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LETTER FROM THE EDITOR 

TO THE READER, 
Welcome to the T resher centennial magazine. Rice recently cel-

ebrated its centennial in 2012, so it should come as no surprise that 
the T resher is soon after celebrating its own 100-year anniversary. 
In 1916, a group of nine students — six men and three women — 
belonging to various literary societies began the T resher as a fort-
nightly-published paper “for the students and by the students,” 
and the legacy thankfully lives on today. T is magazine is a celebra-
tion of those who have come before us. 

However, this anniversary has also been an opportunity to take a 
critical look at the paper over time, up to and including the present 
day. From articles on the T resher’s role in integration at Rice to the 
controversial history of the Backpage, we aim to cover the T resh-
er as the newspaper would cover any other institution on campus. 
Understandably, this is a near-impossible task — please hold us ac-
countable to our own reporting standards and let us know what we 
have missed. And if you spot any typos ... well, thats what makes 
the T resher the T resher. 

At such an important time in T resher history, I want to return 
to a moment in fairly recently history that illustrates the T resh-
er’s potential as both a publication of record and positive force on 
campus. During the 1990 World Economic Summit held at Rice, the 
T resher invited the editors of 15 college newspapers from around 
the world to cover the forum and coordinated their stays on cam-
pus. T ey all received press credentials, mingling with professional 
journalists and providing critical coverage from the student per-
spective. It was a major success, according to Rice history professor 
(and unof  cial Rice historian) John Boles. 

Moving forward, the T resher must remember its role at the 
summit and other important moments in the history of the univer-
sity: to represent the student voice in the face of change. Without 
the T resher, more stones would go unturned and the primary out-
let for student debate would be ... Facebook. (Who are we kidding? 
It already is.) 

Even if you do not regularly pick up the 
T resher, I hope you will f nd something in 
here that surprises you, makes you think 
dif erently or at least entertains you. It’s 
what’s sustained us for the last 100 years, 
and it will see us through the next 100. 

Happy reading, 
MILES KRUPPA 

Thresher senior editor 
Hanszen ‘16 

COVER PHOTOS 
BY JAKE NYQUIST 

100TH ANNIVERSARY 5 
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‘THE FIRST 
DRAFT OF 
HISTORY’ 

Reading the Thresher 
as a rough historical 

document 

8 THE RICE THRESHER 

1962 

In only its 25th year of exis 
tence, the Tresher was cov 
ering its second war. 
Early in 1941, before the cha 

os, the Rice Institute was fnally 
developing into the vision of its 
founders. Edgar Odell Lovett 
had recently announced his 
retirement after more than 30 
years as president. But, as a 1944 
Tresher editorial would assess, 
“the carefree freshmen who 
matriculated at Rice in the fall 
of 1940 probably never dreamed 
that their college career would 
be disturbed by such as the pres 
ent emergency”: the breakout of 
what was immediately known 
as the Second World War. 

As the university adjust 
ed to the war, Lovett decided 
to stay on as president so that 
Rice would not have to con 
duct a search. Troughout, 
the Tresher published over 
whelmingly positive support 
for Lovett. Tey summarize 
their praise, consistently found 
in both the news and editorials 
sections of the paper, in a May 
14, 1943 editorial, writing, “Dr. 
Lovett has exhibited courage 

Why, some say, the 
moon?” Kennedy 
asked. “Why choose 

this as our goal? And they 
may well ask why climb the 
highest mountain? Why, 35 
years ago, fly the Atlantic? 
Why does Rice play Texas? 
We choose to go to the moon. 
We choose to go to the moon 
in this decade and do the 
other things, not because 
they are easy, but because 
they are hard.” 

A week later, however, 
the Thresher neglected to 
include Kennedy’s most 
famous phrases in their 
coverage of his appearance at 
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World War II 
throughout his years as presi 
dent of the Institute, but never 
as much courage as he showed 
last year by remaining at his 
post over Sallyport after he had 
earned retirement.” 

Rice’s foremost focus on ac 
ademics changed with the war. 
A 1944 editorial explained one of 
the major changes: “Our class 
mates found themselves in an 
almost militarized school be 
cause of … the Navy V-12 Unit 
here.” Te editorial described 
the sudden stationing of 530 
men at Rice from across the 
country to train in technical 
skills for the Navy. 

