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Meetings every Tuesday at 10:00pm in the Zamparelli Room, Mayer Campus Center

LOVERS WELCOME!
For more information, e-mail info@TuftsPrimarySoure.org or call Rob at (617) 869-6711.
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LOT o the Romans, February 14th was 
known as Lupercalia. It was a holiday 

to honor Juno, goddess of love and marriage, 
and queen of the gods. Sometime about 270 
AD, Roman emperor Claudius II cancelled 
marriages and engagements throughout his 
vast empire. Valentine, a priest in Rome, 
defied the emperor by secretly marrying 
couples. For his good work, Valentine was 
given the distinct honor of being beaten, 
beheaded, and canonized a saint, in that 
order, unfortunately, for Valentine.  
       Later, when the Catholic Church gave 
religious significance to formerly pagan hol-
idays, February 14th became St. Valentine’s 
Day. This change in name, however, did not 
change the basic meaning of the holiday. 
Both Juno and St. Valentine defended love 
and marriage. Although many couples will 
be thinking of neither Juno nor Valentine 
this Friday, they will celebrate the holiday 
properly—by keeping true to its traditional 
themes—making candy manufacturers, 
greeting card companies, and restaurant 
owners happy, and boosting the economy.
      Yet everything those lovers hold dear is 
being threatened by a growing movement to 
turn the annual celebration into an in your 
face, whine-and-moan feminist empower-
ment session. Celebrating its fifth anni-
versary, Eve Ensler’s Vagina Monologues 
is going global in its V-World campaign, 
centered on V-Day.  The same lefties who 
told us to abandon V-J Day because it was 
insensitive are now advocating the oh-so-
tasteful V-Day. V stands for Victory, Val-
entine, and Vagina. Now that’s a holiday! 
Let’s see, a woman without a valentine is 
like a fish without a bicycle? Somehow it 
lacks that Hallmark sentimentality.
       Vday.org advertises over 1,000 V-Day 
celebrations in dozens of countries, includ-
ing India and China. Surely Eve Ensler must 
know that neither country has been known 
to champion gender equality, and female 
infanticide remains a serious issue in China, 
yet Ensler thinks that the best way to effect 
change is to translate “good rape,” along 

with an assortment of the most colorful 
American vulgarities into Chinese and to 
instruct the newly converted V-feminists to 
shout them at the top of their lungs. Move 
over Jimmy Carter, we’ve got a new nomi-
nee for the Nobel Peace Prize.
      Back on college campuses, where the 
same feminists promote killing unborn 
babies of both genders, students will at-
tend their campus’ performance of the 
Monologues. One of the 662 colleges par-
ticipating is Brigham Young University 
where female students will probably add 
a Mormon touch, with a performance of 
the Vagina Polygamalogues. Other reli-
gious schools, including many Catholic 
colleges, will also host V-Day programs 
in a trend signifying an unfortunate 
shift from the traditional meaning of 
St. Valentine’s Day. Unfortunately, the 
Monologues are quickly losing the shock 
value they once had. 
      At 5 years of age, Monologues has done 
damage to a holiday, which used to have a 
strictly positive message. Rather than focus-
ing on the good that comes out of loving 
relationships, Ensler has shifted the em-
phasis onto the evil that plagues unhealthy 
ones. Highlighting bad relationships does a 
horrible disservice to all strong relationships 
in the world. Society depends heavily upon 
a strong family structure. Setting aside one 
day in the year which supports that struc-
ture is the least we can do to work toward 
a healthier society.
       Lili von Schtup in Blazing Saddles 
says, “I’m tired. Tired of love uninspired.” 
Perhaps the bitter Ensler is similarly weary 
of love, which is, as Lili says, “a cwying 
shame,” but don’t let her bad mood ruin the 
values of fidelity, love, and dependence that 
February 14th celebrates.
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by Brandon Balkind

Mr. Balkind is a sophomore majoring in 
Computer Engineering.

Luke, Don't Use the Task Force

A University divided cannot stand.

The Task Force sees 
Tufts as a Harry Potter 
novel, complete with 

the houses of Slytherin 
and Gryffindor.

