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Small groups of students 
in huddles spread through-
out Lopata Hall; people had 
finished or given up on the 
personal fact bingo, and the 
dating game had reached 
an awkward end. Students 
lingered by the photo booth 
for free group portraits, oth-
ers stood by the food table to 
grab spring rolls, macaroni 
and cheese poppers or fondue, 
and others sat down looking 
confused.

Then an organizer 
announced a soul train, the DJ 
put on ABC by the Jackson 
Five and cranked up the vol-
ume, the dancing began in full 
force and the group divisions 
suddenly seemed to disappear.

About 150 students dressed 
in semiformal attire graced 
Lopata Gallery for the first 
ever WUnity Ball, an event 
geared toward bringing 
together a diverse group of  
members of the Washington 
University community to eat 
and socialize—but mostly to 
dance with a combination of  
friends and strangers on Friday 
night.

“When I was a freshman…I 
realized that there were no for-
mal events that you could go 
to unless you had some sort of  
affiliation to a student group 
or to Greek Life,” junior and 
Connect 4 President, Camille 
Young, said. Young thought 
up the event a year ago. “I 
thought it was important for 
people who want to feel like 
they’re in high school and 
dress up nice to be able to do 
that without feeling like they 
need to be part of something.”

The event was a coop-
erative effort by members of  
Connect4, Lock & Chain 
and numerous other student 
groups. It was one of the final 
events of this year’s George 
Washington Week.

 “The main driving force 
has been that, either real or 
perceived, people think the 
Wash. U. community is kind 
of fragmented; people will 
talk about self-segregation and 
people often feel sort of stuck 
in their social groups some-
times,” junior and secretary of  
Connect4, Andreas Mitchell, 
said. Mitchell helped organize 
the event. 

“What we wanted to do 
was really connect the different 
communities that comprise the 
broader Wash. U,” she said. 

Many of the students at the 
event were involved in putting 
it together, or were friends with 
someone who had a part in 
making it happen.

“It just sounded like such 
a cool, new idea, and I just 
wanted to come see how it 
all ended up,” sophomore 
Amanda Garcia, the director 
of services for Congress of the 
South 40, said.

Garcia found out about the 
event when the organizers 
came to CS40 to appeal for 
funding.

“It is awesome, and I hope it 
becomes an annual thing. And 
I hope they are proud of what 
they’ve done,” she added.

Mitchell said the most dif-
ficult part about putting the 
ball together was securing the 
money to put it on. Student 
Union Treasury decided not to 
allocate money to the event in 
December, when it was slated 
to happen at Neo on Locust in 

downtown St. Louis.
The event was ultimately 

funded with the support of  
CS40 and through ticket sales; 
admission to the event cost $5 
per person, and was limited 
to Washington University 
students.

“We knew we had sold 
upwards of 200 tickets so we 
were feeling good about that 
but sort of making sure peo-
ple would turn out was the 
struggle,” Mitchell said. “But 
it looks like we have a pretty 
diverse group of people.”

Junior Ashley Fox, who 
coordinated entertainment for 
the event, said she was very 
pleased with how the event 
turned out.

“I thought it was a great 
idea to bring the campus 
together, it’s something excit-
ing and fun and it’s different, 
in that it’s focused around 
diversity...just celebrating 
Wash. U. students being stu-
dents,” she said. “I would 
definitely call this a success.”

Junior Mikkel Snyder said 
he enjoyed the evening.

“One of my friends asked 
me to come out, and I hadn’t 
been to semiformal since high 
school and I thought it’d be a 
good way to spend the night,” 
he said. “I really appreciate 
what they’re doing here, and 
it means a lot to know people 
are trying to put effort into it.”

Snyder leaned against a 
pillar and greeted a friend, 
while looking at several dozen 
students line dancing in the 
middle of the hall, “I don’t 
know any of these dances,” he 
said. “I learned how to dance 
from Disney movies, so I just 
sway back and forth and it 
usually works.”

