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Should taking literature courses be mandatory?
Courses enrich all students €0)^ Students deserve to choose

Helen

Clancy

Staff Writer

I
 was having a conversation 
with an old high school friend 
when I was told the unthink
able. Business majors at A&M are 

not required to take any litera
ture courses.

“Are you sure?” I asked.
“Oh, yeah. We just take Eng

lish 104 and technical writing. No 
literature.”

No literature.
Literature directly relates to the issues faced 

by our society, regardless of a person’s field of 
study. The basic ideas expressed hundreds of 
years ago stood the test of time for a reason — 
because they challenged the boundaries of rudi
mentary thought.

A literature class helps a student articulate 
creative and independent thought much more 
than any multiple-choice graded survey course. 
With so many students taking departmental 
tests, the challenge of individual thought is fad
ing away.

Along with business majors, engineering and 
biomedical science majors don’t take literature. 
They are required to take speech communication 
and technical writing. The core curriculum only 
mandates that they be able to speak and write, 
but not to read.

Considering the sheer number of business, engi
neering and BIMS majors (which is about 16,990), 
it’s scary to think that they will graduate without 
studying Chaucer, Milton or Rousseau. Critical 
thinking might take a back seat, but at least they 
will be able to speak and write.

After all, this is the ’90s — it’s much more en
tertaining to watch Oliver Parker’s Othello than 
to read Shakespeare’s play. There’s no reason to 
pore over Gulliver’s Travels when it can be seen 
on NBC. (Gulliver’s Travels is a piece of 18th 
century satire, for the 16,990 students who 
aren’t required to take literature.)

Perhaps I take it for granted that my parents 
and I are able to discuss and debate classic liter
ature. Whenever I ask my stepfather if he stud
ied a particular author, he says, “Of course I did. 
Everyone had to read that in my day.” Even 
though he’s a t-sip, I must give him some credit.

After all, when the baby boomer generation 
went to college, the classics were still being 
taught alongside history, math and biological sci
ences. It was important to build a foundation 
upon which future knowledge could rest, but now 
that foundation is of secondary importance. Stu
dents are more concerned with finding a high-

paying, cosmopolitan job than 
with enriching their personal 
knowledge. The courses they take 
are applied toward their resume, 
not their mind.

Although the core curriculum 
has a humanities require
ment of six hours, stu
dents rarely opt to fill 
it will literature. It’s a 
tough subject, and its 

much easier to take the legendary 
“easy-A” classes like jazz apprecia
tion and history of western dress.

What will happen when the so- 
called Generation X comes of 
age? Literature has been a 
key to our past that has 
been kept alive by acad
emic interest. Its ap
preciation will proba
bly be lost, except to 
those who major in it.

An immeasurable 
amount of knowledge is 
disregarded when 
16,990 students 
choose not to take 
literature because 
they are not re
quired to.

With all this in 
mind, I shudder at 
my future of teach
ing high school 
English. I have a 
greater responsibility 
than I had first sus
pected. The literature I 
teach students could be 
their last exposure to it, 
especially if they plan to 
attend a “world-class” 
university.

Perhaps Texas 
A&M knows Voltaire 
all too well. Culti
vate your own gar 
den, but don’t ex
pect the Univer
sity to provide 
any tools.

I
 have a dream.
One day, literature classes will 
be held in a shiny new Reed 

Arena. In the floodlights of the new 
holler-house, an english professor 

will gaze upon a 
sea of students,
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Helen Clancy is a sophomore 
English major

sands of Hewlett-Packard 
calculators shining back at 
her. There will be engineers 
in the class; their numbers 
shall be legion.

In this brave new world,
' Agg^e engineers will bring to 
bear ail the eloquence of 
Shakespeare, Hemingway and 

Milton:
“To engineer, or not to engineer; that 

is the question / Whether ‘tis nobler in the 
mind to suffer/The uncertainty and decay 

of outrageous entropy, / Or to take our slide 
rules against a sea of troubles, / And by op
posing end them.”

My dream would become a nightmare,
however, if engineering majors 
were forced against their wills 

to take literature classes. 
There are two ways 
that engineers could be 

required to take liter
ature classes. One 
method would be to 
expand the core cur

riculum by adding more 
compulsory classes. The 

other would be to force engineer
ing students to fill their existing 
humanities requirement by taking 
literature classes.

