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FROM THE RE-FOUNDERS

W

e have all heard W&L’s motto, Non In Cautus Futuri: Not Unmindful of the
Future. However, in preparing its students to look to what lies ahead, the
University should not forget to keep an eye to its past. Our beloved school
is rich in tradition, and it is in this great tradition that we find our highest values of
honor and gentlemanly behavior, given to us by our school’s single most important
figure, General Lee.
Upon his arrival at Washington College, Lee ceased the practice of unannounced
inspections of dormitory rooms by faculty members. This was not because students
behaved exceptionally well or because Lee was not concerned with their affairs. Rather,
Lee believed that good behavior motivated solely by fear of consequences was cheap,
that a true sense of honor and duty could only be inculcated from within.
Out of this belief in student autonomy sprung our honor system, the hallmark of
our school to this day. Throughout the years, W&L students have thrived by their own
initiative because they had the freedom to do so, producing some of the most successful alumni in the world. However, the freedom
that Generals have long enjoyed is under attack
by this administration.
The recent proposal by this administration
to require juniors to live on campus is about
more than just a simple change of scenery for
students. It is a manifestation of the administration’s desire to paternalize us and keep us under
its watchful eye, reflecting a deep-seated distrust that students can conduct their own affairs
with the self-discipline and responsibility that
Lee believed they could. If passed, Dean Sidney
Evans’ proposal would seek to control where
students live and who they eat meals with. Even
student parties are not out of the reach of the
administration, as Dean Evans has so clearly
pointed out by comparing them to a “middle
school dance,” believing it is her responsibility
to step in and brandish the beacon of reform on this matter.
It is our hope that The Spectator will provide students with a lively source for
fact and opinion regarding issues facing this campus and will foster discussion among
them about these issues. As The Spectator is the only student publication completely
independent of university funding, we can offer a unique viewpoint on the topics concerning our school. In the following pages, you will read stories concerning third-year
housing and changes to pledgeship among other things. We would like to sincerely
thank our staff and everyone who contributed to this issue for all their hard work. We
hope you enjoy the premier issue of the newly revived Spectator.
Respectfully,
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A Few Reflections

A

fter graduating from Washington and Lee this past May, I have
had several months to consider
the years I spent there from an external
perspective. Looking back on my time
at W&L, several points are abundantly
clear. First, I am confident that my academic and intellectual growth at W&L
surpassed that which would have occurred had I selected a different University. However, my education was of a far
broader scope than pure coursework. In
fact, the greatest value of my degree may
lie in the traditions that provide the historic foundation for the University. I am
referring to those traditions with which
we are all familiar, including the Honor
System, the Speaking Tradition, and
Greek organizations. These all contributed positively to my time at W&L and
have been of immeasurable value away
from school as well. However, my greatest concern is that these traditions and
organizations which contributed so positively to my broader education are falling
by the wayside, as concern regarding the
state of these traditions is diminishing
among current students, alumni, faculty,
and the administration. Certainly I am
not the first person to express concern
regarding the movement away from historical traditions, but I can say with confidence that over the course of my time at
W&L, there was a noticeable change in
attitude regarding these traditions.
When I first arrived at W&L as a prospective student, I vividly remember my
surprise as the majority of students carried themselves confidently on the Hill
and verbally acknowledged other students, faculty, or perfect strangers without hesitation. Over the years, the number of these proponents of the Speaking
Tradition dwindled in favor of students
who preferred listening to their Ipod and
counting bricks as they plodded along
wistfully dreaming of how exceptionally boring they would be if only they
had gone to Davidson. The one positive aspect these individuals bring to the
table is that they do provide some entertainment on the way to class because
they are paying absolutely no attention
to where they’re headed. In an effort to
FALL 2013

By Clay Holshouser

breathe some life into the tradition, I often made a point to walk straight towards
the “brick counters” to see their reaction
when they realized someone had broken
their isolationist bubble. My personal favorites were the individuals who would
look up and give this ridiculing stare
that implied “How could you almost
have run into me??? You’re the one looking where you’re going… “ In an effort
to bring the Speaking Tradition back, I
would encourage those of you who are
lucky enough to still be on campus to try
this out. I’m sure the Spectator would be
willing to hold a section for most comical Speaking Tradition encounters of the
week, and it might actually
encourage people to pause
and have some form of personal interaction.
Beyond the slow decline
of the Speaking Tradition,
there is a far more aggressive attack on the University’s Greek organizations.
The administration seems
to be of the opinion that
the Greek system interferes
with students’ academic
pursuits and negatively
impacts social interaction on a campus
wide basis. I am sure that the reader is
familiar with many of these points, so I’ll
refrain from going into specific detail, but
I would like to point out several observations. First, above and beyond all other
pursuits, the University is responsible for
educating its students to a degree that we
are able to succeed honorably in the professional world, regardless of our career
paths. I am not usually one to point to
college ranking systems as reliable sources of information, but last year’s Alumni
Factor report, which ranked W&L as the
#1 University in the country, caught my
attention. The ranking focuses on the
outcome of an education rather than the
statistics of incoming class. According
to alumni surveyed, W&L outranked its
peers in successful career preparation,
immediate job opportunity, the ability
to develop both deep and lasting friendships, and average household income.
Certainly every ranking system has its