MCAT FROM PAGE 1

Herman, who directs the 
MCAT preparation course 
at Washington University, 
said that the changes should 
not significantly affect most 
students.

“Most of  our students 
already pursue a broad cur-
riculum that will position 
them quite well for this 
exam, we believe,” she said.

She added that four-year 
advisers of  pre-medical stu-
dents won’t change their 
advising philosophy or goals 
and will have another rea-
son to encourage students 
to explore their academics 
broadly.

The AAMC’s “Preview 
Guide for MCAT 2015” 
states that most under-
graduate introductory 
psychology and sociology 
courses should prepare 
students for the social sci-
ences section of  the exam, 
while the new cellular and 
molecular biology informa-
tion should be covered in 
most introductory biology 
sequences.

Most current undergradu-
ates will take the MCAT 
before 2015, with the incom-
ing class of  fall 2012 to be 
the most affected by the 
changes.

According to AAMC, 
a group of  21 individu-
als, known as the MR5 
Committee spent three 
years reviewing over 2,700 
informational and opinion 
surveys from undergraduate 
and medical school faculty, 
administrators and medical 
students, as well as seek-
ing advice from experts and 
advisory groups before pro-
posing the changes.  

The updates mark the first 
time that the exam has been 
significantly changed since 
1991. 

MICHAEL TABB
NEWS EDITOR

WUnity sparks conversation, 
line dancing

SWINGERS DO THEIR THANG ON-CAMPUS

WEI-YIN KO | STUDENT LIFE

WEI-YIN KO | STUDENT LIFE

The organizers of the WUnity Ball, a semiformal held Friday, February 17 in Lopata Gallery to 
promote unity on campus. From left to right: Senior Ezelle Sanford III, sophomore Michele Hall, 
junior Shanet Stefanos, junior Ashley Fox, junior Grace Chao, junior Camille Young, sophomore Tori 
Bawel, and junior Andreas Mitchell.

Swing club gives lessons and invites people to dance to the famous swing band Davina and the 
Vagabonds. 
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L
ater this year the 
Missouri electorate will 
have to vote on legisla-
tion that would require 

one to possess a government-
issued photo identification card to 
be able to vote in state or federal 
elections in Missouri. We believe 
such an action would infringe on 
Missouri citizens’ right to vote 
and is likely a partisan tactic by 
the Republican-held Missouri 
House of  Representatives and 
Senate designed to curtail voting 
by demographics that are likely to 
vote against incumbent legislators 
and Republicans in general. 

While Gov. Jay Nixon vetoed 
the bill in question from being 

actually implemented imme-
diately, it still could pass if  the 
Missouri House garners the 
75-percent support it needs to 
override the governor’s veto or if  
the Missouri electorate chooses 
to enact the measure at the polls 
later this year.

This bill, which was introduced 
by Republican Shane Schoeller, 
would disenfranchise around 
230,000 Missouri voters who 
currently do not have a valid 
government-issued photo identi-
fication. Of  those 230,000 voters, 
a large part are either African-
American, elderly, disabled, not 
very well-off  economically, or 
some combination of  the above. 

In general these groups (espe-
cially African-Americans and 
women) tend to vote in support of  
Democrats.

We question the motivations 
behind a bill that would spe-
cifically disenfranchise Missouri 
voters who, in the past, have 
played a large part in electing 
Democratic legislators and execu-
tives at all levels of  government. 
Moreover, numerous political 
studies have shown that the more 
people who vote, the more suc-
cessful Democratic candidates 
tend to be. This is not restricting 
people from registering who have 
no interest in voting; it restricts 
pre-registered individuals who are 

already at the polls.
Clearly there is more to 

Republicans trying to pass this bill 
than simply trying to curtail voter 
fraud, as its sponsor in the Senate, 
Sen. Bill Stouffer, claims. There 
have been extremely few cases of  
voter fraud in Missouri in the past 
few decades; in 2004, for example, 
there were only two confirmed 
cases of  voter fraud.