Te Tresher, in turn, 
showed abundant support for 
the new Navy students. Te 
students were older, in uni 
form, and going to school six 
days a week, year-round. Even 
though they were not quite Rice 
students, the paper featured a 
warm welcome from Lovett and 
the Tresher editorial staf alike. 

“We hope that you will not 
feel like strangers for long,” the 
July 8, 1943 editorial read. “You 
will learn to love the Institute.” 

Te Tresher continued 
supporting the Navy trainees 
throughout the year in its cov 
erage, including a front-page 
news piece that lamented the 
constraints placed on the sol 
diers — they were not allowed to 
go outside the hedges aside from 
Wednesday nights. 

Te article, written in a 
conversational tone by society 
editor Barbara Ewing, as the 
Tresher tended to do at the 
time, urged, “Make yourselves 
available girls, and raise the 
Navy morale — and yours, too.” 

As the Institute adapted to 
the war, the Tresher did the 
same. Te war forced the pa 
per to broaden its scope past 
Main Street and onto nation 
al issues. While the Tresher’s 
editorials maintained a patri 
otic tone in support of the war, 
they lamented the decreasing 
academic quality and lack of 
school spirit that had come to 
Rice with the war. Editorials of 
ten alternated in focus between 
Rice’s external impact on the 
war — one editorial urged stu 
dents to buy war bonds and 

To the moon 
Rice — nor did any students 
or faculty choose to write 
opinion pieces regarding 
the president’s speech. Even 
the successful landing on 
the moon seven years later 
would go unrecognized by 
the paper since it occurred 
during the summer. 

Te paper did mark 
Kennedy’s visit with a page 
of photos and a front-page 
article,entitled, “‘Visiting 
Professor’ Kennedy Pushes 
Space-Age Spending.” 

As the article explained, 
Rice President K.S. Pitzer 
had introduced Kennedy as 
an Orientation Week visiting 

professor. Te piece’s author, 
Eugene Keilin, wrote that 
Kennedy seemed to be using 
the trip to support NASA’s 
expanding budget, which 
would rise to its historic high 
in the following four years. 

“Tat budget now stands 
at $5,400,000,000 a year — 
a staggering sum, though 
somewhat less than what we 
pay for cigarettes and cigars 
every year,” the article said. 

Te stadium in the article’s 
accompanying pictures is 
easily recognizable to any 
Rice student, as is the piece’s 
opening description of the 
scene. 

the war’s impact on the Insti 
tute, with another arguing that 
students should cast aside their 
nostalgia and try to better Rice 
during the war. 

Troughout it all, the Tresh 
er continued writing about the 
usual Rice news while covering 
national stories, though the sto 
ries primarily focused on Rice’s 
role within the war rather than 
the war at large. In the paper’s 
“men in service” section, the 
Tresher shared information 
about Rice students and alumni 
serving in the war. 

Te Tresher’s war cov 
erage continued through the 
last days of the war, when the 
paper attempted to showcase 
Rice’s involvement in its con 
clusion. After the dropping of 
the atomic bomb on Hiroshima, 
the Tresher featured Dr. H. A. 
Wilson, a Rice physicist involved 
in the making of the bomb, in an 
article on its science. Te same 
issue contained an editorial not 
condemning the bombing, but 
warning of the future impli 
cations of the technology and 
joining Dr. Wilson’s call that the 

“[Kennedy spoke] to half-
full stands in the heavy heat of 
a late Texas summer,” Keilin’s 
article began. 

According to the article, 
about 40,000 people were 
present in the stadium, a 
crowd described as small but 
enthusiastic. Te president 
himself joked about the heat 
in a lesser-known part of the 
speech. 

“[Atmospheric re-entry 
causes] heat about half the 
temperature of the sun — 
almost as hot as it is here 
today,” Kennedy said to 
audience laughter. “I’m the 
one who’s doing all the work, 

atom “may become a weapon 
for peace.” 

