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Letter from the Editors
If you have been lamenting the sparseness of the past few weeks’ Gadflys, we 

apologize. The entire sta! has been hard at work putting together the special Croquet 
issue, which will appear this Saturday. Gadfly sta!ers will be distributing the issue 
on the afternoon of the match, so make sure to grab a copy! It features contributions 
from Tommy Berry (A’13), Barbara McClay (A’12), Tutor Peter Kalkavage, and several 
others.

In the meantime, an important note: the final issue of the year will appear the last 
week of the semester, May 7-11, and we will be dedicating the issue to our graduating 
seniors—the 120-plus-member Class of 2012. We will feature profiles, interviews, 
and odes from underclassmen. But, most importantly, we would like contributions 
from seniors! Reflections on your Annapolis years? Wisdom to pass along? We are 
interested in your thoughts. Send your prose to The Gadfly by Saturday, May 5. And, 
as always, everyone is welcome to submit! We look forward to highlighting this year’s 
graduating class. !

<<  Music in the Air: Primum Mobile and 
the St. John’s Chorus were not the only 
musical features on campus this week. Ash 
Stanley (A’15) plays his newly acquired 
didgeridoo on back campus.
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Founded in 1980, The Gadfly is the student 
newspaper distributed to over 600 students, 

faculty, and sta! of the Annapolis campus.

Opinions expressed within are the sole 
responsibility of the author(s). The Gadfly 

reserves the right to accept, reject, and 
edit submissions in any way necessary to 

publish the most professional, informative, 
and thought-provoking newspaper which 

circumstances at St. John’s College permit.

Articles submitted will be edited for gram-
mar, punctuation, spelling, and length in 
most cases. The Gadfly is not obligated to 

publish all submissions except under 
special circumstances.

The Gadfly meets every Sunday at 7 PM in 
the lower level of the Barr-Buchanan Center.

Articles should be submitted by Friday at 
11:59 PM to gadfly@sjca.edu.
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It’s a normal Friday night. Knowing 
that the evening’s lecture subject 

is Shakespeare’s Macbeth, I think I 
will attend, though I am not so famil-
iar with the speaker, Annapolis Tutor 
Louis Petrich. FSK is not very full, so 
I sit down close to the stage and relax. 
Mr. Petrich approaches the podium. 
The clock strikes 8:15pm, the lights 
black out, and then, a clap of thunder.

Mr. Petrich’s artful and creative 
method of lecturing on Shakespeare is 
riveting. Stuck to the edge of my seat, 
I hold my breath and suddenly forgot 
myself while he re-
cited the Weird Sis-
ters’ opening lines 
of the play with 
dramatic genius and 
a brave (and accu-
rate!) Scottish drawl.  
To follow this bril-
liantly bold begin-
ning was a curious 
mixture of performance and analysis 
that I had never before experienced. 
Mr. Petrich presents passages, per-
forms them with polished dramatic in-
terpretation, then scales back, analyz-
ing both the characters and the scenes.  
Although I present this sequence as 
such, Mr. Petrich has a unique talent 
for smudging the lines between per-
formance and lecture.  When we read 
drama, the mind allows for ambiguity 
in the text.  But when drama is per-
formed, it can only be interpreted in 
one way.  The actor must decide how 
he wants to portray his character in 
any given situation.  When Mr. Pet-
rich performed, the performance not 
only asked the audience to see each 
character in action, but also portrayed 

Mr. Petrich’s own interpretation of the 
characters.  This interpretation was, of 
course, expounded during the analy-
sis portions of the lecture, but it was 
clear that the performances were just 
as crucial for understanding Mr. Pet-
rich’s point of view.  

Even when he was analyzing, Mr. 
Petrich was acting.  His sentences 
were poetic, yet concise.  His points 
were both strong and lively.  With this 
energy at the heart of Mr. Petrich’s 
style, the lecture was rife with allit-
eration that jumped o! the page with 

gusto; bold, terse 
sentences that cut 
through the very 
center of the argu-
ment; and plenty 
of witty, dry humor 
that kept the audi-
ence alive.  This 
type of vigorously 
convincing style is 

not experienced during most Friday 
night lectures.  Mr. Petrich shows us 
that there is quite a di!erence be-
tween writing an essay and reading a 
lecture.  It’s not about simply reading 
an essay, but rather writing something 
that conveys a point and does it ener-
getically.  Mr. Petrich’s drama was not 
only in his tone and body language, but 
also in his words on the page.  I told a 
friend who did not attend the lecture 
that he would not gain the full experi-
ence by simply reading it, but that he 
would get a taste. 

Maybe it’s the fact that this was a 
lecture on Shakespeare that makes the 
dramatic aspects of it seem more than 
appropriate.  All I know is that there 
was not a drowsy eye in sight.  !""""""

“ This type of vigorous-
ly convincing style is 
not experienced dur-
ing most Friday night 
lectures. 