The cost of  implementing the 
bill and issuing photo identifica-
tion to the 230,000 Missourians 
this legislation would affect is 
estimated to be between $3 and $7 
million in taxpayer dollars. That 
is no small sum, and we believe 
the money could be better used 

elsewhere, rather than in prevent-
ing legal citizens from voting. 

Moreover, this law could make 
it very difficult for college stu-
dents, if  they don’t have a driver’s 
license or other form of  identifica-
tion, to vote. College students are 
another group that traditionally 
votes more liberally.

Voting in America is a time-
honored tradition and a right 
guaranteed to all. For Republicans 
to attempt to limit the voting 
power of  citizens, especially those 
who might not vote for them, is 
absolutely reprehensible, and we 
believe that no voter identification 
law should be on the books.

STAFF EDITORIAL

Voter I.D. bill restricts voting rights

EDITORIAL CARTOON

A
frican-American stud-
ies: an unnecessary, 
fabricated, pseudo-
academic escape from 

the real sciences. It is simply a 
“recreational” subject of  research, 
ideally left to one’s leisure on the 
weekend, or designated down-
time during the 28 days of  Black 
History Month.

These are a few facets of  oppo-
sition facing African-American 
studies and various other subjects 
of  the humanities. And despite, 
nay, because of  the controversy 
such views may spark, they are a 
worthy topic of  public discourse 
and academic debate. 

African-American studies 
was established as the necessary 
fruit of  the civil rights move-
ment. First established in 1968 at 
San Francisco State University, 
African-American studies was 
a reactionary response to the 
ubiquitous exclusion of  the black 
perspective in academia. Indeed, 
it was established at a time when 

the civil rights of  black Americans 
were not wholly established—a 
time when oppression of  black 
Americans was the ruling para-
digm in this country.

Now, in the “post racial” age of  
the first black president, is it time 
to incorporate African-American 
studies into fully established his-
tory departments? After all, racial 
diversity is now encouraged at 
many colleges. Schools like our 
Washington University, which 
once barred black students from 
the campus, now host special 
programming to encourage their 
attendance. Self-proclaimed 
“progressive” history departments 
now include Lewis Latimer next 
to Thomas Edison; Toussaint 
L’Ouverture alongside Louis XVI. 

African-American studies 
programs transcend the simple 
study of  famous historical figures 
deemed “black.” Rather, the 
programs aim to question what 
is black. These programs phi-
losophize the creation, existence 
and nonexistence of  race in our 
society. These programs look into 
the fabrication and permanency 

of  an American underclass—the 
mudsill, if  you will, upholding the 
very monuments on which our 
nation stands. These programs 
establish a mode of  discourse for 
students to comprehend the social 
forces of  race and class that have 
shaped (and misshaped), our very 
nation. These programs profess 
the historical figures of  African 
descent, who are still ignored by 
collegiate history programs. And 
they contribute so much more. 

Some might argue, or at least 
question the existence of  the 
humanities as a whole. Indeed, 
from the perspective of  a chemist 
or an entrepreneur, both African-
American studies and history 
in its entirety might appear to 
be frivolous, disposable subjects 
of  pseudo-academia. Many are 
perfectly content in embarking 
upon societal progress without 
first knowing the direction in 
which they are headed. Those 
same entrepreneurs may not 
grasp the importance of  minority 
hiring. Those same chemists may 
not grasp the importance of  a 
drug for sickle-cell disease, which 

predominantly affects individuals 
of  African descent. Of  course, for 
many, such enlightening knowl-
edge does not require 20 credits 
of  undergraduate coursework. 
Why invest such time and tuition 
when, frankly speaking, the library 
is both quicker and infinitely 
cheaper? 

