarantee 

that you achieve a respect-
able level of technology in 
both military grade weapons 
and equipment while actively 
facilitating the laundering of 
that swirling cascade of cash 
that a business like yours 
invariably and continually 
generates.”
-malcolmkyle

studlife.com

D
ozens of New Zealand 
police officers stormed 
Megaupload owner Kim 
Dotcom’s Auckland mansion 

on Sunday. The many officers, backed 
by helicopters, broke through a series of  
electronic locks in order to arrest a pistol-
wielding Dotcom. Immediately following 
the arrest, U.S. authorities successfully 
extradited the founder to the United States 
to be tried under federal law. Something 
is very wrong with this picture. Amid the 
nationwide fervor surrounding SOPA and 
the debate that followed about Internet 
freedom, the arrest seems to render the 
whole issue moot. After all, there is no 
point in enacting anti-piracy legislation 
when the police can take down offend-
ing websites at gunpoint. It is cleaner and 
quicker. More efficient. 

And yet the inevitable legal battle will 
be anything but. If the name wasn’t a dead 
giveaway, Kim Dotcom’s actions have 
made it clear that he simply doesn’t care 
about playing by the rules set down by 
the government. After all, this is the same 
man who, prior to founding Megaupload, 
made millions through insider trading and 
embezzlement. Doctom is also a whale: 
Megaupload is a giant among file-hosting 
websites and even more so among those 
that are known for hosting copyrighted 
material. So it’s understandable that the 
government, after witnessing the intense 
opposition to SOPA, decided to attack 
online copyright infringement from the 
other side. Legislation in the spirit of  
SOPA has popped up from time to time 
in the past, under monikers such as the 
Digital Millenium Copyright Act of 1998 
and the PRO-IP Act of 2008. SOPA is sim-
ply a reiteration of anti-piracy legislation, 
all designed to restrict the scope of legal 
activity on the Internet. 

However, the track record for the 
courts is just as bad. Cases such as MGM 
Studios, Inc. v. Grokster, Ltd.; A&M 
Records, Inc. v. Napster, Inc.; and Patti 
Santangelo v. RIAA all point to an unsat-
isfying answer to the issue of copyright 
infringement: It depends. Even if the 
charges pan out against Megaupload, the 
resulting decision will have a limited reach. 
The U.S. government cannot hope to get 
the kind of broad power that SOPA would 
grant it by appealing to the judicial branch. 
So why do it at all?

One answer is that it wanted to send a 
message. By taking down a large, publicly 
visible corporation, the U.S. sends an 
anti-piracy message that is necessary after 
backing down from the passage of SOPA. 
If slinking away from SOPA made the 
government seem weak at all, surely the 
arrest would save face and retain the image 
of the U.S. as tough on crime.

But if this was the goal, it too was 
an immense failure. In response to 
the Megaupload arrests, hacker group 
Anonymous launched a series of distrib-
uted denial-of-service (DoS) attacks and 
took down the Department of Justice and 
other government websites. In one of the 
larger attacks made by the group, the DoS 
made it clear that sending a signal is not 
enough: As long as the government wants 
to significantly interfere with the Internet, 
there will be people who will fight until 
their last breath. 

If there’s something to be taken away 
from these events, it is that no piece of  
legislation or government action will 
effectively curtail Internet piracy. We as 
a society must fundamentally rethink 
the way we view copyright in light of the 
Internet and change the way we deal with 
the commerce of intellectual property. 
Until we do, pointless disputes of this 
kind will continue to occur, and the Kim 
Dotcoms around the world will be vainly 
arrested, only for others to spring up in 
their place. We can no longer hold onto 
our archaic intellectual property laws. We 
may not need to get rid of them altogether. 
But they must change.

The 
Megaupload 

mess
AJ SUNDAR
STAFF COLUMNIST

AJ Sundar is a senior in Arts & Sciences. 
Write to AJ Sundar at 
AJ.SUNDAR@STUDLIFE.COM

EDITORIAL CARTOON

MARA CRUVANT | STUDENT LIFE

S
unday, Jan. 22, 2012, 
was the 39th anniver-
sary of  Roe v. Wade. It 
should just be another 

day, because abortion has been 
legal for almost 40 years in 
America. Seriously, it’s been 
decided—legally—by a group of  
highly qualified Supreme Court 
justices. It’s done; the legal right 
to privacy has been cemented, so 
let’s go tackle the next big issue: 
world hunger. Or...not. Instead 
of  just marking a historical 
event, this particular anniversary 
serves as a nagging reminder 
of  just how big of  a gap there is 
between reality and ideals. 