flaws, but that sounds like our alumni
are doing just fine despite the fact that
the vast majority were “victims” of one of
the strongest Greek systems in the country. Could it be possible that the Greek
system actually encourages students to
strike a balance between academic and
social pursuits that serves them well once
they leave Lexington?
There will be plenty of discussion on
the upperclassmen housing proposals in the subsequent pages, however
I would like to touch on one point for
thought. If the goal of the University is
to prepare students for life upon our
regrettable departure from Lexington,
is mandatory upperclassmen housing supportive of
that effort? When Robert
E. Lee became President of
the University, he rescinded
the mandatory dormitory
inspections in favor of increased student responsibility and personal freedom.
I am of the opinion that
on-campus upperclassmen
housing would restrict student freedoms, limit the
opportunity for intellectual
and social growth independent of the
University, and reduce the social scene at
W&L to a mere shadow of its current self.
The administration appears to have conceived a notion that it has the capability
to create some sort of utopian housing
situation. However, it is doubtful that the
administration’s utopian housing complex will be viewed in the same manner
by future students forced to reside there.
These issues are multi-faceted and deserve significant attention as the University moves forward with future planning,
as they impact the historical foundation
of Washington and Lee. As plans continue to make forward progress, I would
suggest that the decision makers look not
to the model of other educational institutions to guide the future of University,
but to be more mindful of the past and
both embrace and protect the unique
legacy of Washington and Lee.
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-Andrew Fox

Graham-Lees
Renovations
Displace
Thousands of
Disease Strands

F

ollowing recent reports confirming Washington and Lee University’s

renovation plans for the Graham-Lees
residence hall, subdued murmurs transformed into protest as members of the
community expressed concern for the
thousands of disease strands that could
potentially be displaced during the process. Various Pro-prokaryotic groups
have expressed concern over the rapidly
approaching date when the renovations
will commence, with the consensus being that although they understand that
Washington and Lee must move forward with the plans they fear the effect it
could have on the campus’ microscopic

community. “I know they [the university] say each dorm room will have stuff
like desks and beds for each student but
what isn’t mentioned is the need for staples like the common cold, the flu, and
strep throat to all be entirely available to
the average resident,” said one professor
of biology. With half of Graham-Lees expected to be shut down during the 20142015 school year, the maintenance of the
dorm’s current bacterial levels is believed
to be impossible. When asked about
the state of campus sickness moving
forward, sophomore Keaghan Ritchie
responded, ”I’m not sure, it’s all happening so fast, you’d like to think that everything is gonna be fine but just yesterday I
overheard people mention some kind of
bacteria transfer program talking about
how Gaines wouldn’t be that bad an option! Gaines!!”

Student Says
Roommate with
Kramer Poster
Must be ‘Quite
the Comedian’

U

pon discovering that his roommate
brought home a Kramer poster, Davis Hall resident Stephan Tylar remarked
that his roommate must be “quite the
comedian.” Indeed, after walking into

his room and seeing the likeness of the
eccentric Seinfeld star, Kosmo Kramer,
hanging on his wall Tylar could only sing
the praises of his roommate’s presumed
comedic talent. “Wow, I mean I thought
he[Tylar’s roommate] was a cool guy but
I had no idea he had such a sense of humor. I can only
imagine
what
kind of zany antics he’ll get into,”
Tylar added. As of
press time, Tylar’s
roommate
has
been unavailable
for comment. “I
haven’t seen him
around today but
Ha.
he should be back
soon,” said Tylar
adding, ”Maybe he’ll do one of those
crazy entries when he shows up, just like
Kramer. I just know this guy’s gonna be
a riot.” Tylar noted the large number of
people putting up the same Kramer poster in their rooms expressing surprise and
satisfaction at how many blossoming comedians he’s meeting on campus. “Yeah
I can’t believe how many people love
Seinfeld too! It’ll definitely be a laugh factory here on the hill.” Tylar added that
although it might be a bit of stretch, he
hopes there are some people who like the
Beatles around campus as well.

Who contributes to

The Spectator ?

Nah, not her—we found her
on Wikimedia Commons. But YOU can!
We’re looking for writers and artists,
so if that’s you, drop us a line:
wluspectator@gmail.com
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The Residential Life Task Force Report:
The Mere Semblance of Legitimacy?
I