I Feel Now the Future in the Instant
> Josephine LaCosta, A’15
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60 College Avenue 
Annapolis, MD

Saturday, April 28, 2012
1 PM

Rain Date: Sunday, April 29

Bring your picnic baskets, 
fancy hats, and dancing 
shoes! Food, soft drinks, beer, 
wine, and champagne will 
be available for cash-only 
purchase. To ensure a grand, 
family-friendly lawn party, 
please note the new ground 
rules:

• No outside alcohol per-
mitted on campus.

• Food, soft drinks, beer, 
wine, and champagne 
will be available for 
cash-only purchase on 
campus.

• Grills are not permitted 
on campus.

• Coolers and bags are 
subject to inspection.

• There will be six desig-
nated entrances to the 
match site.

• Guests are not permitted 
to set up spaces before 
8am on the morning of 
the match.

• Only lawn chairs, blan-
kets, and tables lower 
than two feet are permit-
ted in the area around 
the match site.

• No pets allowed.
• We ask guests to kindly 

remove all trash from 
their spaces and leave in 
designated areas.

• All personal items must 
be removed from the 
campus by 8pm or they 
become the property of 
St. John’s.

  

At St. John’s College, the student 
handbook defines harassment as 

“verbal or physical conduct that deni-
grates or shows hostility or aversion to-
ward an individual because of his or her 
race, color, sex, national origin, religion, 
age, disability or handicap, sexual orien-
tation, genetic information, or protected 
activity.” Recently a “Hate Speech” law 
was proposed which would make it a 
violation of Polity law to use such lan-
guage in any context, even if not direct-
ed at anyone. This, I believe, ventures 
too far. The current rule reasonably 
protects people who are the targets of 
discrimination or harassment; a “Hate 
Speech” code would be a restriction of 
free speech on campus. The drafters of 
the law assure me that it is not intended 
to eliminate a student’s ability to express 
any opinion, only his ability to use “hate-
ful” words and phrases, i.e. slurs and ste-
reotypes. I still object for two reasons. 
First, many other “hate speech” codes 
at other colleges, and in other nations 
which have no First Amendment, do ban 
opinions, and setting a precedent of ban-
ning words runs the 
risk of putting us on a 
slippery slope to that 
point. Second, I be-
lieve that banning cer-
tain words is, in itself, 
a restriction of certain 
opinions. Rather than 
make the case myself, I 
present the decision by 
Justice John Marshall 
Harlan II in the Su-
preme Court case Co-
hen v. California (1971), 
which overturned a 
breach-of-the-peace conviction on a 
man who wore a jacket saying “F*** the 
Draft” in a public place:

“The issue flushed by this case stands 
out in bold relief. It is whether Califor-
nia can excise, as ‘o!ensive conduct,’ one 
particular scurrilous epithet from the 
public discourse, either upon the theory 
of the court below that its use is inher-
ently likely to cause violent reaction or 
upon a more general assertion that the 
States, acting as guardians of public mo-
rality, may properly remove this o!en-
sive word from the public vocabulary…

The principle contended for by the 
State seems inherently boundless. How 
is one to distinguish this from any oth-
er o!ensive word? Surely the State has 
no right to cleanse public debate to the 
point where it is grammatically palatable 
to the most squeamish among us. Yet no 

readily ascertainable general principle 
exists for stopping short of that result 
were we to a"rm the judgment below. 
For, while the particular four-letter 
word being litigated here is perhaps 
more distasteful than most others of its 
genre, it is nevertheless often true that 
one man’s vulgarity is another’s lyric. In-
deed, we think it is largely because gov-
ernmental o"cials cannot make prin-
cipled distinctions in this area that the 
Constitution leaves matters of taste and 
style so largely to the individual.

Additionally, we cannot overlook the 
fact, because it is well illustrated by the 
episode involved here, that much lin-
guistic expression serves a dual com-
municative function: it conveys not 
only ideas capable of relatively precise, 
detached explication, but otherwise in-
expressible emotions as well. In fact, 
words are often chosen as much for 
their emotive as their cognitive force. 
We cannot sanction the view that the 
Constitution, while solicitous of the cog-
nitive content of individual speech, has 
little or no regard for that emotive func-

tion which, practically 
speaking, may often be 
the more important ele-
ment of the overall mes-
sage sought to be com-
municated. Indeed, as 
Mr. Justice Frankfurter 
has said, ‘[o]ne of the 
prerogatives of Ameri-
can citizenship is the 
right to criticize public 
men and measures—
and that means not only 
informed and respon-
sible criticism, but the 

freedom to speak foolishly and without 
moderation.’

Finally, and in the same vein, we can-
not indulge the facile assumption that 
one can forbid particular words without 
also running a substantial risk of sup-
pressing ideas in the process. Indeed, 
governments might soon seize upon the 
censorship of particular words as a con-
venient guise for banning the expression 
of unpopular views. We have been able, 
as noted above, to discern little social 
benefit that might result from running 
the risk of opening the door to such 
grave results.”

If you agree that the proposed “Hate 
Speech” law runs such a risk, please 
contact your Delegate Council Repre-
sentatives and O"cers and tell them 
how you feel. We vote on the proposed 
law this Wednesday. !