But what books would exist 
without established programs 
in the humanities, which scru-
pulously research, write and 
review to ensure the most 
balanced perspective? Are the 
simple, unquestioned facts of  
age-old textbooks adequate for 
balanced historical discourse? Is 
an outdated historical perspective 
enough to base political rhetoric 
upon?

While recognizing the necessity 
of  the humanities, many do not 
see its profitability or economic 
sustainability. The two are not 
mutually exclusive, however, 
those individuals have a decision 
to make. Indeed, we all have a 
decision to make. We can opt for 
vocational training, learning the 
most efficient modes of  monetary 

accumulation. Or we can follow 
in the footsteps of  our nation’s 
forefathers, and in educating our-
selves with the necessities, ideals 
and realities of  mankind, we can 
be this world’s true leaders. We 
shall trade Fortune 500 employ-
ment for a better, freer society. 
We shall trade a paycheck from a 
West Virginia coal company for 
protest of  their misconduct. We 
shall trade personal comfort today 
for a better America, nay, a better 
world, tomorrow. 

Years ago, those eminent words 
of  George Orwell read with didac-
tic truth, “he who controls the 
past controls the future.” Let not a 
focus on the speed of  the car blind 
us to its course; let not a focus on 
the productivity of  our society 
blind us to our direction; let not 
the realities of  the present blind 
us to the warnings of  our past and 
the prospects of  our future.

Long live humanities; long live 
humanity.

T
he Supreme Court is 
hearing a case regarding 
affirmative action for the 
first time in nine years. 

In the 2003 case Grutter v. Bollinger, 
the Court ruled that public colleges 
and universities could take race into 
account in vague ways to ensure 
academic diversity. Now, Abigail 
Fisher, a white student, is suing the 
University of Texas on the grounds 
that she was denied admission 
based on her race. A ruling for or 
against is not expected to do away 
with or firmly establish affirmative 
action in public education, but it 
will hopefully be an important step 
forward in the practice’s abolition.

The practice of affirmative action 
is especially offensive in Texas, 
where by law, the top 10 percent 
of students from each high school 
must be admitted into the state’s 
university system. Since Texan 
high schools are very racially 
homogenous, this results in large 
numbers of minority students being 
instantly admitted into college, 
higher numbers than would be seen 
if  the top 10 percent of the general 
population of Texas high school 
students were admitted. Students 
who are not in the 90th percentile 
or above in their high schools, must 

apply via different means if  they 
wish to attend a state school, using 
a process in which race also plays a 
significant role. Abigail Fisher was 
just shy of the top 10 percent in her 
high school.

The top 10 percent law should 
probably be done away with, but 
it is not the subject of this lawsuit, 
and is not explicitly pro-affirmative 
action legislation. That racial 
discrimination is practiced for 
all other applicants, however, is 
wildly unfair. Sugar Land, Abigail 
Fisher’s hometown, is one of the 
most affluent and fastest-growing 
cities in the state of Texas and has 
an excellent public school system. 
If Abigail Fisher was indeed only 
marginally below the 90th percen-
tile, she should, if  Texas follows 
national trends, still have been head 
and shoulders above many students 
who were automatically accepted, 
and certainly far above many of  
the round two applicants who were 
not in the top 10 percent. She was, 
it is safe to say, more qualified than 
the vast majority of competitive 
applicants, and judging solely on 
academics, deserved acceptance.

Of course, universities take into 
account many factors that are not 
academic. Extracurricular activi-
ties play an important role, as do 
cases in which an applicant has 
had to overcome adversity—being 

a Vietnamese orphan who lost his 
legs after stepping on an old land 
mine, for instance—but race is 
completely beyond a person’s power 
to control, and does not necessarily 
speak to having overcome obstacles 
to achieve. Affirmative action has 
been repeatedly shown to benefit 
richer, better-educated minorities, 
not those from the inner city, and 
even if  this reverse discrimination 
did what it was supposed to do, 
it would not be justified. Racism 
is morally reprehensible in all its 
forms, be it demanding that blacks 
sit in the back of the bus, or barring 
whites from admission to the col-
lege of their choice.