First of all, most engineering 
students find that their degree 
plans take at least five years to 
complete. Add the fact that many 
engineers choose to participate in 
cooperative-education programs, 
and you have a recipe for a six- 
year bachelor’s degree.

Adding additional hours to the 
core curriculum could make stu
dents out of the elderly.

But requiring students to fill

their existing humanities hours 
with literature classes wouldn’t 
be fair either. Currently, engi
neering students can spend their 
meager humanities allowance on 
courses in history, music, or even 
literature. The choice is theirs, as 
it should be.

Undoubtedly, the study of lit
erature would make engineers 

more insightful professionals. The proponents of 
a literature requirement question how we could 
oppose a higher standard of education. The 
biggest reason for the opposition is that the new 
requirement would rob students of their already 
scarce academic freedom. In “Paradise Lost,” 
Milton wrote, “Better to reign in hell than serve 
in heav’n.”

Certainly, Milton would have understood how 
students would rather exercise some control over 
a limited curriculum than have a “better” degree 
plan imposed upon them.

Engineering students who recognize the value 
of literature either take challenging classes or 
they find their literary fix through outside read
ing. The few students who do not appreciate lit
erature probably won’t develop an affinity just 
because the subject is mandatory.

The aim of literary study should be to gain a 
better understanding of self and a greater capac
ity for independent thought. Forcing adults to 
take prescribed classes hardly celebrates the no
tion of “independent thought.”

Students are already working hard to meet 
university requirements, prepare for future pro
fessions, and furnish themselves with a well- 
rounded education.

It would be possible to achieve all three of 
these goals ... if students had the patience and 
funding to stay here for eight years. Most stu
dents choose to do the best they can in four or 
five years.

And most do a very good job in their time here.
Texas A&M has already assembled a competi- 

fve core curriculum. It is great to encourage stu
dents to study literature within the bounds of 
their degree plans, but placing yeL another for
mal requi ement on them would be wrong.

For some, the shrinking of their scholastic 
freedom could make the best of times become the 
worst of times.

Jeremy Valdez is a senior 
chemical engineering major

SJ[ '‘•Tr' .. r ' . *. • 'll*

Rec fee should be optional

Erin 
Fitzgerald

Columnist

W
orking out 
is good, but 
I just can’t 
do it enough to jus

tify the amount of 
money I pay for fa
cilities. Granted, I 
am an exception to 
the rule: I pay for 
the Rec Center, be
long to a gym and have a work
out center in my apartment com
plex. I’d be one big muscle if I 
took advantage of all my oppor
tunities to pump iron.

Instead, I feel like my money is 
being wasted. I doubt I’m alone.

I just don’t want to drive all 
the way to campus when I have 
other — closer — options.

Still, I have to pay the 
mandatory fees for attending 
Texas A&M.

Something students probably 
don’t know is that they are 
charged twice for the new Rec 
Center and recreational sports. 
Yes, every Aggie pays the $50 
“Recreational Sports Fee,” but 
they also pay the “Student Ser
vices Fee.”

Hidden in this broadly 
termed charge is funding for the 
Department of Recreational 
Sports. Last year, Rec Sports 
consumed the second largest 
portion of the fee, 16.5 percent of 
the generated $7 million.

That means, in addition to 
the $50 fee, each student pays 
another $14.

Of course, $64 a semester does
n’t seem like a lot to pay for using 
the nation’s second-largest recre
ational sports center. That’s only 
60 cents a day. Students are get
ting a great deal, right?

Wrong — 65 percent of the Rec 
Sports portion of the Student Ser
vices Fee pays for wages and 
salaries, and part of the $50 
Recreational Sports Fee pays for 
people in charge of operations. 
However, the underlying problem 
is that students do not use the fa
cility enough to justify the cost.

Looking at the Department of 
Recreational Spoils’ entrance sta
tistics, it can easily be figured 
that last semester’s daily average 
equals 3,617 people — less than 1 
percent of the student body.

Weekends are worse. On Sat
urdays and Sundays, 50 percent 
fewer people enter the Rec Cen
ter. Football games and hang
overs must be the excuses for 
the smaller attendance.

How about the fact that kine
siology classes usually meet 
there Monday and Wednesday or 
Tuesday and Thursday? Stu

dents, who pay 
tuition for the 
classes, are re
quired to enter 
the Rec Center.