-Paul Lagarde

this small, selective group of students, instead of the University
n 2012, the Residential Life Task Force conducted a study at large? Evans will say that, in fact, she has done due diligence
of the housing situation at W&L and
and consulted all different kinds of
presented their report to the Board of
students in a focus group setting.
Trustees in May of that year. Since that
However, looking at the profile of
time, the task force has continued to
students attending the focus groups,
seek input on this issue, conducting sevone can see that perhaps these were
eral focus groups on campus. Heading
not representative of the University
up the task force are Trustee Dallas Wilt
as a whole either, with sophomore
and Dean Sidney Evans, who has been
independents attending outnumleading the charge on the home front.
bering sophomore Greeks, when in
Bringing students back to campus and
actuality, the number of Greeks on
improving relations between men and
this campus is four times more than
women are the main arguments Evans
the number of independent students.
has made for requiring junior students
Furthermore, one student who atto live in university housing.
tended these focus groups described
Though the report offered by the
the questions asked as “very pointed”
task force is extensive, it presents many
and “clearly intending to evoke a
flawed arguments as part of a clear
certain response.” When asked for
agenda by this administration to recomment, Dean Evans declined to
quire on-campus housing for juniors.
respond.
Perhaps the most egregious shortcomHere are some of the quotes used
ing in the report is Section 1 Part C, a
in the report to support requiring jusection of student quotes that seeming- Though located in Student Commons, how much does the niors to live on campus:
ly reflects a widespread outcry among office of Student Affairs really have in common with the
“I think the fact that we don’t ever
students?”
students about the supposed isolating
have to run into women at meals the
nature of off-campus housing. For the past several months, Dean following week after seeing them at parties encourages behavior in
Evans has visited every fraternity and sorority house, assuring the which we otherwise would not engage.”
Greek community that many students have voiced their opinions
and believe it is in the best interest of future juniors for the ad“The only time we see the men is on their turf, on their terms,
ministration to require them to live on campus. Citing anonymous drinking their beer.”
quotes from students left and right, Evans has sought to convince
students that the benefits of her plan far outweigh the negative con“There needs to exist an even split of authority on this campus in
sequences that such a change would have on W&L.
order to balance out the skewed gender dynamics that have come
The skeptical observer might wonder which students made these to characterize W&L’s social world.”
statements. Was there some University-wide survey? Was there an
open forum featuring discussions about the possibility of requirAll in all, sixteen student statements were submitted in the reing juniors to live on campus? No. The Residential Life Task Force port under the section labeled “Student Quotes” (Section 1, Part
Report reveals quite different sources of student input. It turns out C), and yet, not one called for things to remain the way they have
that these quotes were taken predominately from places like the for years. I find this apparent lack of support for the unique W&L
2010 Women’s Leadership Summit and vague “focus groups,” with culture and the longstanding tradition of student autonomy hard
the exception of a few posts from an online campus blog, which to believe. If the Board of Trustees is basing their decision partly
was considered reliable enough for the task force’s purposes, yet on student input, then the quotes given in the report are a poor
oddly, or perhaps conveniently, is not named in the official report.
representation of student opinion at W&L, and it is a shame that
As one might guess, the Women’s Leadership Summit is open Dean Evans and Co. would make them seem so. If the Board really
only to women, thus eliminating the possibility for male opinion to wants an accurate reading on how students feel about this issue, I
be considered on this important issue. Furthermore, the Women’s challenge them to conduct a survey or an open forum, so that all
Leadership Summit is clearly a magnet for liberal activists, with students have the opportunity to make their opinions heard in a
last year’s keynote address given by Dr. Johnetta B. Cole, an Ober- fair, representative way.
lin graduate and founder of the Johnetta B. Cole Global Diversity
and Inclusion Institute. I don’t think anyone will disagree with me
when I say that your average W&L student is not a liberal. So why,
then, is Dean Evans supporting her project with quotes taken from
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I have often stopped to think concerning the very small amount of direct moral teaching there was at the university. And yet it is
a safe wager that nine out of ten alumni would say that not even the boyhood years at home were fraught with such impressive
lessons in morality. The air at W&L always seemed to me to be one part hydrogen, two of oxygen, and three parts ethics.
-Walter Edward Harris, The Alumni, Great and Otherwise, 1937.

Sometimes Near the River: A Response
to Our Nanny’s Hysterical Fear

I

-Marshall Woodward and Christian von Hassell

can on my honor state that Washington and Lee is a unique
institution: A statement that students of Davidson, Swarthmore,
Amherst, and other top-notch cookie-cutter institutions most certainly cannot. Liberal arts colleges are currently in a race to become a caricature of what one could call “the nanny school.” The
administration is crusading to suffocate our culture, conform us,
repress our identity, and all for the saddest of reasons: to fit in!
I came here for an education. I came for Virginia, for
hard-ass professors, and to be proved wrong, time and time again
by my teachers, my friends, and yes, by my constantly growing
and maturing self. Our four years of learning at Washington & Lee
should not just be in colonnade classrooms or calculated “housing
clusters,” but in getting the only chance in our otherwise hyperdriven lives to wake up in the woods, to the sound of Buffalo Creek,
to the fog rolling off of Hogback Mountain. Just as walking down
the colonnade invigorates the academic spirit, a daily drive from
Hooterville cultivates a sense of place that can never be matched by
fancy collegiate suburbs, no matter how “diverse and stimulating”
the administration envisions they will be.
Our fathers learned to balance beers, books, and landlords.
They now comprise one of the most successful alumni groups the
world has seen, even though they did not experience the current
administration’s grand vision. Yet in the mayhem that was an unplanned, unbabysat four years, these men and women navigated
their studies, parties, and relationships on their own volition, and
in turn they became competent, moral, and social human beings,
who could not only can think by themselves, but act by themselves
as well. We as students, especially Washington and Lee students,
should not let our college lives be defined
solely by our academics- nay: our classroom
is the conversation with the dubious landlord,
getting snowed in and maybe losing power,
and setting up a last minute tent so the band
doesn’t get rained out- all with Socrates, Descartes and Madison weighing both backpack
and mind.
Wastleland, Pumptown, Windfall,
Dixie- these dynastic houses are rich in history
and are the birthplace of memories that mold
and strengthen students here. Easily enough
these party houses are written off as bastions of
bacchanalia- and that they may sometimes be.
Nonetheless, they are also bastions of friendship, memories, and, yes, W&L. But the same
students that are being prepared for Goldman
Sachs, medical school, and Fulbright Scholarships are not trusted to tread lightly near the
river. This excerpt from the Residential Life
Task Force’s Report reflects the jaded fears of an administration
6 / THE SPECTATOR