Te very next issue, the 
Tresher reported on Kermit 
Beahan, the former Rice stu 
dent-athlete who was the bom 
bardier tasked with dropping 
the atomic bomb on Nagasaki. 
Te article, however, was over 
shadowed by the dominant ar 
ticle celebrating the Japanese 
surrender and the end of the 
war with a giant banner atop the 
front page reading, “Tis Is It!” 

Te Tresher then longed 
for the Institute to return to the 
pre-war period students had 
reminisced about for years. Both 
the Tresher and the rest of the 
Institute yearned for a more 
normal way of life, insofar as it 
was possible in the post-war 
period. 

“Perhaps we may now re 
sume our previous activities 
and rediscover the collegiate 
attitude,” the Tresher’s Aug. 
16, 1945, editorial said. “Let us 
keep tolerance, concentration 
and patience — but look forward 
with hopeful eyes.” 

– JUAN SALDANA 

so we just want you to stay 
cool for a minute.” 

Te article said Kennedy 
also drew laughs from the 
Rice-Texas football quip, 
a joke that the president 
handwrote into the speech 
himself, according to the 
Kennedy Presidential Library. 
Te audience may not have 
laughed had they known how 
prescient Kennedy was: While 
Neil Armstrong and Buzz 
Aldrin would set foot on the 
moon in 1969, after the mid-
1960s Rice football fans would 
have to wait until 1993 to see 
another victory over Texas. 

– DREW KELLER 
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1974 
Coed colleges 

One of the most signif 
cant challenges to the 
residential college sys 

tem was the cohabitation of men 
and women on campus. 

Te establishment of Jones 
College in 1955, the frst wom 
en’s college, was big news for a 
campus founded by a man who 
allegedly disallowed benches on 
school grounds for fear of inter 
mingling between the sexes. 

Te newspaper echoed the 
sense of solidarity among Rice 
women at the time, noting in 
a 1957 piece about the college 
elections that all women, even 
nonresidents, were eligible to 
run for all Jones ofces, “since 
all Rice women are members of 
Jones College.” 

Praise notwithstanding, the 
Tresher consistently made 
Jones, as well as Brown College, 
the brunt of many jokes. In the 
April Fool’s edition of 1966, the 
year Brown was established, the 
Tresher published a satirical 
“news in brief” on the passing of 
Jones and Brown constitutional 
amendments that “prohibit the 
president of the college from 
leaving ofce until she has be 
come engaged.” 

Many credit former Presi 
dent Norman Hackerman as the 
person who spearheaded the 
move toward coed colleges, but 
the Tresher’s coverage shows 
that a movement in favor of 
cohabitation began well before 
Hackerman’s tenure. 

In an article published on 
Feb. 19, 1970, two months before 
Hackerman assumed ofce, the 
Tresher reported on a proposal 
drafted by the joint committee 
of the seven residential colleges 
to allow students the fexibili 
ty to choose between all-male, 

all-female or coed housing. Te 
committee partially expressed 
the need to alleviate the appar 
ent “lack of communication and 
intellectual exchange between 
men and women.” 

Te Tresher also published 
a particularly eager letter to the 
editor in November 1970 from 
a male student with the title 
“Student seeks sex integration.” 

“I do not look upon girls as 
pieces of meat, speaking fgura 
tively,” the op read. “What I do 
want to see is this university get 
out of its smughole [sic] in the 
ground, get out of its pride of 
being the Harvard of the South, 
and realize that it does not even 
rate being the Galena Park High 
School of the rest of the world.” 

Eventually, the adminis 
tration released a poll showing 
that 85 percent of students fa 
vored having coed housing on 
campus. Following the poll, 
Hackerman worked on a plan 
to introduce coed housing, and 
by 1974, Baker and Hanszen 
Colleges became the frst coed 
dormitories on campus. 

It did not take long for the 
other colleges to consider co 
habitation. All eight colleges 
polled their students on the 
matter by October 1977, with 
mixed results. While all were in 
favor of making more colleges 
coed, only four of the six sin 
gle-sex colleges had a majority 
willing to undergo the change 
themselves, according to the 
Tresher coverage of the polls. 

A wave of conversions to 
coed followed the 1977 polls, in 
cluding Will Rice College in 1978 
and Lovett College and Jones 
College in 1980. 

Yet in 1982, Wiess showed 
only 41 percent in favor of 

the change according to a poll 
that year. 

