BY CASSIE VINCH

| How do you think the CNU Staff handled the inclement weather?

They handled it pretty well, |
would have liked to have

not goneto class (Monday)
atall, but two of my classes
gotcancelled.I don’t live off
campus,soldon’t know how
those back roadsare, but at
least we gotadelay.

GARRETT WALLER, SENIOR

“Most of my professors were
reallyaccommodating as
farasduedateswent, like
changingit an hourorso. |
don’tthink this hasanything
todowith the staff,but the
roadsand the parking lots
could have been cleared. That
would have been nice”

COURTNEY FOX, SENIOR
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Failure in emergency
management

Since we’ve already discussed
snowball fights on the front page,
why not dive right into the pressing
issue at hand. The City of Newport
News and Christopher Newport
University were slow to respond to
the eight inches of snow that fell
between Friday and Saturday.

As of Sunday morning, Virginia
state troopers had already reported
responding to over one thousand
accidents statewide.

As late as Monday evening, major
thoroughfares and intersections had
yet to be plowed and sand and salt
trucks were a rarity. It seemed as
if The City of Newport news simply
did not have the resources to deal
with the amount of snowfall and
the number of drivers that chose to
brave the ice.

The Captain’s Log spoke to an
anonymous source in the Newport
News department of engineering
who told us “Despite the Governor
declaring a state of emergency days
ahead of the snow, there was little
the city could do to get new trucks
and blades in time for the storm.”

This, in turn, led to a series of con-
ditions that turned the roads of our
city into icy blocks that no amount of

four-wheel-drive could conquer. As
we drove around surveying the ice
pack on Sunday, no fewer than 8 dis-
abled vehicles were spotted within a
period of a half an hour.

Residents with large trucks and
winches were seen helping their
fellow compact car comrades out of
the snow-covered ditches that lined
Hampton Roads Center Parkway.

It’s always heartwarming to see
that kind of neighborly behavior, but
the bottom line is that it shouldn’t
be necessary. The city should be
prepared to deal with this kind of
snowfall even if the almanac didn’t
predict it one year ahead of time.

This is an emergency management
situation and it was handled poorly.
Bottom line.

On a side note, our vehicle was
struck with three slabs of ice falling
off of various vehicles in front of our
survey crew. Please, if it snows next
weekend, make sure to clean all of
the snow and ice off of your vehicle
before you take to the streets. What
falls off of your car at 40 MPH turns
into a projectile slamming into the
person behind you.
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Despite warnings from the Virginia Highway Patrol and V.D.O.T,
scenes like these replayed themselves over and over on Sunday.
Drivers took to the roads following the snow induced cabin fe-
ver that lasted the weekend. The black Nissan Pathfinder to the
rightin thisimage spun out shortly after this photo was taken.
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LETTERS TO THE EDITOR

The Captain’s Log welcomes letters
fromits readers. Editors reserve
theright to edit letters for style
and length, as well as to refuse
publication. We are interested in
what you have to say, so please
feel free to speak your mind.

SEND LETTERS TO The Captain’s
Log, 1 University Place, Newport
News, VA 23606. Letters may also
be brought to our office (DSU Suite
393) or sent by e-mail to desk@
thecaptainslog.org.

ANONYMOUS LETTERS may be
printed, but writers must sign the
original, providing a full address
and telephone number for
verification purposes.

STUDENT SUBMISSIONS Students,
please indicate your class status.
If the writer is affiliated with an
organization, that may be noted.

DEADLINE For a letter to be
considered for publicationin
the nextissue, we must receive
it by noon of the Sunday prior to
publication.

IPINION)
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LAURANEWMAN, SENIOR

“I'think for commuters it’s notas
convenient because we can’t
justwalk,andlam acommuter.
You know | think they need to
be a little more considerate of
the commuters, becauseiitis
obviously a lot harder for us to get |
in,and the parking already sucks.
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“They didn’tdo too bad, butlam
surprised we had class because
thereissomuchiceonmain
campus, butit’s not too bad”

SPENCER DIEHL, SENIOR

Response to “I'm getting a
ticket while I write this.”