“ ...we cannot in-
dulge the facile as-
sumption that one 
can forbid particu-
lar words without 
also running a 
substantial risk of 
suppressing ideas 
in the process.

On “Hate Speech” Laws
> Tommy Berry, A’13
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Tuesday 4/24
DC Meeting to Discuss Proposed 

“Hate Speech” Polity Law, 
Hodson Room, 12 PM

CSL Forum on Tutor-Student 
Relations, Hodson Room, 
3:30-4:30 PM

Kunai Soccer
Back Campus, 4-6 PM

Plato in the Springtime
General Hartle Room, 7:30 PM

Primum Mobile Concert, 
Pendulum Pit, 7:30 PM

Wednesday 4/25
CSL Forum on the Health Center, 

Hodson Room, 2:30-3:30 PM

Handball
W v G, 4 PM
H v S, 5:15 PM

St. John’s Chorus Concert
Great Hall, 7 PM

Friday 4/27
Kunai Soccer

Back Campus, 4-6 PM

Lecture
KWP presents Cat on a Hot Tin 
Roof, FSK Auditorium, 8:15 PM

Saturday 4/28
Croquet, Front Campus, 1 PM

KWP presents Cat on a Hot Tin 
Roof, FSK Auditorium, 6:30 PM

Spring Cotillion, Randall Hall, 
10 PM

Sunday 4/29
KWP presents Cat on a Hot Tin 

Roof, FSK Auditorium, 
1 PM & 6:30 PM

If you would like to see your 
event on the weekly schedule, 
please email gadfly@sjca.edu.
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convened to discuss Genetics and 
Evolution, the new manual for second 
semester senior lab. How was it working 
out? What was it trying to achieve? Did 
we think that the manual was successful 
at achieving its goals?

The discussion opened with a con-
sideration of the ordering of senior lab, 
and whether or not the non-chronolog-
ical order of the manual hindered the 
discussion of texts that might rely on 
the knowledge of, say, chromosomes, 
when the manual would not have intro-
duced chromosomes as a concept. Did 
the manual require too much outside 
knowledge? Should it 
open with a list of defi-
nitions? On these ques-
tions, experience dif-
fered and there was no 
consensus.

In general, certain 
questions about the or-
dering of the manual 
were raised more than once. While the 
thematic linkings were eventually made 
clear over the course of the meeting, it 
was also true that they could be made 
clearer within the lab program itself, 
whether the duty to make that clear fell 
to the lab manual or the tutor.

Another question raised in the meet-
ing had more to do with the readings 
themselves. Did we find the readings 
easy to discuss? As it currently stands, 
the revised senior lab skips over much of 
the original research read previously in 
order to get further than the discovery 
of DNA. Did the readings summarizing 
previous discoveries make it harder to 
sustain a speculative discussion? Would 
a program with more original readings 
and more practica be better? Did read-
ings such as the Harper and Clausen 
readings, with their emphasis on data, 
lend themselves well to discussion?

As before, experience di(ered. Some 
students felt there was no di)culty in 
discussing these texts. On the  other 
hand, one student commented that in 

her lab class, attempts to raise specula-
tive discussion, such as a discussion of 
the distinction between X and Y chro-
mosomes, often went nowhere. The text 
often failed to answer the question, and 
the group lacked the knowledge to an-
swer them in more detail.

In addition, more metaphysical ques-
tions, such as “what is life?” tended not 
to come from, or be answered by, the 
text being discussed. In fact, the discus-
sion of such questions often tended to be 
hostile toward the text itself.

Perhaps one solution would be to bet-
ter integrate the senior lab discussion of 
biology with the discussion of biology 

that began in freshman 
year. If, for instance, it 
became clearer how 
certain aspects of se-
nior lab were respons-
es to or rejections of 
thinkers like Driesch, 
perhaps it would be 
easier to sustain a dis-

cussion of the di(erent questions di(er-
ent scientists strive to answer. Even if 
the question of biology remains “what is 
life?” has the intention behind the ques-
tion changed?

On the other hand, one argument of-
fered in favor of the new program was 
that it allowed students to sift through 
technical arguments and figure out 
what details were relevant in the quest 
to form questions and grasp the techni-
cal aspects of what was going on in each 
paper. The process of putting together a 
picture of the world from data and sta-
tistics ought to be a rewarding one.

Overall, it seemed clear that the se-
mester of lab probably contained some 
room for improvement. As the group 
considered the pros and cons of the 
more technical readings, one student 
commented, “Why aren’t we reading 
a textbook?” While many strong argu-
ments were put forward in favor of the 
way the manual operated, in some ways 
this question remained unanswered. Ul-
timately there was no consensus. !

> Barbara McClay, A’12
Senior Lab

“ Did the manual re-
quire too much out-
side knowledge? 
Should it open with 
a list of de!nitions? 

Jocks of the Week

Freedom Cup Champions - Schmid’s Greens