determined in a quest for domination of every aspect of students’
lives:
Parties have moved off campus to a troubling degree.
They are held in venues that are dark, remote, sometimes near the
river, and where the terrain invites broken limbs from a misstep.
They often
grow to a size that creates problems of control
and management. Students may be left stranded in an unsafe situation that leaves them vulnerable. These parties are unsupervised
and beyond the scope of significant influence from the University.
The task force looks at us like we are children. Sure, we’re
young; sure, we make mistakes; sure, we might fall down on the
‘treacherous’ terrain of the pole houses, but when we do, we do
like our parents taught us, and we get back up. Nannying us is not
the solution. The drunkard who falls down a hill brought the pain
upon himself, and such a physical setback pails in comparison to
the growth he experiences in learning from his mistakes. If our
true concern were liability, isn’t it quite a long walk from the classroom all the way across those precarious bridges and fields without
sunscreen and a helmet?
A Third-Year housing requirement is a conveniently
backdoor method of extinguishing the school’s social climate. I
know the administration does not believe in the Greek system,
but as a student and a newly initiated member of a fraternity, I
can dismiss their convictions as absolute and utter bunk. The administration does not believe that students here can benefit from
anything the school itself does not design, control, and take credit
for. Off-campus housing for Greeks is just that, out of the reach of
administrative programming and in touch with the perennial soul
of Washington and Lee, the students.
The first slippery steps have been taken
to suffocate the livelihood of this school. This
Orwellian revolution looms over W&L. The
Conformity Compound shall soon suppress
the Greek system with a system that equates
inorganic structure with freedom, construction with progress, and oversight with growth.
Yet, this plan lies against the very spirit of the
student which it ought to embolden. A divide
between the administration and the students
is expected, and even desirable to an extent.
And of course the administration means well,
and of course the students are not always right.
But with all institutions of power, the divide
between subject and ruler can widen to unhealthy, destructive margins. When it does,
and it always does, it is the duty of the subjects,
the students to voice their opinion, to remind
our overseers that their mandate is to serve
the students, to foster identity and uniqueness,
not rob it.
FALL 2013
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We Aren’t Just Another Liberal Arts
School
-Ty Mitchell

When Dean Evans came to our chapter
meeting and presented the proposal for the

third-year housing requirement, she said that
the administration wanted to make Washington and Lee more similar to other liberal arts
schools around the country. In her words,
“There is a clear recognition that a third year
residency requirement would bring us more in
line with our peers” (Residential Life Task Force
Report, pg. 5, par. 4). Examples of these other
liberal arts schools include such institutions as
Oberlin and Vassar, both of whom are quite
nearly opposites of our school. Well I did not
choose to attend Oberlin. Nor Vassar. Nor any
other liberal arts school. I, like all of my peers,
chose to come here, to Washington and Lee.
Washington and Lee is a school rich
with heritage. From the Speaking Tradition to
the Colonnade to Fancy Dress, every one of
these traditions adds to the unique identity of
this school. Another tradition that is instilled
in this school is the legacy of student autonomy
that Robert E. Lee introduced when he became
President of the University. We are given a large
amount of freedoms at this school, something
that we may take for granted, but these very
same freedoms are being threatened to make
room for a larger role by the administration in
our lives.
When I chose to attend W&L, the idea of being able to live off campus my junior year definitely influenced my decision. The idea of being able to live out in the middle of the Virginia
countryside seemed like a scenario that most
could only dream about. Chris Ives, a current
senior who lived at Hooterville his junior year,
shared a similar perspective, saying, “From the
start of freshmen year I knew I wanted to live out
in the country one year…Living there [Hooterville] provided a unique experience for me that
I will never forget.” Whether the administration
wants to admit it or not, the prospect of being
able to live off campus during junior year is a
contributing factor towards the identity of the
school.
Living off campus is not only something
that is look forwarded to by underclassmen
and prospective students, but also serves as
a bridge that connects the past to the present.
Houses like those on Windfall Hill or the Poles
are an iconic part of not only our current social life, but are also responsible for memories
FALL 2013

made in years past. Bert Ponder, graduate of the
Class of 1983, recollected that living off campus
“was a part of my W&L experience that I look
back on very fondly. I still have a picture that
my dad took of Windfall, which he gave me for
Christmas my junior year.” How many graduates of others schools can say that, thirty years
later, they still have a picture of their off-campus
house? Washington and Lee is a special school
with special traditions, which in themselves
create memories that cannot be replicated anywhere else.
In conclusion, I would like to point out
that I realize that this situation is similar to the
deliberation of whether or not to allow women
to attend, but I also believe that the positives of
that decision greatly outweighed the negatives.
In this case, however, I must tend to disagree.
The implication of this new rule will destroy not
only the tradition of autonomy that the students
have always had at this school in being able to
choose where and how they live, but will also
drastically change the social landscape in a way
that would alter the fabric of our institution.

“Would Lee support the current administration in its quest
for conformity?”
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A Closer Look at the Economic Ramifications of the Third-Year Housing Mandate
Lexington’s Threatened Million-Dollar Industry
-Latham Peak

There has been much talk in this issue regarding the proposal requiring juniors to live on cam-

pus. One issue that should be considered is what
impact this potential mandate would have not only
for Washington and Lee students, but for the surrounding Lexington and Rockbridge community
as well.
“The most compelling reason for mandating third year housing,” Dean Evans said, “was to
preserve, protect, and promote the sense of community that W&L students value on campus.”
According to Dean Evans, many W&L students
complain the social scene involves a gross imbalance: exchanges on the Hill are short-lived while
off-campus interactions usually involve alcohol.
In other words, there is no central meeting point
for students to mix that does not involve libations
or learning. But, would third year housing serve
as the fitting sequel to Graham Lees we’ve all been
waiting for?
While the proposed mandate could facilitate a renewed sense of community to W&L juniors, C-School professor Tim Diette explains that
there are both winners and losers from an economic viewpoint:
“The Rockbridge renters and landowners
would suffer from a decrease in rent,” said Diette.
“Off campus houses are owned [by everyone] from
out of town investors to even W&L professors. Subsequently, local renters, such as W&L seniors and
law students, would benefit from lower monthly
rents.”
Many of these home-owners bought their
houses under the assumption that there would be
a continual demand amongst W&L juniors and seniors. Some of these entities offer a consistent second line of income to landlords, who rely on the
extra cash flow..
“But, there is a risk with any investment,”
adds Diette. Considering the average student living off campus pays around $400 per month (a reasonable estimate), and there are probably around
400 students in the average junior class living off
campus (another reasonable estimate), and most
leases are for twelve months, then the Lexington
community would be losing $160,000 per month
if these rental houses and apartments are not filled,
8 / THE SPECTATOR