Abigail Fisher wanted to go to 
a Texas state school, and by all 
measurements, she was a qualified 
applicant, more so than many who 
were accepted. That she was not 
speaks to the unfair discrimination 
that is affirmative action. Martin 
Luther King, Jr., in an oft-quoted 
speech, remarked that he wanted his 
children to live in a nation “where 
they will be judged not by the color 
of their skin,” and the Supreme 
Court in its decision should recog-
nize the racial injustice of the Texas 
application progress.

The necessity of black studies
BRANDON WILSON
OP-ED SUBMISSION

Brandon Wilson is a senior in Arts & 
Sciences. Write to Brandon Wilson at 
BRANDON.WILSON@STUDLIFE.COM

No more affirmative action

Matthew Curtis is a junior in Arts & 
Sciences. Write to Matthew Curtis at 
MATTHEW.CURTIS@STUDLIFE.COM

OP-ED SUBMISSION

MATTHEW CURTIS
STAFF COLUMNIST
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The indoor season came to an 
end this past weekend for the No. 
3 Washington University men’s 
tennis squad, as it took fourth 
place in the Intercollegiate 
Tennis Association Division III 
Indoor Championships.

Entering the weekend as 
the tournament’s second seed, 
Wash. U. opened up competi-
tion on Friday with a 5-4 win 
over conference rival No. 11 
University of  Chicago, before 
falling on Saturday with a 5-4 
loss to No. 6 University of  
California-Santa Cruz, which 
set up Sunday’s 5-4 loss to No. 7 
Kenyon College.

“There were a couple of  really 
tough losses to swallow, but over-
all I think our team learned a lot, 
and we’re gonna come out a lot 
better,” junior Adam Putterman, 
the third-ranked player in the 
tournament, said. “We played 
the right way. Things just didn’t 
go our way.”

Wash. U. began the match 
against fourth-seeded Kenyon 
on the right foot, as it had an 
advantage after doubles for the 
first time in the tournament. 
Adam Putterman and fresh-
man Ross Putterman took the 
top matchup 8-5, while junior 
Kareem Farah and freshman 
Kevin Chu lost the second match 
8-5. Sophomore Max Franklin 
and senior Cameron Chiang 
took the third match easily, 8-2, 
to send the team into singles on 
a positive note.

Despite the lead, the Bears 
were overpowered in the sin-
gles round by Kenyon. Adam 
Putterman took the top match 

6-2, 6-2, and Chu’s 6-3, 6-0 
win brought the Bears within 
one victory of  a win for the 
day. However, all of  the No. 
2 through No. 5 slots went 
Kenyon’s way. Ross Putterman 
dropped a 6-3, 6-0 match at No. 
2, junior Gary Parizher lost No. 
3 by a score of  6-4, 6-3, junior 
Bryan Haywood was beaten 6-3, 
6-2 in the No. 5 spot and in the 
day’s final match, Farah lost a 
7-6, (8-6), 6-1 decision to give 
Kenyon the match.

“We played strong doubles, 
our best of  the weekend, and 
were where we wanted to be,” 
assistant coach Kyle O’Leary 
said. “A couple of  their guys in 
singles just played really well. 
We didn’t lose it, they won it. 

Nothing to hang our heads 
about.”

In the semifinal-round loss 
to third-seeded Santa Cruz, all 
three doubles matches were close 
ones that didn’t go the Bears’ 
way. Adam and Ross Putterman 
dropped the top match 9-8 (7-5), 
Farah and Chu were edged out 
8-6 at No. 2 doubles, and Chiang 
and Franklin just missed out 
on a win with another 9-8 (7-5) 
defeat.