Since we’re in the midst of  
an election year, the constant 
hum surrounding abortions 
and contraception has evolved 
into a general brouhaha. Why 
any politician or political group 
invests time in overturning Roe 
vs. Wade is beyond me, when 
the economy is still far from 
“fixed,” our educational system 
falls short, and campaign finance 
laws regulations are flouted. 
That, coupled with the increas-
ingly uncomfortable abortion 
restrictions that have been 
cropping up, just shows how 
important taking note of  this 

anniversary is and paying atten-
tion to reproductive rights issues 
in general.

There is a reason that 
organizations such as NARAL 
(National Abortion and 
Reproductive Rights Actions 
League) Pro-Choice America 
still exist. Far from being vesti-
gial, groups like these take on 
current issues, including, but not 
limited to, abortion rights, birth 
control and general women’s 
issues. To my mind, it seems 
as though increasing abortion 
restrictions is an attempt to 
impose unnecessary, and anach-
ronistic, restrictions on personal 
behavior.

Abortion, birth control and 
sexual health are all private 
issues (I’m looking at you, Rick 
Santorum. Googled yourself  
lately?). Further restricting or 
outlawing abortion will not 
“make America great again” 
or bring back manifest destiny 
or legislate a moral utopia into 
existence. Prohibition would 
only bring problems, ranging 
from the physical to the philo-
sophical. I don’t like to throw 
around potent words like liberty, 
but such an act would be a grave 
blow to personal liberty if  there 
ever was one. Giving up a certain 
amount of  liberty in exchange 
for social welfare is logical. No 

such exchange is implied in 
outlawing abortion. When presi-
dential hopefuls say they would 
“overturn Roe v. Wade,” I have 
to wonder if  they have consid-
ered all of  the ramifications.

While American women do 
not have to resort to back-alley 
abortions (nor will they anytime 
soon), women did die of  “back-
alley” abortions in the United 
States, and still do in some parts 
of  the world. According to the 
BBC, some 10,000 women a 
year die in Nigeria as a result 
of  illegal and unsafe abortions 
(“Saving Nigerians from risky 
abortions,” 2008). While Nigeria 
and the United States are not 
precisely comparable, the issue 
remains. No one is a fan of  abor-
tion, and there are better ways to 
reduce its existence than prohibi-
tion. Let’s promote accurate sex 
education, personal responsibil-
ity and birth control, shall we? 
Break out the cucumbers and 
condoms; I’m ready. 

Any discussion surrounding 
abortion rights mainly car-
ries implications for women. 
Feminism, at least in my experi-
ence, is ironically similar to 
presidential hopeful Rick Perry 
in that it elicits strong responses 
while being almost too easy to 
mock. I myself  am sometimes 
wary of  describing myself  as a 

feminist because I don’t want 
to come off  as self-righteous 
or, as the case may be, a radical 
gender-separatist. 

At a party I went to a few 
weeks ago, I was discussing 
feminism with a group of  col-
lege guys I barely knew. One 
of  them asked me if  I was a 
lesbian because “they’re the 
same, dude.” I must have put on 
a really good angry feminist face 
because the topic quickly shifted 
away from advanced sexuality 
theory. I am not thin-skinned, I 
have a boyfriend, and I have been 
known to laugh at sexist jokes. 
But I am still rankled when 
people treat feminism like a radi-
cal ideology or a joke, especially 
an unfunny joke. Yes, those guys 
were just joking, but when that 
flippancy extends to the politi-
cal arena, which it apparently 
has, there is cause for concern. 
Restriction on abortion rights is 
usually framed as a moral issue. 
But respect for women, or lack 
thereof, is at the heart of  the 
issue. The anniversary of  Roe vs. 
Wade, even the 39th, deserves 
notice until abortion rights 
become an unquestioned part of  
the status quo.