equating to a loss of almost two-million dollars a
year. This does not even factor in the losses that
landlords would suffer by having to lower their
prices in order to attract the remaining renters. In a
community the size of Lexington, this loss of revenue from the housing market could be devastating.
The potential mandate for on-campus third
year housing has many students up in arms who
think it will diminish the identity of the school.
However, many students also agree with Dean Evans that there is a weakened sense of community
amongst W&L students after freshman year. Since
there are some students who would enjoy a greater
sense of fellowship with their classmates on campus, wouldn’t a clear solution be optional thirdyear housing?
“We need to make sure all the on-campus
buildings are full in order to break even,” explained
Dean Evans. “This would not be a moneymaker for
the school.”
While the Board of Trustees is expected to
discuss and vote on this issue this academic year,
the issue of mandatory on-campus third-year
housing is certainly polarizing. Regardless of your
particular view, the W&L community must be cognizant that this school will incur a very dramatic,
identity altering change if mandatory third-year
housing is implemented, for better or for worse.
”Lexington could be hurt if the mandatory third-year housing
proposal passes”
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The Syria Crisis: An Examination of
Obama’s Changing Foreign Policy
-Nicholas Luther

Over the past twelve months there has been a noticeable change in the Obama Administration’s foreign

policy. Starting with the Benghazi attacks in September
2012, through the NSA scandal and culminating in the
most recent crisis regarding Syria President Obama has
gone from self-assured Commander-in-Chief to a timid advocate for American interests. But the only thing
more remarkable than the breakdown in President
Obama’s foreign policy over the past twelve months was
his evolution from the Nobel-winning, dovish Senator
into the formerly self-assured Commander-in-Chief
over his first term.
Building a list of accomplishments and credentials
that many Republican candidates would envy, President
Obama has been a far stretch from candidate Senator
Obama. Having campaigned on the promise of change
and deriding the “cowboy diplomacy” of his immediate
predecessor, President Obama has surprisingly kept the
Bush foreign policy – with minor exceptions – intact.
He called for a troop surge in Afghanistan, expanded
the scope of the drone program, and used American
military force to topple Gaddafi. That presents a far
different picture than the candidate that vehemently
opposed the American intervention in Iraq and was
willing to entertain the idea of sitting down with Ahmadinejad without preconditions.
His foreign policy had been so successful that an issue
which generally favors Republican candidates buoyed
his national support amidst a flagging economy. Last
elections the President beat Governor Romney – a foreign policy lightweight – by a margin of 23 points when
it came to voters that cared most about foreign policy.
Since the election, however, President Obama’s foreign
policy approval/disapproval numbers have dropped
from 51/45 to 40/57 . Erasing the gains he made during
his first term.
So this raises two questions. Firstly, what motivated
the drastic shift between Senator Obama’s foreign policy and President Obama’s first term foreign policy? Secondly, what over the past year has resulted in the breakdown of Obama’s foreign policy?
The answer to both questions is the same: Hillary
Clinton.
For four years President Obama stood on the shoulders of a foreign policy giant. The former Senator and
First Lady contributed more as America’s leading diplomat than any other since Henry Kissinger. Secretary
Clinton acted as a competent advocate for American
interests around the globe leveraging her experience,
knowledge, and global connections to exert control
over America’s foreign policy framework. It was the Secretary that moved the President from peaceful warrior
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to a pragmatic Commander-in-Chief. If one were to go
back to the Democratic primaries and contrast Senator
Clinton’s positions with Senator Obama’s positions on
foreign policy, you would see that on a wide range of
issues Senator Clinton’s stance was ultimately the policy
of President Obama.
To fill that void President Obama chose Senator John
Kerry, a very intelligent man that has so far proven ill
equipped to succeed Secretary Clinton. His handling
of the most recent Egyptian crisis and the NSA leaker
were underwhelming at best and embarrassing at worst.
The Secretary’s poor performance has culminated in his
handling of the Syrian crisis, which might prove disastrous to President Obama’s long-term diplomatic legacy.
His performance should come as no surprise. As his
party’s presidential candidate, Secretary Kerry’s campaign was weighed down by his own mistakes, much
like his comment about the scope of the Syrian mission
(“It will be unbelievably small”) and willingness to negotiate with the Russians for a diplomatic resolution,
something that wasn’t actually on the table.
Thus in her decision to retire from public life, Secretary Clinton created a void in President Obama’s cabinet
that would lead to the breakdown of President’s foreign
policy. In her absence, haphazard leadership from both
President Obama and Secretary Kerry has hampered
a once steadfast foreign policy to promote and protect
American interests.
Nothing demonstrates this better than the Syrian
crisis where President Obama’s lack of conviction and
leadership and Secretary Kerry’s poor performance
have undermined American interests in the Middle
East..
Even prior to the deployment of chemical weapons
in August, the Obama Administration approach to the
Syrian crisis has inconsistent. First inconsistency was
the “Red Line.” After studiously avoiding Syria for two
years, President Obama jumped in the fray and publically said that the use of chemical weapons would demand American response. Yet since the deployment
of chemical weapons in August, President Obama has
been unable to sell the public on why the use of chemical weapons is a threat to American interests, showing
how ill-prepared his new foreign policy team is to respond to this crisis.
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President Obama’s speech to the nation on September 10th was meant to sell the nation on the need for
American military intervention, but missed its mark.
Republicans and Democrats have panned the speech
its lack of clarity or substance. Within the same breath
President Obama would urge the necessity of force only
to undermine that with a promise for UN resolutions.
Rosa Brooks, a former Obama Administration official,
put it best when she said, “Like millions of other ,Americans I listened to President Obama’s speech with growing dismay. We wanted decisiveness; we got delay. We
wanted clarity; we got contradiction.”
This speech’s many failings were only compounded
by Secretary Kerry’s own mishaps on the issue. First was
his statement about how “unbelievably small” the strike
would be. Then during a press conference he very surprisingly responded to a journalist’s question about the
willingness to have Russia take over the Assad government’s stockpiles – something which the Syrian government hasn’t even admitted to having. Russia pounced
at the opportunity to take control of the situation and