Regardless, the Bears came 
out swinging in singles. Adam 
Putterman took the top match 
6-3, 6-4, and Parizher came 
back from a first-set loss to pick 
up a 4-6, 6-4, 6-1 win. But with 
Ross Putterman dropping No. 
2 singles 7-5, 6-2 and Farah 

losing 6-4, 6-4 in No. 4 singles, 
the Bears were unable to bring 
the contest back and win it. 
Haywood (6-3, 0-6, 10-4) and 
Chu (3-6, 6-2, 10-7) salvaged the 
fifth and sixth singles matches 
to bring the final score to 5-4 in 
favor of  Santa Cruz.

Ultimately, it was the losses 
in doubles that put the team in 
a hole that ultimately proved to 
be a bit too much for them to 
rally from—though the Bears 
were happy with their efforts in 
singles.

“It’s really, really hard to get 
over it in the match, and I think 
that’s what’s most impressive 
about what we did—that we got 
swept and brought it back and 
made it close,” Adam Putterman 

said.
On Friday, in the tournament’s 

first round, the Bears defeated 
seventh-seeded Chicago despite 
another slow start in doubles. 
Chu and Farah at No. 2 were 
the only Wash. U. pairing to 
win their match with an 8-1 win, 
while Adam and Ross Putterman 
dropped the top matchup 8-6 
and Chiang and Franklin lost the 
third doubles match 8-5.

However, the Bears responded 
by winning four of  the top five 
singles matches to snag the vic-
tory. Ross Putterman’s three-set 
(1-6, 7-5, 6-1) defeat was the 
only one in the top five for the 
Bears. Adam Putterman (6-2, 
6-2), Parizher (6-4, 6-2), and 
Farah (7-5, 6-2) all won at first, 
third and fourth singles respec-
tively, and it was Haywood’s 
come-from-behind victory (2-6, 
7-6 (7-5), 6-1) at fifth singles that 
iced it for the Bears.

“We knew they were going to 
come out really pumped up, and 
they surprised us a little bit at 
the beginning. At the end we just 
had a couple juniors that really 
stepped up—Bryan, Gary and 
Kareem, all three of  them just 
stepped up huge to get the match 
for us,” Adam Putterman said.

With three close matches on 
the weekend, the Bears are con-
fident and hungry to take on the 
rest of  their season.

“We set ourselves up to do 
some big things and we fell a 
little bit short,” O’Leary said. “I 
think it’ll make us hungrier the 
rest of  the year.”

The Bears will be back in 
action a week from tomorrow 
when they face Ferris State 
University at home.
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KURT ROHRBECK
SENIOR SPORTS EDITOR

Bears take fourth at Indoor Championships

BEN GOTTESDIENER | STUDENT LIFE

Bryan Haywood came back from a 2-6, 2-5 deficit on Friday to win 2-6, 7-5, 6-1 victory to clinch the match for the Bears 
against No. 11 ranked University of Chicago in the quarterfinals at 2012 Intercollegiate Tennis Association (ITA) Division 
III National Team Indoor Championship.  

The Washington University’s 
track and field teams’ hard 
work throughout the two-day 
indoor University Athletic 
Association Championship 
meet paid off, as both the 
men’s and women’s teams took 
top spots, bringing new school 
records and multiple-event 
winners back to St. Louis.

With a final score of  149 
points, the women’s team 
defeated second-place Emory 
by 13 points, while the men’s 
squad won the meet with 
117 points and an impres-
sive 27-point advantage 
over second-place Carnegie 
Mellon University and Emory 
University. The meet was held 
at the New Balance Track and 
Field Center in New York. 

“We did really well in this 
meet,” head coach Jeff  Stiles 
said. “We’re very proud of  our 
athletes and coaching staff. 
The kids were awesome and 
just spot on. I could tell that 
both sides really maxed out on 
both days.”