Wiess master Geof Win 
ningham felt diferently due to 
a recognition of “numerous in 
ternal problems, including poor 
behavior, discontent among a 
large number of freshmen and 
the lack of faculty associates,” 
according to a Tresher article. 

In light of these events, Win 
ningham dismissed the poll re 
sults and favored the transition 
as a part of the restructuring of 
the college. 

A group of Wiess students 
handed a petition to Hackerman 
that year that,  according to 
Tresher coverage, 876 students 
signed in protest of the admin 
istration’s decision to force co 
habitation, citing “the signif 
cant disregard for the opinion of 
Wiess College.” 

Despite the students’ eforts, 
Hackerman ofcially decided to 
make Wiess coed in 1983. 

Jonathan Berk (Wiess ’84), 
who co-authored the petition, 
told the Tresher, “When 800 
Rice students do anything, it’s 
signifcant.” 

Te Tresher continued to 
cover the coed conversions 
of Brown and Sid Richardson 
colleges in 1987, which re 
portedly went smoother than 
anticipated. In a conclusion of 
the 20-year saga, the Tresher 
featured several happy college 
transfer students in an article ti 
tled, “Brown acquires new male 
odor.”

 “Richardson is a lot noisier 
than Brown — but that’s why I 
transferred,” Katy Tasbef (Sid 
Richardson ’90), newly induct 
ed at Sid, said. “I wanted to be 
around more activity.” 

– ANDREW LIGERALDE 
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David Leebron frst ap-
peared on the pages of 
the Tresher on Jan. 16, 

2004, when the paper report-
ed on his selection as the new 
president of Rice University. 
Te issue included an “uncon-
ventional” interview with Lee-
bron, with questions such as, “If 
you were forced to pick another 
career, what would you pick?” 
(Answer: “A popular musician 
of some kind or another.”) 

Te Backpage also welcomed 
their new favorite “Bron-Bron” 
to the university. 

In that frst issue, the Stu-
dent Association co-presidents 
encouraged student leaders to 
work with Leebron to ensure 
that his initiatives prioritized 
student interests. In an edi-
torial, the Tresher called on 
Leebron to focus on the under-
graduate experience, to keep 
Rice small and inexpensive and 
to improve student spaces and 
living conditions. 

“Leebron should make a 
habit of doing nothing import-
ant at this university without 
consulting the students before-
hand,” the editorial concluded. 

Today, 12 years later, it is 
clear that Rice’s seventh presi-
dent has left a permanent mark 
on the campus. Still, his reign 
has not gone without contro-

versy, especially among parties 
who have felt alienated by his 
leadership style. 

Leebron’s impact could 
largely be summarized in one 
word: expansion. However, 
somewhat surprisingly, the 
Tresher has undercovered de-
velopment. While the planning 
of McMurtry and Duncan Col-
leges and Leebron’s announce-
ment of his “Vision for the Sec-
ond Century” were reported on 
in the Tresher, neither the ed-
itorial board nor many students 
expressed opinions on the plans. 
Other projects also received lit-
tle coverage; the Tresher frst 
mentioned the name of the Bio-
sciences Research Collaborative 
after its completion. 

On the other hand, the 
Tresher closely followed Lee-
bron’s efort to merge Baylor 
College of Medicine into the 
university. Te paper frst re-
ported on the proposed merger 
in October 2008 after the Hous-
ton Chronicle broke news of the 
discussions. 

“BCM’s reputation would in-
stantly enhance Rice’s prestige 
on both a national and interna-
tional scale,” the staf wrote in 
an editorial. 

By the fall, with talks be-
tween the Rice administration 
and Baylor leaders progressing, 

the Tresher received op-eds 
almost every week on the merg-
er, largely written by Rice pro-
fessors. In October, the Tresh-
er ran a front-page article about 
the on-campus debate that 
included a poll of the faculty 
in which a slight majority op-
posed the move. And in January 
of the following year, the paper 
marked the failure of the talks 
with a front-page article. 

“[Te merger] was slated 
to be the biggest development 
Rice has seen since the advent 
of the college system,” a third 
staf editorial stated. “Instead, 
[it] was the biggest anticlimax 
our university has seen in recent 
memory.” 