Happy anniversary, Roe
NATALIE VILLALON
FORUM EDITOR

Natalie Villalon is a junior in Arts 
& Sciences. Write to Natalie Vil-
lalon at NATALIE.VILLALON@
STUDLIFE.COM



On Saturday afternoon, the 
Washington University men’s and 
women’s swimming teams com-
peted in a dual meet with Division I 
Southern Illinois University. Despite 
their valiant efforts, the Bears fell 
short, leaving Carbondale, Ill., with 
15 second-place and 18 third-place 
finishes. 

With a final score of 145-79, the 
women’s team fell to the Salukis but 
ended the meet with eight second-
place and eight third-place finishes. 
The men lost 144-73 while claiming 
seven second-place and 10 third-place 
finishes.

The Bears swam back-to-back 
meets as the team swept Principia 
College in Elsah, Ill., on Friday night, 
with the men winning 130-27 and the 
women 139-38. The teams knew that 
the SIU meet would be a mentally 
and physically challenging task. 

“They’re a scary Division I team,” 
head coach Brad Shively said. “It 
isn’t an everyday current to have 
a Division III program against a 
Division I. We knew it would be a 
hard challenge. I thought our distance 
swims were very strong.”

Some highlights on the men’s side 
included senior Chris Valach, who 
led the team with three second-place 
finishes, two individuals and one 
relay. In the 200-yard backstroke, 
Valach put together a strong race, 
finishing with a time of 1:58.87, only 
2.93 seconds off the pace. He also 
earned second-place in the 1,000-yard 
freestyle with a time of 9:53.24, 10.26 
seconds behind first-place.     

Sophomore Brian Carpenter swam 
strongly in the 200-yard breaststroke 
with a time of 2:11.84, only 3.44 sec-
onds behind first place, while junior 
Mark Minowitz raced well in the 
100-yard freestyle, finishing in 49.09 
seconds and only 0.14 seconds off the 
pace.

In the 400-yard freestyle, the Bears 
team of Valach, freshman Matt 
Nutter, sophomore Jack Walker and 
freshman Luke Dobben put together 
a great performance, finishing only 
9.2 seconds behind SIU’s first-place 
team.

Freshman Zane Turpin also swam 
well for the Bears as he finished the 
meet with two second-place finishes: 
the 200-yard butterfly in 1:57.27 and 
the 500-yard freestyle in 4:51.47. 

On the women’s side, sophomore 
Chi Pham had two second-place 
finishes. Pham swam the 200-yard 
breaststroke in 2:31.64 and the 100-
yard freestyle in 55.05, only 0.99 
seconds away from first.

Freshman Sara Taege also per-
formed impressively at the meet, 
ending the meet with two second-
place finishes. She was only 3.04 
seconds away from first place in the 
200-yard butterfly with a time of  
2:13.37. She also competed well in 
the 200-yard freestyle, finishing the 
race in 1:58.95, 3.60 seconds off her 
pace.

In the 400-yard freestyle relay, 
Taege, sophomore Allison Siegel, 
freshman Katie Crist and junior 
Veronica Tse finished second in 
3:47.10. Sophomore Meghan Lam 
also had a second-place finish in the 
200-yard breaststroke with a time 
of 2:10.01 as did sophomore Paige 
VanTassell in the 500-yard freestyle 
in 5:24.20.

Coach Shively believes that swim-
ming against strong teams like SIU 
will keep his team in the perfect 
mindset for the University Athletic 
Association Championship, which 
takes place in Cleveland, Ohio, from 
Feb. 15-18. 

“We’ve had a tough season swim-
ming against really fast swimmers,” 
Shively said. “But since we’ve seen 
what’s hard, I believe our team is 
ready for the UAA Championship, 
and I’m confident our team will be 
excellent.”

The Washington University track 
and field teams squared off with 
two Midwest rivals this past week-
end and eked out a pair of wins 
against both.

The men’s and women’s squads 
both beat out Illinois Wesleyan 
University (IWU) and the 
University of Chicago for a pair of  
close wins at the Illinois Wesleyan 
Triangular, with the women’s team’s 
119 points barely edging out IWU’s 
117 and the men’s team’s 138 points 
putting them ahead of IWU’s 119.

Back in Bloomington, Ill., for 
the third straight meet, both sides 
got strong performances in both the 
track and the field events to help 
them pull away victorious. 