prevent another one of their Middle Eastern allies from
being toppled by the Arab Spring.
So due the lack of leadership from President Obama
and Secretary Kerry and the absence of Secretary Clinton, America is stuck with a very unsatisfactory solution. Now the government most friendly and most
interested in seeing the Assad regime continue will be
made its chaperone. The immediate impact is quite
obvious: the Kremlin and Damascus can draw out the
process for months (even years) without American
intervention. This will only make toppling the regime
even more difficult for the opposition and effectively
neutralizes America. The more lasting impact will be a
blow to American hegemony in the region while simultaneously raising Russia as a viable alternative to dealing with America.

The ISI Honors Program

An Opportunity You Can’t Pass Up
Apply today for an ISI Honors
Fellowship: a yearlong mentoring
program for America’s most promising
undergraduates.

ISI Honors Fellows attend an all-expensespaid summer conference exploring the
West’s intellectual tradition and receive
priority consideration for employment,
fellowship, and internship opportunities.

“The most formational intellectual
experience I’ve ever had!”

“The best experience of
my life so far.”

—ISI Honors Fellow, Harvard University

—ISI Honors Fellow, Regent University

Application deadline: January 31, 2014
isihonorsprogram.org
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“Buy a Shotgun” W&L
-David Zekan

W&L is the perfect example of a place in which
people stand all across the spectrum when it comes to

gun control. While Joe Biden would recommend that
us W&L gun lovers just “buy a shotgun,” we feel that it
is important to present everyone with a few gun control
facts that may surprise you.
According to the Miami Herald, and contrary to popular belief, “guns are used for self-defense often and effectively.” “Almost all national survey estimates indicate
that defensive gun uses by victims are at least as common as offensive uses by criminals, with estimates of
annual uses ranging from about 500,000 to more than
3 million per year . . . in the context of about 300,000
violent crimes involving firearms in 2008.” The Herald
goes on to explain that handguns are the problem, but
fails to report that the handgun is also the firearm most
often used by law-abiding citizens in self-defense.
The media is becoming such that they report the facts
that defend their side and fail to include the facts and
opinions, mostly from the right, that contradict radical
leftist ideologies. Examples of this can be seen in many
shooting cases reported by the media, most notably the
George Zimmerman case. Zimmerman, who killed
Trayvon Martin in self-defense, was brought to trial
and viewed as “guilty until proven innocent” by most of
the media and the public. When portraying Zimmerman during the case, the media used his mug shot that
made him look violent while Martin was portrayed as a
young, innocent child with a picture taken years before
his attack on Zimmerman and death. The media’s siding with the violent attacker in the Zimmerman case
show their disparity to create accordance with the left
and make its desired gun control policies and racial tension a reality. However, some regulation on guns must
be implemented. Current policies allow for gun shows
in which individuals can perform transactions without
background checks or firearm registration. I will leave
the registration aspect up for debate as to whether or
not the government is overstepping its bounds by recording who has firearms and when they were purchased. Nonetheless, background checks at gun shows
and all places where firearm transactions occur would
be effective in keeping some guns out of criminals
hands. However, criminals are going to acquire guns
regardless of government regulations just as individuals
acquire drugs and underage persons acquire alcohol.
The only group that government regulation of firearms
would drastically affect is law-abiding citizens who use
firearms for self-defense.
In this day and age it’s hard to foresee the future of
the second amendment and firearm rights in the United States. According to the Daily Paul, a high school in
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Denton, Texas was caught changing the second amendment in their history books to “The people have the
right to keep and bear arms in a state militia.” With
such radical action being taken to control the use and
sale of firearms, I am tempted to advise the student
population at W&L to simply “buy a shotgun,” but am
taken aback by the fact that the shooter at the Washington Navy Yard massacre used a shotgun with “Better off
this way” etched into its stock (CBS News).

http://flickr.com/photos/glasgows/

THE SPECTATOR / 11

EXCLUSIVES

Interview with Burr Datz
The Spectator: How long have you been involved at
W&L?

consequences. I think that faculty and administrators have
an important role as advisors so that we can provide advice
when necessary for you, who then make the decisions.

Datz: Sinc.e 1971 when I arrived as a freshman. I graduated in 1975 and moved back in 1977, taking a job as the
Assistant Director of Food Service. In 1979, I became the
Assistant Director of Security. In 1988, I became a Catholic
campus minister for the diocese of Richmond at W&L and
VMI. In 2001, I became the Director of Leadership Development for the university. In 2005, they added the title “Coordinator of Religious Life.” In January of 2010, I went back to
work for the Catholic Church as campus minister.

The Spectator: How do you think W&L’s tradition has
held up during your time here? Have you seen the tradition
of the school affected in a major way?