I n the past few weeks, the trustees of Tufts 
have reached out to the greater commu-

nity of the University, in meetings arranged 
by President Bacow. Several important issues 
have been brought to light at the meetings, 
and there has been some, though not much, 
meaningful dialogue.
       It is well known that the trustees have 
been occupied in recent times with capital 
campaigns and promoting the University. 
With President Ba-
cow’s formation of 
the Task Force on 
the Undergradu-
ate experience, the 
trustees’ capital 
will likely find its 
way into Medford 
campus programs, 
some of which seek 
to improve the quality of social and academic 
life for undergrads. In the first forum, open to 
delegates from many student organizations, 
student groups cried unconstructively for 
more money, and the trustees shrugged their 
shoulders. It was not so much a productive 
discussion as a lobbying for cash. The second 
proved more innovative, if not especially fruit-
ful. The focus became new enrichment of the 
undergraduate experience.
       Several groups split up at the second 
trustee luncheon, each with different talking 
points. In President Bacow’s group, trustee 
Bruce Male opened debate on the Task Force’s 
idea of diverse undergraduate Tufts colleges. 
When the Task Force sent out its memorandum 
to the student body, it described an elegant end 
product, where subsets of the community had 
identity, and also felt part of the whole. The 
description of the Tufts “college” system was 
positively Utopian. The reality is that achieving 
such an end is entirely impractical. Proponents 
argued that the college system would build 
strong networks of undergrads, which would 
continue beyond graduation, but there was 
little support for the idea. Several students 

and faculty members pointed out that the 
college system would only serve to further 
divide the campus. 
       Creating a divided system of colleges, like 
that of Cambridge University, would neces-
sitate a meeting space away from the physical 
center of campus, when such space is already 
hard to find for any purpose. In practice, the 
campus already has two “colleges.” They are 
the Uphill and Downhill areas of the campus. 

Officially, geographi-
cally separated col-
leges would create 
an unfair disparity 
in housing and facili-
ties. Between Lewis, 
Bush, Hodgdon, 
and Haskell, the 
Southwest College 
of Tufts would feel 

cheated when compared to the Uphill College’s 
housing situation. Would it even be feasible 
to divide the campus into more than the two 
groups that essentially already exist?
       If the college system grouped incom-
ing students according to their interests 
or—worse—their backgrounds, Tufts could 
not hope to provide a diverse experience. Be-
ing an engineer does not necessarily mean you 
want to only associate with other engineers. 
Such systems are used in other schools, and the 
product is isolated students who understand 
little more than themselves. The college sys-
tem would achieve nothing more than turning 
Tufts into several cliques. The Task Force 
sees Tufts as a Harry Potter novel, complete 
with the houses of Slytherin 
and Gryffindor.
       President Bacow 
commented himself 
that, in making any de-
cision, one must look at the 
opportunity costs involved. 
One such cost would be the 
asset of common space for the 
whole campus. Taking campus 
activity away from the campus 
center is neither cost effective, 

nor conducive to building a community. 
Another cost would be the time and effort of 
the administration. Without taking on several 
new specialized committees for the purpose of 
creating a college system, the administration 
would be overwhelmed by executing such a 
change on campus.
       Some good ideas did come from the 
mixed-party dialogue of the luncheon. Presi-
dent Bacow threw out the notion of an outdoor 
gathering in Grafton during the Fall semester, 
complete with University provided transporta-
tion. This would help strengthen the anemic 
relations among the many Tufts campuses. 
As things are now, prospective veterinary 
and medical students have great difficulty in 
reaching out to Grafton and Boston.
       Cross-curricular programs and proj-
ects were another proposal brought to the 
table. When students from many disciplines 
work together, even incorporating graduate 
students, networks appear where otherwise 
there would be none. An example of such a 
program is the Child Development Center at 
Tufts, where students from Arts, Sciences, and 
Engineering are recruited to solve unique, 
interdisciplinary challenges.
       The best ideas have come from the dis-
course between the administration and stu-
dents. Unfortunately, the Task Force has mis-
understood their mission. Instead of producing 
joint recommendations resulting from dialogue 
between students and the administration, they 
have had several unproductive forums and then 
made their own recommendations.
      The Task Force on the Undergraduate 
Experience was a laudable idea. President 
Bacow saw that the campus community 
needed more unity, and sought to achieve 
it, through the best means he knew how: an 
investigative committee. The Task Force 

may have produced 
some positive dis-
cussion about stu-
dent life, but their 
conclusion was far 
from an innovative, 

feasible solution.q
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