Among the six winners on the 
women’s side was senior Erica 
Jackey, who took first place in the 
mile run with a time of 5:06.40. 
Jackey’s other appearance on the 
day was another successful one, as 
her second-place time of 2:14.14 in 
the 800-meter run was good for a 
Wash. U. school record.

“I had zero intention of trying to 
set the school record. I had no idea 
till a couple hours after the meet. It 
was my first 800 of the season, and 
I felt good coming off the mile. It 
was a really awesome race, and I’m 
excited,” Jackey said.

Freshman Lucy Cheadle 
(5:13.95) finished right behind 
Jackey in the mile in her only event 
of the day, as did senior Liz Phillips 
(2:17.09) in the 800-meter run.

Four other individual winners 
highlighted the day for the women’s 
team. Sophomore Ahkianne 
Wanliss won the 55-meter dash 
in 7.57 seconds, senior Molly 
Wawrzyniak took the 3000-meter 
run in 10:23.87, and sophomore 
Anna Etherington won the pole 
vault for the second straight week 
at 3.30 meters. Sophomore Jasmine 
Williams tied for first in the high 
jump at 1.61 meters, and those 
points gave Wash. U. the win after 
the initial tally of points for the 

event was incorrect.
The women’s distance medley 

also finished in first place with a 
time of 12:25.28.

“Chicago is really competitive, 
and IWU is an amazing team. The 
fact that we beat them is awesome. 
They’re highly ranked nationally,” 
Jackey said. “I thought it was an 
awesome meet for us.”

Nine different winners paced the 
men’s side to their 19-point victory 
as the team actually won more 
events (nine) than it lost (eight). 
Contributions came in across all of  
the different kinds of events. In the 
sprints, junior Ryan Doll (6.67 sec-
onds) finished first in the 55-meter 
dash and sophomore Arthur 
Townsend (50.99 seconds) won 
the 400-meter dash. Senior Tyler 
Jackson also took the 55-meter 
hurdles with ease, though his time 
of 7.82 missed his season-high mark 
of 7.66 set the previous week.

In the longer-distance events, 
three more Bears came out on top. 
Sophomore Austin Vanbastelaer’s 
4:23.50 won him the mile run, 
sophomore Kevin Sparks finished 
first in the 3000-meter run in 
8:40.67, and freshman Andrew 
Catanese won the 5000-meter run 
in 15:08.68.

Finally, Wash. U. had another 
three athletes coming out on top in 
the field events. Senior Justin Pieper 
won the high jump again at a height 
of two meters, freshman Nicholas 
Alaniva’s 4.42 in the pole vault gave 
him a win, and junior Tom Arnold 
took the shot put with a throw of  
13.67 meters.

The teams will travel to Terre 
Haute, Ind., next week for the 
Engineer Invitational hosted 
by Rose-Hulman Institute of  
Technology. The meet will begin at 
12:30 p.m.

“I think people are already 
doing great, but everyone across 
the board—you’re going to see 
improvement,” Jackey said. 
“Everywhere we’ve had a great 
start, and everyone’s going to get 
better individually, and we’ll get bet-
ter as a whole.”

After over 39 minutes of action, 
nothing separated the No. 7 
Washington University and New 
York University women’s basketball 
teams. In spite of a put-back at the 
buzzer by senior Brianne Monahan 
that gave the Bears the lead, there 
was still no clear winner.

Despite some controversy, Wash. 
U. walked off the court at the 
Washington University Field House 
Sunday afternoon with a 51-49 
victory.

With the game tied, fresh-
man Alexandra Keane missed a 
three-pointer, but freshman Alyssa 
Johanson collected the offensive 
rebound, and head coach Nancy 
Fahey called a timeout with 12.3 
seconds to play and 10 seconds on 
the shot clock.

Out of the timeout, senior Dani 
Hoover inbounded the ball to Keane, 
who drove into the lane before dish-
ing it out to Monahan. With time 
on the shot clock winding down, 
Monahan stepped back, fired a three 
but appeared to miss the rim entirely. 
Freshman Maddy Scheppers col-
lected the rebound and missed a 
layup, but Monahan followed up 
her miss and put back a layup as the 
buzzer went off. 

After officials conferred with each 
other and both coaches, the game 
ended with a Wash. U. win despite 
the protests by the NYU bench.