The Spectator: What major changes have you seen during
your time here?
Datz: Physical changes certainly. Lots of new athletic facilities, the science center, the student commons, which used to
be a parking lot. Lot of movement of offices from one place
to another. Some fraternities have gone. The building of sorority houses came later after coeducation, which itself was
a huge change. The Johnson Scholarship has brought many
fine students to the university, and the Shepherd Poverty
Program development has been great as well. I’ve also seen
the addition of numerous administrative positions during
my time here.
The Spectator: How do you think the inclusion of women
changed the campus dynamic while you were here?
Datz: I think it’s been very, very positive. Living through
the all-male part of it, we were very limited in our testosterone-laden opinions. It’s been great to be able to balance that
with a world in which women have taken on more important
roles, whether in campus politics, organizations, or other areas. I think it has definitely helped the university.

Datz: The Speaking Tradition as I knew it is done, thanks
to all of these “electronic devices” that people love to check as
they walk along campus. That’s a minor, I think. The change
of the parties off campus and the expansion of Traveller has
allowed for a lot of behaviors that were really dangerous in
the late 90s to, in a sense, bubble up again. I know there’s an
attempt to bring the parties back on campus, and I hope that
the administration and the students are successful because it
keeps the students off the roads. The honor system has held
up very well and continues to inspire me.
The Spectator: What do you think the positives and negatives of W&L’s social scene are?
Datz: Positives: you learn at very young ages how to socially network in a cocktail circuit, and that provides you with a
lived experience that some other college students don’t have.
Personally, I’d prefer to see it limited to beer and wine. I think
Washington and Lee is a fine institution of higher education;
however, it is not a bar. In a bar I can walk in and order any
kind of alcohol that I want, and I can drink pretty much until
my credit card runs dry. Washington and Lee has to, I would
hope, recognize that an institution of higher education can
do plenty of social networking with beer and wine and not
hard liquor and shots and all these other intricate games that
get played.

The Spectator: Do you think the administration has become more liberal during your time here?
Datz: I think it has always been liberal. I think that generally over the years, the students have been conservative, and
faculty and administrators are more liberal on a number of
topics.
The Spectator: Do you think, overall, student autonomy
is a good thing or should the administration have a hand in
student affairs?
Datz: I think student autonomy is an important thing. It
provides young adults with the opportunity to make decisions for which they are responsible and for which there are
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The Spectator: We’ve heard you have a bluegrass band.
Have you played recently at student parties?
Datz: Yes, a couple of graduation parties last spring.
The Spectator: Any plans coming up soon?
Datz: I just sent out notification to all of the social chairs
and I hope they will take advantage of our LOW fall prices.
The Spectator: What is the name of your band?
Datz: Monroevia, named after Bill Monroe, a legendary
grandfather and innovator of bluegrass music, 1945.
The Spectator: Just one final question: Do you think W&L
will continue to stand as a unique institution in higher learning, or will it change into another Dartmouth or Duke?
Datz: I would hope not. I’m a strong believer in a fraternity and sorority system. I think that what is does is it allows
young men and women to dedicate themselves, in the best
cases, to something that is bigger than they are. All fraternities and sororities have creedal statements, and these statements can have lasting value. The friendships that you make
in those smaller communities of fraternities and sororities
will last you a lifetime if they are formed properly. If we form
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these relationships through the bond of brotherhood and sisterhood, then they will have lasting effects. If we form them
through the “buzz” of brotherhood and sisterhood, then
they will last about 8 years, because that’s how long a buzzed
friendship lasts for most folks. After 4 years as an undergrad
and 4 years out in a working world when you start going to
one another’s weddings and it’s the same people who are falling down in the punch bowl, and hitting on and hooking up
with the wrong people, it just gets old, and those relationships will fade. The bond of honor and integrity and fraternity and sorority life, again in an ideal sense, will last a lifetime, and I think that’s why we have such a high loyalty with
our alumni. They have been formed in this system, and they
enjoy it. Their best friends are in many cases formed here.
When they look back on their lives and how happy they are,
they immediately return to the fact that W&L probably had a
part in that, and probably a fraternity or sorority as well. And
I would like for that to be continued. I think that in America
you get what you pay for, so right now, what are fraternities and sororities paying for advice? Or are they being left
alone to make decisions? And then when the wrong decision
is made, does the fraternity or sorority end up on some kind
of double-secret probation or just shuttered?
The Spectator: That’s great stuff. Thank you so much for
your time today. We look forward to printing your interview
in our premiere issue.
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The Times Are A’ Changing

How the Universtity “Reformed” Pledgeship this Time
-Harper Coulson

Greek life is changing, not just at Washington and
Lee but at undergraduate institutions across the coun-