While your take on cutting faculty
lots has merit, one must take into
account times when these lots are
used. I've personally seen faculty
lots full on many occasions, and one
cannot forget that our professors pay
for their decal as well. Some of the
faculty are also on the elderly side,
with many things to carry, and as
such should have some of the closer
spaces. I do however; believe that

something must be done with the
parking situation. As a commuter,
coming to school and finding the
parking lots filled is frustrating,
even the baseball lot is filled to the
brim. One way to fix this is not to
take the rights of freshman to park
on campus away, but to perhaps force
them to park in the parking deck.
This would alleviate spaces for com-
muters to use and allow freshmen

to park on campus. Perhaps though,
before any action like this is taken
into effect, the University could
make that parking deck better lit. I
know personally, as a lone female,
feel uncomfortable walking back to
my car late at night in the parking
deck.

MORGAN ELWELL
JUNIOR

A Super Bowl ad we can do without

Today, there are few corners of our
communal life untouched by rancor-
ous political division.

CBS guaranteed that there will
be one less when it broke with long-
standing tradition and sold an
evangelical Christian group time
in which to air an antiabortion ad
during this year’s Super Bowl. If this
were a football game rather than life
_or, at least, commerce _ it’s the kind
of ruling you’d want to send up to
the box for a review of the call on the
field.

The Super Bowl, which is this
country’s most-watched television
event, also has evolved into the
world’s premier showcase for video
advertising. Until now, though, the
networks always have declined to
accept issue-oriented or political
spots. In recent years, for example,
they’ve turned down ads from the
liberal activist group MoveOn.org
and the United Church of Christ.

This year, after a bit of back and
forth, CBS agreed to broadcast a
commercial purchased by the Colora-
do-based Focus on the Family, whose
founder _ James Dobson _ is one of
the religious right’s most influential
personalities. Both Dobson and his
organization are longtime opponents
of legalized abortion.

The ad reportedly will feature the
University of Florida’s superstar
quarterback, Tim Tebow, and his
mother, Pam. She will describe how,
while working as a missionary in
the Philippines and seven months’
pregnant with Tim, she contracted
dysentery and fell into a coma. When
she awoke, according to her account,
doctors said the drugs they’d used to
treat her virtually guaranteed a life-
threatening stillbirth. They advised

an abortion. She declined out of reli-
gious conviction.

Asked about the sudden change
in direction, CBS spokesman Dana
McClintock said the network had
“moderated our approach to advo-
cacy submissions” because it “did not
reflect public sentiment or industry
norms.” He said CBS “will continue
to consider responsibly produced ads
from all groups for the few remaining
spots in Super Bowl XLIV.” Notice
that phrase “few remaining”? This
year, a 30-second spot is going for
about $2.8 million. Perhaps necessity
was the mother of moderation here.

Whatever its motives, CBS has
made a bad call. There ought to be
places in our lives that are free from
profound confrontation. Focus on the
Family has every right to produce its
ad, of course, and CBS _ so long as its
policies are evenhanded _ has every
right to run issue-oriented spots. It
really comes down to a question of
taste and civility. You don’t talk poli-
tics at the Thanksgiving table, and
you really ought to be able to watch
a football game without being con-
fronted with another person’s views
on abortion, or the treatment of veal
calves.

Is there really a difference between
this sort of Super Bowl ad and the
other 60-odd trying to sell you beer
or cars or computers? Yes. One is a
pitch; the other is proselytizing. We
suffer the former as the price of life
in a consumer society; we abhor the
latter as a coarse invasion of pri-
vacy. There are moments when we
open ourselves to moral persuasion,
and moments when we’re entitled to
simple recreation. It’s the sort of dis-
tinction on which civility relies.

Ever wonder how the Tebows’

heartwarming story won nearly
$3 million worth of Focus on the
Family’s attention? Both Tim and
Pam Tebow are active, committed
members of an evangelical minis-
try run by Pam’s Baptist minister
husband, Bob, one of the founders
of Campus Crusade for Christ. This
is hardly their first foray into social
activism. Tim was home schooled
and played football at a public high
school whose athletic programs were
opened to students educated at home
by a Florida law. In the years since,
mother and son have helped promote
so-called Tim’s Laws in other states
to open public school sports to home-
schooled children.