Leebron’s controversial de-
cision to sell Rice’s KTRU ra-
dio station for $9.5 million to 
the University of Houston also 
spurred a heated debate in 
the pages of the Tresher. Te 
deal, which was largely kept 
under wraps until it was com-
pleted and announced in 2011, 
prompted protestation from 
students and alumni, who con-
demned the failure to seek stu-
dent input. 

“Cof eehouse workers, 
Tresher employees, athletes 
and any other club members 
have been reminded that the 
administration can and will 

act unilaterally to make an ex-
istential decision on students’ 
behalf without consultation or 
even forewarning,” the staf 
editorial read. 

Leebron sat down with 
Tresher editors the follow-
ing week to defend his deci-
sion, but debate continued in 
the Tresher’s opinion sections 
over the next several weeks, 
and the Tresher published a 
two-page-long list of signato-
ries to petition to keep the sta-
tion. 

Te Tresher followed its 
initial coverage with reporting 
on KTRU’s eforts to respond, 
which included an open records 
request that unveiled Rice-UH 
emails planning an inspection 
of KTRU’s facilities under false 
pretenses and attempting to 
contain an early investigation of 
the possible deal by a Houston 
Chronicle reporter. 

KTRU is back on air as of this 
year, and the administration 
now says there are currently no 
plans for a 12th residential col-
lege. As Leebron continues to 
work to balance student inter-
ests with the expansion of Rice’s 
national and international role, 
his name will certainly be print-
ed in the Tresher many times 
to come. 

– DREW KELLER & KAYLEN STRENCH 
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‘All THE 
NEWS 
THAT’S FIT 
TO PRINT’ 

by MADDY ADAMS and JESSICA KELLY 

Many Rice traditions are either suited or unsuited for the camera, 
depending on your personal taste. From school-sanctioned 
alcohol consumption at Beer Bike to the innocent (and not so 
innocent) displays of skin at Baker 13 and Night of Decadence, 
Thresher photographers have been there to snap the shutter, and 
editors have been more than willing to ink the results. 

ALL PHOTOGRAPHS FROM THE THRESHER ARCHIVES 
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 BAKER 13 
Thresher coverage of Baker 

13 began in 1975 with a small 
article about “Club 13.” The first 
published photo of the naked 
run, however, came in 1985 as 
part of the Thresher’s Beer Bike 
coverage that year. In the photo, 
five “Club 13” runners excitedly 
streak across a field as “halftime 
entertainment.” The Thresher 
most likely was unable to take 
photos of the run initially, as it 
took place outside at night, and 
the photography team would 
not have had the necessary 
equipment to document the run 
at that time. 

Today, the Thresher 
consistently publishes photos 
of Baker 13 runs. Because 
of improved cameras and 
equipment, the Thresher can now 
capture photos of the night runs 
in high quality; the naked students 
are still covered in shaving cream, 
but their expressions are now 
less grainy. To the right, a 2012 
Thresher photo shows a crowd 
of runners wearing variable 
amounts of shaving cream during 
a Halloween run. 
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NOD 
Although Wiess College’s 

Night of Decadence party began 
in 1972, it wasn’t until much later 
that the Thresher’s coverage 
of NOD expanded to include 
photography. In 1983, the 
theme was “Co-Eds in Chains” 
to celebrate (or maybe lament) 
Wiess becoming coed, and the 
Thresher snapped the photo to 
the left of a male undergraduate 
in bondage. 

As the times changed, the 
Thresher and other media 
outlets were barred from taking 
photos of the growing number 
of partygoers within the walls 
of Wiess College. Relegated 
to the outskirts of the college, 
the Thresher’s photographic 
coverage of NOD became as 
skimpy as NOD attendees’ 
outfits. To this day, Thresher 
photographers capture the event 
from the fringes of the party, 
as seen in the photo to the left 
from the 2010 NOD party, “Viva 
NOD Vegas: Go All In.” 
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BEER BIKE 
Beer Bike began in 1957 as 

a “rigorous” bike and chug race 
between the male residential 
colleges during the Rondelet 
pageant. The Thresher wrote 
about the competition from the 
beginning, but the first photo of 
Beer Bike did not appear in print 
until 1963. The low-quality photo 
features bikers from Hanszen 
College, Will Rice College and 
Wiess College and shows the 
race’s spirit of competition. 