Still, Rec 
Sports boasts 
that 74.9 percent 
of “members” 
have used the fa

cility. If this is so, then that 
means that either students go to 
the Rec Center about once a 
week, or a lot of people have 
gone (possibly just to tour it) and 
not returned.

Yet, the students approved 
paying for the new building, so 
our complaints are useless. 
Nothing can be done now — the 
thing’s been built.

And despite 74.9 percent who 
have at least set foot inside of the 
new building, that leaves over 
15,000 students who have not. 
Still, all students are stuck pay
ing another fee — for 20 years — 
which seems only to be taken ad
vantage of by the minority.

Perhaps, while discussing the 
$8 per hour increase in the general 
use fee, the $6 increase in the Stu
dent Services Fee, the $4 dollar in
crease in the Health Center fee, 
and the possible 9.5 percent in
crease for on-campus housing, the 
administration and Board of Re
gents should discuss other ways to 
fund the Rec Center.

The obvious solution is to 
make the fee optional and open 
up “membership” to the Bryan- 
College Station public. It’s defi
nitely the largest and least ex
pensive club around. But, then 
the Rec Center would cease to be 
part of Texas A&M.

Or would it? Off-campus 
groups use other facilities, such 
as Rudder Tower and the MSC, 
all of the time.

Well, who would care if the 
Rec Center weren’t specifically 
for students? It might surprise 
the administration, but when 
choosing where to go to college, 
a super-sized sports facility is 
not a top priority for the col
lege-bound.

However, cost is.
The average student can look 

forward to an increase in fees of 
about $270 next year. A&M isn’t 
the most expensive school, but 
fees cost almost twice as much as 
tuition. And, as A&M continues 
to build west, the Recreational 
Sports fee just adds to the unnec
essary, ever-increasing fees.

Erin Fitzgerald is a senior po
litical science and English major
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Magic Johnson was 
not an adulterer

Philip Leone’s Feb. 20 col
umn in the Batt touched on 
athletes with HIV. Unfortu
nately, it also included an ac
cusation against NBA star 
Magic Johnson that is totally 
false. He started by correctly 
stating Magic Johnson led a 
promiscuous lifestyle early in 
his career. But then, for what
ever reason, Leone went on to 
state, “The fact is we tend to 
forget Magic is an adulterer.” 
Your facts are in error. Magic 
Johnson is a courageous and 
inspirational person and to

throw around false acquisi
tions of adultery is not only ir
responsible, it is unprofession
al. In the future, The Battalion 
might want to do a service to 
its readers and verify its facts 
before it goes dragging some
one’s name through the mud.

David Robinett 
Class of ’97

Promise Keepers 
face persecution

In response to H.L. Baxter’s 
column, “Exclusion is never the 
best way” I would like to make 
a few comments and observa

tions. I can tell Baxter hasn’t 
been to a Promise Keepers 
(PKers) conference because of 
false observations in his col
umn. First of all, each PK gath
ering usually has in attendance 
50 to 60,0000 men.

I have been to 2 myself, one 
in Dallas at Texas Stadium and 
one in Houston at the As
trodome and each time the sta
dium was practically full.

Secondly, if Baxter had actu
ally attended a conference he 
would see men of many differ
ent races, young and old; not 
just “Middle-aged and white.”

Thirdly, Baxter seems to 
think that PKers main purpose 
is to “evict women as a family 
figurehead,” and have men 
“usurp the role of leader in 
their families.”

Nothing could be further 
from the truth.

The basis of PKers is the 
fact that in most families the 
mother is the spiritual leader, 
in prayer, taking the kids to 
church, etc., while father sits 
idle by, shirking his responsi

bilities as a spiritual leader 
equal to his wife. Pkers tries 
to instill into the fathers to be
come men of God and help 
their wives instead of letting 
them do it alone.

Last but not least, Baxter 
agreed that the family unit 
needs to be strengthened but 
he “didn’t think including 
Christianity in this endeavor 
was the right way to do it.”

My only question to him is, 
if God isn’t the one to turn to 
in order to strengthen the 
family unit, what’s the right 
way to do it?

I know we as Christians 
will always be persecuted till 
the end of time but just con
sider this, a movement that 
has more than half a million 
members of all different races, 
denominations and walks of 
life must have some power 
that is holding them together 
and I believe that is the power 
of Jesus Christ.

Brian George 
Class of ’97