On the first day, the women 
had a remarkable start in the 
pole vault as sophomores 
Anna Etherington and Moira 
Killoran and freshman Claire 
Simons made a first-through-
third sweep. Etherington won 
the UAA title with a height 
of  3.55 meters while Killoran 
and Simons posted personal-
best heights of  3.45 meters and 
3.35 meters, respectively. The 
distance medley relay team, 
composed of  freshman Lucy 
Cheadle, sophomores Shannon 
Howell and Elizabeth Worley 
and senior Erica Jackey, broke 
the UAA record by 10 sec-
onds, finishing with a time of  
12:01.04 and winning the con-
ference title.

Sophomore Sarah Fisher 
dominated the 5,000-meter 
race, recording a time of  
17:39.12 and winning the 
event. Other highlights 

included the performances of  
sophomore Jasmine Williams 
and junior Anne Diaz-
Arrastia, both of  whom posted 
season-best long jump heights 
of  5.36 meters and 5.09 meters, 
respectively.

The men’s team also left New 
York with a championship 
in hand. In the 5,000 meters, 
sophomore Kevin Sparks led 
Wash. U. to a second-place 
finish, recording a time of  
14:45.55, which is ranked third 
in program history. Freshman 
Ryan Senci finished with a 
time of  14:54.69, earning 
all-UAA honors and posting 
a personal-best time. Senior 
Tucker Hartley came in fifth-
place at 15:03.04.

Freshman Nick Alaniva 
placed third in the long jump, 
clinching all-UAA honors 
with a personal-best height of  
6.66m. Senior Justin Pieper 
placed second in the high 
jump as he cleared a height of  
2.00m to tie his season-best. 
In the 200-meter preliminar-
ies, junior Ryan Doll recorded 
a time of  22.33, breaking the 
school record by .08 seconds 
and qualifying for finals. 

Though weary and tired, 
Wash. U. was determined to 
finish strong on the second day. 

“We just tried to take advan-
tage of  what we can control,” 
Stiles said. “We just went 
out there and did the best we 
could. We’ve got great ath-
letes and we knew that we 
could keep up with great per-
formances from Saturday. We 
went all in with no regrets.”

The women started out 
strong again as Williams fin-
ished sixth in the finals of  
the 200- meters, recording a 
time of  26.83. In the women’s 
800-meters, Wash. U. had a 
1-3-6 finish in the finals as the 
UAA champion, Jackey, led the 
Bears with a time of  2:12.60, 
senior Liz Phillips, 2:15.09, 
and junior Elisabeth Stocking, 
2:23.31. Jackey and Phillips 
continued their dominating 

performance in the mile run, 
as Jackey won the event with 
5:00.22, and Phillips, 5:03.38. 
Sophomore Claire Tourjee 
also finished fifth (5:09.45). In 
the 4x400, sophomore Nkele 
Davis, Williams, Phillips, and 
Howell placed second.

Continuing their excellent 
performance, the men grinded 
out the second day with several 
top place finishes, maintain-
ing their lead. In the 60-meter 
dash, Doll and Alaniva placed 
fourth and fifth, respectively, 
with times of  7.20 and 7.22. 
Doll continued his dominance 
in the 200-meters, recording a 
runner-up time of  22.27 as he 
was barely edged at the finish 
line.

Sophomore Arthur 
Townsend also ran well, plac-
ing third in the 400-meters with 
a time of  50.67. Senior Tyler 
Jackson won the 60-meter hur-
dles, with a time of  8.14. Men’s 
pole vault was also a success as 
freshman Troy Makous (4.45 
meters) took first, Alaniva 
(4.40 meters) second, and 
freshman Kyle Engelken (4.10 
meters) fifth. 

With these two victories in 
the books, the track and field 
team will travel to Naperville, 
Ill. on March 2 for the North 
Central Last Chance Meet. 

“We really need to recover 
from this,” Stiles said. “I think 
we can use these wins as a 
springboard towards more 
wins. I’m excited to see where 
we will go from here. We’re 
going to try to advance more 
people to nationals, but for 
right now, I’m just proud of  
my kids.”