The Thresher also documented 
Beer Bike’s now-defunct 
traditions, such as the masters’ 
and associates’ participation on 
their respective college’s chug 
teams. In 1968, the Thresher 
published a photo to the right 
of then-Hanszen master Ronald 
Sass chugging during the race. 
The caption clarified that he was 
drinking an “unspecified liquid.” 

Now, Beer Bike has expanded 
to incorporate the growing 
residential college system as well 
as women’s and alumni races. 
The Thresher consistently runs 
large spreads covering the event 
every year. Improved camera 
equipment and photography skills 
have allowed the Thresher to 
capture the detailed expressions 
of the bike and chug teams 
along with the pit crews and 
spectators. To the right, a 1996 
Thresher photo shows the Jones 
pit crew escorting a tired rider off 
the track mid-race. 
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VOLUME

100 
Plumbing the depths of the morgue 
to tell the largely untold history of 

the Thresher as a publication, a staff, 
a business and a campus institution. 
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It was April 1995, and Charles 
Klein (Sid Richardson ’97) was 
at work on the production of his 
frst issue as editor in chief of 
the Thresher when a fre in the 
Rice Memorial Center rudely 
interrupted him. 

“We were all suspects, and it 
was literally production night,” 
Klein said. 

While the fre, started in Willy’s 
Pub by Will Rice College student Al-
berto Youngblood, caused extensive 
damage to the Student Center, Klein 
managed to salvage one import-
ant thing: the current issue of the 
Tresher. 

Despite being forcefully evict-
ed from their workspace, the staf 
managed to put the news of the day 
to print. Te front page folio the fol-
lowing day read, “R.I.P.: Willy’s Pub 
(1975-1995),” and the main head-
line read “Student center fre ravag-
es Pub.” 

While it wasn’t a fre, a simi-
lar urgency spurred the Tresher’s 
founders to publish a newspaper for 
the Rice community. 

Origins 
Te early history of the Tresher 

is short and incomplete. Ironical-
ly, as the Tresher worked to doc-
ument the university outside the 
ofce, it maybe under-covered its 
own activities. 

In late 1915, two students at the 
newly formed Rice Institute con-

cluded that the school needed a 
student paper and decided to start 
one as a private enterprise. Tey 
began forming a staf, but realized 
that private ownership of a school 
newspaper was difcult at best and 
dangerous at worst. 

As they considered dropping the 
idea, President Edgar Odell Lovett 
encouraged them to continue pur-
suing it. In the end, they decided to 
place the paper equally in the hands 
of Rice’s three literary societies: the 
Owl, the Riceonian and the Eliza-
beth Baldwin Society. 

On Oct. 17, 1916, the Rice 
Tresher was entered as a sec-
ond-class matter (a standard pe-
riodical postage rate) in Houston, 
Texas, and so began the “fortnight-
ly periodical published by the stu-
dents of Rice Institute.” Under the 
leadership of Editor in Chief Will 
M. Standish (’16) of the Owl and 
Business Manager J.P. Markham 
(’18) of the Riceonian, the Tresher 
printed its frst edition on Jan. 15, 
1916 and, for the frst time, pro-
vided the students and community 
of the Rice Institute a publication 
representing the “undergraduate 
viewpoint of student activities and 
campus life.” 

Markham kept the paper afoat 
as it increased its size and expense 
in its frst two years. Te staf show-
ered Markham with praise in its 
fnal editorial of spring 1917, writ-
ing, “Te Tresher owes to him its 
fnancial success, and consequently 
its existence. Without good business 
judgment the Tresher could never 
have come into existence, because 
it has had no fnancial backing save 
the personal liability of the mem-
bers of the staf.” 

Under the leadership of 
Markham on the business side and 
Standish, Managing Editor Eugene 
Millis (’17) and Associate Editor 
Ruth Sullivan (’17) in the editorial 
department, the paper began to fnd 
its stride. Soon, Tresher leaders 
began conversations about diver-
sifying the newspaper’s leadership 
beyond the literary societies. How-
ever, all progress came to a standstill 
in 1919 with the onset of World War 
I, and, with it, a partially militarized 
campus and student deployments. 