try. While students may argue these changes are for
the worst, I would argue the opposite. For instance, the
days of hazing through physical abuse leading to critical and fatal injuries are long gone, Greek organizations
now put a great deal of focus on philanthropy efforts
and fundraising initiatives, and more and more Greeks
are promoting academic achievement in the classroom
above other social endeavors. Why then, with all of
these advances of the overwhelmingly negative Greek
stereotypes of the past, are Greek organizations’ powers
to self-govern becoming increasingly limited?
As IFC President for this academic term and threeyear member of the IFC executive council, I have seen
our power systematically stripped from us by the administration, rendering us an afterthought of the leaders of our school. An example I will discuss focuses on
new the new rules regarding New Member Education.
New Member Education is Washington and Lee’s
administration-imposed politically correct term for
what every other school in the nation calls pledgeship.
While the word “pledgeship” used to be associated with
violent hazing activities (branding, beatings, sleep-deprivation, even starvation etc.), in the present day it is
better described as the process by which first year men
become assimilated into a Greek organization by learning chapter history, performing rituals, and forming a
brotherhood with their own pledgeclass and the older
men in their organization. Gone are the days of the old
pledgeship at W&L. However, gone too are the privileges that were granted to these organizations whose
reputations we have so successfully changed per the
University’s will.
New Member Education has been shortened from 8
to 6 weeks in the time I have been at W&L, coupled
with a drastic increase in no-contact hours with pledges during New Member Education. This decision was
made by the SAC, a committee of student leaders (including the IFC and Panhellenic Presidents) that discuss and decide relevant issues on campus. The committee voted last spring to shorten NME from 7 to 6
weeks after an almost 2 year long discussion dominated
by professors and other non-Greek members. Of the
almost 20 members, I believe 3 voted against the motion to shorten NME. Why was this decision that affected 80-85% of our school left to an outside group?
Why doesn’t the Greek Community have more representation in this matter?
Executive Committee President Nathan Kelly says, “I
voted against the reduction of new member education
to six weeks in favor of a motion to reduce it to seven
weeks which would push the last week of new member
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education (generally the most time intensive week) until after midterms. Beyond that, the IFC was in support
of seven weeks and I think fraternity support of changes
to their own programs is critical. I’m afraid some of that
support has been lost by going to six weeks rather than
seven weeks.”
Is this W&L Greek Life’s reward for increasing our
school’s academic reputation, following the IFC’s (and
University’s) incredibly stringent guidelines, while simultaneously being used as poster child for our administration during student recruitment season? Something doesn’t add up.
If you polled a wide variety of students on campus
at W&L, I would bargain that the vast majority would
say they chose to enroll because of our school’s fantastic academic program which grants some of the most
premier post-graduate opportunities in the country. I
would also bargain that the 80-85% of Greek students
here would say that the social scene, dominated by
Greek Organizations, comes in a close second for the
reason why they enrolled (I personally know several
students who named the social environment as the
main reason why they chose W&L).
Is my argument that Greek Life at W&L is perfect?
Not by any means, but it has improved by leaps and
bounds since the days of “old-school” pledgeship I discussed earlier.
Certainly, some high-risk activities are still pervasive
within the modern day pledge program at W&L, but
most equate to harmless, often meaningless tasks such
as cleaning, general chores, sober driving, monitoring
social events, and physical training exercises. Are there
times when pledges are subjected to what the school
would consider high-risk environments? Yes. Do active members speak to pledges in an elevated volume?
Yes. Are pledges sometimes demeaned or made to feel
inferior for seemingly insignificant reasons? Yes. Are
these all considered Greek life infractions punishable by
suspension from the IFC? Yes. Are the first three situations I described faced by almost every male on a sports
team before he reaches the 5th or 6th grade? I would
struggle to find a W&L student that would answer no.
My aim in writing this article is to bring to the administration’s attention that Greek Life, while not perfect,
has improved drastically on campus in the past 10 to
15 years, and frankly, we deserve some recognition for
our hard work. Greek Organizations are an important
part of what makes W&L the school it is today, and we
deserve the right to decide for ourselves our own policies and procedures, not remain subject to the will of
a small, relatively disconnected committee of so-called
decision makers.
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In Memoriam

Dr. George C. Nomikos
Washington and Lee class of 1991,
Pre-med triple major in English, chemistry, and history,
Phi Beta Kappa and Summa Cum Laude graduate, and
Founding Contributor of the Washington and Lee Spectator:
“If it is true that there is nothing more influential in determining an opinion than a first
impression, then W&L is quite fortunate. The ordered, stately beauty of the colonnade is striking,
and it testifies to the University fathers’ respect for traditional values and classical education.”
“Architecturally speaking, perhaps the kindest thing that can be said about the library is that more
than half of it is underground.”
Architecturally Speaking..., February 1990
“The old and established is being ignored in favor of the “new and improved.””
“An undergraduate seminar is not the place to study the inconsequential but rather the
accomplished.”
English Seminars from Hell, March 1990
“History 358, The History of Women in America, 1870 to the present, involves the study of
women’s “reproductive experience” and “the influence on women’s roles and behavior by the social
and economic changes accompanying industrialization and urbanization.”
“Now while it is debatable whether or not the study of women’s reproductive experience is of any
value at all, it is undeniable that it is not history.”
“If topics which deal with such topics must be taught at all then, if nothing else, their placement in
the catalogue must be changed.”
History from Hades, May 1990
“He expected W&L men to respect authority, to refrain from crude behavior, and to treat a
lady like a lady. While Lee’s commitment to honor has remained strong on the campus he once
walked, our commitment to these other gentlemanly ideals has diminished substantially. In many
ways Lee’s dedication to civility, kindness and hospitality has diminished among present student
generations. Washington and Lee men were once famed for their courtesy and genteelness,
but now the comments on Minks’ behavior is often much less complimentary. It would be
commendable if we would all remember that the tradition of being a gentleman, and now a lady,
on this campus means more than adherence to an Honor Code. Benevolence and decorum are
part of the heritage of a Washington and Lee man, and they are also part of Lee’s injunction to
behave as a gentleman.”
Reclaiming our Heritage, September 1990

Reviews
“The Spectator…What more can I say? An unmatched source
of conservatism at W&L. It has shaken my very core…a true
intellectual giant.”
-Jeb Bland ‘16
“I do not think I am alone in thinking that The Spectator makes
all other publications out there look like the deranged musings
of a psychologically disturbed man.”
-Nick Saban
“Kinda good.”
-Bob Dylan
“Where are you getting your funding?”
-Dean Evans

*Note: These Reviews are not real and merely intended for humor. Except for the Dean Evans quote. That one is real.