Track and field wins UAA 
Indoor Championship
DEREK SHYR
SPORTS REPORTER 

The No. 9 Washington 
University women’s basketball 
traveled to play No. 2 University 
of  Chicago in both teams’ regular 
season finale on Saturday. 

Both teams were locked into 
their final spots in the University 
Athletic Association, Chicago in 
first and Wash. U in second, but 
the rivalry game was not without 
drama. With a 76-67 win, Chicago 
finished the regular season unde-
feated for the first time in school 
history. The Bears conclude the 
regular season with a 20-5 record.

“They have so many threats. 
They have a very good inside game 
with [Chicago’s Taylor Simpson 
and Morgan Herrick], and they 
can shoot the three.” senior guard 
Dani Hoover said. “And they’re 
aggressive taking the ball to hoop. 
You can’t just stop inside game or 
outside game, because they’re very 
well rounded and tough to play 
against.”

Chicago started slowly, and the 
Red and Green jumped out to a 
10-4 lead about four minutes into 
the game. This would be the Bears’ 
largest lead. A minute and a half  
later the Maroons had tied it back 
up. Chicago took the lead, 17-16 
with 10 minutes left in the half. 
Wash. U. regained the lead, 20-19, 
after a shot by freshman forward 
Melissa Gilkey with 8:28 remain-
ing in the first half, but that was the 
last lead of  the game for the Bears.

“We were running our [offense] 
pretty well and sticking to the scout 
we had on them, making sure we 
sat down on their drive and [made] 
easy baskets,” Hoover said. “In 
the last eight and a half  minutes 
of  the half  we were missing shots 
and not taking the best shots and 
we just stopped scoring, and when 
you play a good team, you can’t do 
that.”

Chicago then went on a 10-point 
run, and kept extending its lead 
for the rest of  the half. The biggest 
differential was with thirty sec-
onds left, a 41-25 lead for Chicago, 
which held until Hoover made a 

three-pointer to end the first half.
The Bears came out strong in 

the second half, going on a 10-1 
run in the first six minutes to 
decrease the deficit to four, 42-38. 
The Maroons responded with their 
own smaller five-point run, but 
with 10:49 to go, Wash. U. senior 
Claire Schaeperkoetter made a 
three-pointer to get the deficit 
down to four again, 53-49. That 
was the closest the Bears would get 
for the rest of  the game. Chicago 
went 15-18 from the free throw line 
in the second half  to hold on to the 
victory. 

“They were hitting the outside 
shots, but we knew that, going in, 
they were going to hit some outside 
shots, and instead of  staying calm, 
we continued to run out at them, 
which allowed them to drive and 
draw fouls,” Gilkey said. “We just 
didn’t respond the way we should 
have.”

Gilkey led the way for the Bears, 
finishing with a team high 15 
points and eight rebounds. Hoover 
and Schaeperkoetter had 14 and 12 
points respectively, and freshman 
Alyssa Johanson chipped in 10 
points off  the bench.

The NCAA Division III selec-
tion show will air on Monday at 
1:30 p.m. to announce the tour-
nament bids. Wash. U. will be 
looking to receive an at-large bid 
while Chicago received the auto-
matic berth for the top spot in the 
UAA. Tournament games will 
begin next weekend. 

“This team has talent in all areas 
and we’ve shown that throughout 
the year,” Gilkey said. “While 
Chicago is an undefeated team, 
we did give them a run for their 
money, and it just shows that we 
can play against anyone. So we’re 
to come out and play every single 
game the way we know we can. 
There’s nothing stopping us but 
ourselves.” 

With additional reporting by Kurt 
Rohrbeck and Alex Dropkin.

TREVOR LEUZINGER
SPORTS REPORTER 

Women’s basketball 
drops finale to Chicago