Both mother and son are vocal
opponents of abortion, though there’s
a curious aspect to the story she’s
told in numerous interviews. Pam
has repeatedly said that all this hap-
pened in the Philippines, where she
delivered Tim in 1987. But as a letter
to CBS from the Center for Reproduc-
tive Rights notes, the Philippines
criminalized abortion in 1870. Since
1930, its criminal code governing
abortion makes no exception to save
the life of the mother and requires
prison time for doctors and women
involved. It’s remarkable that Pam’s
doctors were willing to give advice
that put them at such risk.

More than most, the Tebows have
benefited from the reverence Ameri-
can society accords the religious
consciences of its people and the
decisions based on those consciences.
The Tebows’ story is a tribute to this
country’s respect for choice _ though
somebody else will have to pay to get
that message across.

BY TIM RUTTEN
LOS ANGELES TIMES

Lazy politicians’ easy way out: Blame the poor

South Carolina’s lieutenant gov-
ernor has likened government assis-
tance to poor people to the feeding of
stray animals.

In each case, the handouts will
cause recipients to “breed,” Andre
Bauer told a conservative audi-
ence, because “they don’t know any
better.”

Bauer’s remark could be chalked
up as just another bizarre pronounce-
ment by another nutty Palmetto State
politician. They’re having quite a
run of the mouths down there.

But wait. It’s not just South Caro-
lina.

Missouri legislator Cynthia Davis
last year denounced summer nutri-
tion programs for impoverished chil-
dren.

“Who created a new rule that
says government must make up for
any lack at home?” Davis asked in
a newsletter. “The problem of child-
hood obesity has been cited as one
of the most rapidly growing health
problems in America. People who are
struggling with lack of food usually
do not have an obesity problem.”

Besides revealing herself as heart-
less, Davis had her facts wrong.
Food insecurity is linked to obesity.
Researchers theorize that people
who lack steady access to nutritious
food consume too much cheap, high-
calorie, high-fat food.

It would be nice to discount
Davis’ rant as another wacky pro-
nouncement by the Republican from
O’Fallon, Mo. But this business of

demonizing the poor isn’t limited to
a few screwy public figures. It is ram-
pant in political debate and in public
policy.

We see it in attempts to make recip-
ients of government aid take drug
tests. Missouri lawmakers have filed
no fewer than five bills this session
demanding tests for at least some aid
recipients.

We saw the poor demonized last
year in Missouri when Republican
members of the House shouted down
a proposal to increase Medicaid
eligibility limits to 50 percent of the
poverty level, using extra taxes that
Missouri hospitals volunteered to
pay the state.

“Plunderers,” one House member
called the would-be recipients, while
others denounced their lack of “ini-
tiative.”

Who are these people? Mostly
single parents who earn less than
$11,025 a year for a family of four.

The way lawmakers talked, you’d
think Bernie Madoff had spawned a
legion of offspring to pull off a giant
scam on the people.

In fact, most of them are the work-
ing poor. They prepare and serve our
food, clean our offices and direct us
to the proper aisle in the discount
stores.

Stories abound of their conniving,
lazy ways. Some are doubtlessly true.
Some mothers who receive public
assistance have substance abuse
problems. Some give birth to chil-
dren just so they can stay on aid.

But much more typical are the
stories politicians don’t tell when
they demonize the poor. The mother
who receives a pink slip because
she’s missed too much work wait-
ing at the free health clinic to deal
with her child’s asthma. The family
knocked deeper into debt with every
unplanned car repair or broken fur-
nace.

South Carolina’s Bauer, who, it
turns out, benefited from free school
lunch programs when he was a kid,
blathered on about parents who receive
similar aid and don’t attend parent-
teacher conferences or PTA meetings.
Never mind that low-wage employers
often won't give workers time off to
attend school functions.

Davis of Missouri opined that low-in-
come parents have a responsibility to
serve their children nutritious meals.
Very true, but has she tried taking
multiple buses to get to and from the
supermarket because they’re few and
far between in urban neighborhoods?

Our goal should indeed be to have
as few people as possible on public
assistance. But you don’t get there by
demonizing the poor or giving them
drug tests. You get there by providing
health care, child care subsidies and
other supports that help people become
self sufficient. There’s far too little dis-
cussion about that in the hallways of
power these days.

BY BARBARA SHELLY
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