“I still don’t really know what to 
think of that last play. I think I kind 
of blacked out a little bit,” Monahan 
said. “I don’t really know what hap-
pened; I don’t think anyone does. [I 
feel] kind of relieved and excited. It 
was a close game.”

The Bears overcame a poor shoot-
ing performance across the boards to 
steal a victory from the Violets. The 
Red and Green shot just 27.1 percent 
from the field, including 5-17 (29.4 
percent) from behind the three-point 
line.

“NYU played incredibly well, 
intense, and really threw a lot of  
different combinations at us, so I was 
just happy that we were able to make 
that run in the second half when we 
put those kids in. It’s a tough game, 
one way or the other, winning and 
losing; it was a close game,” Fahey 
said.

Both teams limped into the half  
with NYU leading 21-20. Each com-
mitted 11 turnovers, and Wash. U. 
shot 29.6 percent from the field.

The Violets came out of the break 

firing, building their lead to six points 
(28-22) before Fahey went to her 
bench. Keane and Scheppers entered 
the game with 17:11 to play and 
never left.

“We needed to change the tempo 
of the game. We basically went to 
a little more speed because we had 
to extend our defense, and it helped 
us just take NYU out of their flow a 
little bit,” Fahey said.

NYU pushed its lead to as big as 
ten (35-25) with 14:02 left before the 
Bears began fighting back. Wash. U. 
went on a 14-4 run over the next five 
minutes to pull into a 39-39 tie. The 
teams went back and forth over the 
final nine minutes of action right up 
until the controversial finish.

Hoover finished with 13 points in 
the game, and Scheppers chipped 
in nine points and eight rebounds. 
Keane’s tenacious defense was key 
in turning around the game, and she 
finished with three points, six assists 
and four steals.

“I really think what made the 
difference was the group of five 
who came in, the full court pressure. 
That’s honestly what led us back, a 
lot of steals by a lot of freshmen,” 
Monahan said.

Against Brandeis University on 
Friday night, the Bears got scor-
ing from 11 different players and 
pulled away late en route to a 69-42 
blowout. Freshman forward Melissa 
Gilkey notched her first career 
double-double with 11 points and 13 
rebounds.

“I actually didn’t know I had a 
double-double. It feels good I guess,” 
Gilkey said. “Honestly, they were 
just fouling a lot, so it was pretty 

much all free throws. I wasn’t even 
making that many shots.”

The shooting was poor all-around 
as the Red and Green shot just 39.6 
percent for the game; the starters 
were a combined 7-29 from the 
field, including Gilkey’s 1-10 night. 
However, the Bears shot 53.3 percent 
from behind the three-point line and 
sank 23 free throws thanks to 26 
Brandeis fouls.

The first nine minutes were back 
and forth until, with 10:55 to play 
and Brandeis leading 13-12, Wash. 
U. went on a 10-0 run. Scheppers 
had a layup and a pair of free throws 
during the run, and senior Claire 
Schaeperkoetter capped it off with a 
three-pointer from the left wing. The 
Judges would never lead again as the 
Bears coasted into the half with a 
33-26 lead.

Brandeis got as close as eight with 
10:08 to play, but Wash. U. out-
scored the Judges 27-8 the rest of the 
way, including a 19-5 run in the final 
six minutes that put the game out 
of reach. The Red and Green bench 
scored 37 points, led by Scheppers 
and center Brianne Monahan with 
seven points each.

The road through the University 
Athletic Association gets tougher 
for the Bears next weekend as No. 
5 University of Rochester comes to 
campus. The matchup of top-ten 
teams will tip off on Friday at 6 
p.m., and Wash. U. will face Emory 
University on Sunday at 2 p.m.

“[We will] try to get better every 
day. Both teams play a very different 
style, so we are really going to have 
to put our nose to the grind and play 
hard,” Fahey said.

6 STUDENT LIFE MONDAY, JANUARY 23, 2012

sports
SPORTS EDITORS | SAHIL PATEL & KURT ROHRBECK | SPORTS@STUDLIFE.COM

No. 23 New York University 
handed the Washington University 
men’s basketball team its first confer-
ence loss of the season, 89-75 Sunday 
at the Wash. U. Field House.

The Bears fell into a three-way tie 
for first place in the University Athletic 
Association after the loss to NYU and 
an 80-54 home win over Brandeis on 
Friday. The Bears are tied with NYU 
and No. 8 Emory University at 4-1 in 
conference play. 

NYU shot a blistering 66 percent 
from the field to improve to 14-1 over-
all and drop Wash. U. to 12-4. Guard 
Kyle Stockmal and center Andy Stein 
combined for 41 points on 15-18 
shooting for the Violets. The Bears 
played a solid all-around game but 
could not contain the dynamic NYU 
offense. 

“When [NYU is] running a system 
like that [and playing patiently] and 
they know what they’re looking for… 
it makes it very difficult for us to come 
back,” head coach Mark Edwards 
said. “That’s the hard part about it—
you have to play flawlessly.”

In the first half, NYU’s stifling 
defense frustrated the Bears, who fell 
behind 21-8 after a string of turnovers 
led to open looks for NYU on the 
other end. Wash. U. fought back with 
inside baskets and some defensive 
aggressiveness of their own, but NYU 
headed into the break with a 38-27 
edge. The Bears were off target from 
the three-point range against the tight 

perimeter defense, converting only two 
of 10 attempts. 

NYU opened the second half with 
a three-point basket, but Wash. U. 
answered on a layup by senior center 
Alex Toth and a three-pointer by soph-
omore guard Alan Aboona. The Bears 
narrowed their deficit to six points on 
a three-pointer by freshman guard 
Brayden Teuscher with 15:31 left, but 
momentum returned to NYU after a 
timeout. 

“Some teams will go out of their 
system and do one-on-one kind of  
stuff; some people will create for 
themselves,” said senior guard Dylan 
Richter, who led the Bears with 18 
points on 7-23 shooting, “But they 
stick to their system, and they run it 
really well. We played well—we had a 
game plan for it—but everything just 
fell their way, whether it was shots or 
loose balls.”

The Red and Green’s fortune was 
much better two days earlier against 
Brandeis. 

A week after poor three-point and 
free-throw accuracy nearly did them 
in versus Carnegie Mellon, the Bears 
responded with their best all-around 
shooting game of the season on 
Friday. The team made 56.4 percent 
of its field goals and held Brandeis to 
35.3 percent shooting en route to a 
blowout win. 

The Bears were 8-15 from three-
point range and 10-13 from the 
free-throw line. Richter and Aboona 
combined for 33 points on an efficient 
17 shot attempts. 

Teuscher, who had nine points and 

seven assists in 19 minutes off the 
bench, credited the Bears’ shooting 
turnaround to a pair of factors.

“Part of it is just being at home and 
being more comfortable in our home 
gym than we would be on the road, 
and another part of it is we just played 
with a lot more confidence and aggres-
siveness,” Teuscher said.

Brandeis jumped out to an 8-3 lead 
in the first two minutes, but a 13-2 run 
by the Bears quickly turned the deficit 
into a distant memory. Wash. U. raced 
ahead of Brandeis with 60.9 percent 
first half shooting, heading into the 
intermission with a 41-31 lead. 

Brandeis could not find any rhythm 
in the second half as the Bears kept 
finding and hitting open shots. 
Aboona followed up a three-pointer 
with a driving layup for a 50-33 advan-
tage with 16:21 to play. Later in the 
half, Brandeis endured a stretch of  
only three points scored in almost 
eight minutes, allowing Wash. U. to 
take a 30-point lead. 

“Our coaches did a good job of  
knowing how we should be defending 
them,” Teuscher said. “We really exe-
cuted what the coaches told us to do, 
so that was a lot of times getting out on 
the personnel we knew were shooters 
or covering certain plays.”

Edwards used his third different 
starting lineup in the last six games, 
replacing Teuscher with sophomore 
guard Tim Cooney for the weekend. 

The Bears face University of  
Rochester on Friday, Jan. 20, and 
Emory University on Sunday, Jan. 22, 
in the Wash. U. Field House. 
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Men’s basketball drops first conference 
match of season

Monahan beats buzzer to lift 
Bears over NYU
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Junior Annie Sayers takes a jumpshot against New York University on Sunday, 
Jan. 22, in the Washington University Field House.

Bears sweep IWU 
Triangular

Swimming falls short 
at Southern Illinois 