How did we get here? 
Te Tresher introduced it-

self in its frst-ever editorial as “a 
paper for the students and by the 
students.” Since then, the Tresh-
er has sought to provide the Rice 
community with a source of rep-
utable news and ofer a training 
ground for students to delve into 
the world of journalism because, 
as the Tresher’s frst staf adviser 
Jen Cooper (Will Rice ’90) put it, 
“there is no such thing as a practice 
newspaper.” 

Despite having to cease print-
ing for a brief period of time during 
the war, the Tresher saw a surge 
in numbers and popularity in the 
’20s. By 1922, the issues listed 29 

1916 
1919 1920 

The Thresher World War I begins The 
publishes its and the Thresher controversial 

first issue briefly ceases ‘society’ 
publication section begins 
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staf members, including editorial staf, 
business department, reporters and 
“Tresher staf.” 

Te following year, the Tresher 
had established the frst “athletic edi-
tor” position to further cover univer-
sity sports and internal club matches. 
J.N. Rayzor (’17), later a member of the 
board of trustees, was the frst to fll 
this role. 

Women were urged to join from the 
beginning, and the women’s literary 
society, the Elizabeth Baldwin Soci-
ety, received proportional representa-
tion on the board of directors. Sullivan 
held the role of associate editor, third 
in command behind the editor in chief 
and managing editor, for the frst two 
years and was an infuential member of 
the editorial board. 

“Her editorials have been copied by 
the college press throughout the State, 
thus giving unmistakable evidence of 
their worth,” the editorial in her fnal 
issue read. 

Despite Sullivan’s infuence, wom-
en were not treated as absolute equals 
on the staf for some time. A woman 
was not editor in chief until World 
War II. 

Te Tresher continued to grow, 
spawning additional sections. In the 
20s, the Tresher added a “society” 
column, its coverage including campus 
couple gossip, wedding ceremonies, 
club (society) gatherings and Mr. Rog-
er’s holiday visit to campus in 1920. 

In 1948, the Tresher upsized to a 
biweekly publishing schedule, pub-
lishing every Wednesday and Satur-
day, a streak that lasted one year, until 
September 1949. 

29 years later, in January 1975, the 
Tresher again decided to publish bi-
weekly. According to an editorial that 
year, the Tresher almost tripled in 
size, covering 24-28 pages of material 
each week. 

“Our goal is to grow in depth and 
competence, not size,” a January 1975 
editorial said. 

Yet, after two and a half years of bi-
weekly issues, the Tresher once again 
announced a cutback in the weekly 
schedule. 

“Te staf reached the decision 
when they discovered that there were 
other things to do besides working on 
the paper: sleep, eat, attend classes, 
and possibly even pass,” a July 1977 ed-
itorial said. 

For the third and fnal time in Janu-
ary 1985, the Tresher decided to pub-
lish biweekly with a fne arts-focused 
Tuesday issue in order to detail the 
upcoming events of the week. How-
ever, after not even a year of doubled 
production, the Tresher eliminat-
ed its Tuesday edition due to fnancial 
constraints. 

In addition to publishing news 
about Rice, the Tresher maintained an 
outward focus and often weighed in on 
national issues. In a January 1974 edi-
tion, in line with the political zeitgeist, 
an editorial by assistant editor Gary 
Brewton (Lovett ’76) weighed the pros 
and cons of Nixon’s impeachment. 

“Whether it is government by crisis 
or crisis by government, the world and 
domestic crises are nevertheless real,” 
he wrote. 

During the dawn of the computer 
age, the Tresher opted for an online 
edition in addition to its weekly print. 
News editor George Hatoun (Sid Rich-
ardson ’97) created the frst online edi-
tion in January 1996, coinciding with 
the Tresher’s 80th anniversary. 

For most of the 21st century, the 
Tresher has maintained sections con-
sistent with its current layout: news, 
opinions, arts and entertainment, 
sports and Backpage, with the excep-
tion of the “lifestyles” section, which 
emerged in the early 2000s to provide 

students with “information about 
themselves.” By 2004, “lifestyles” had 
morphed into “features,” which was 
eventually absorbed into both news 
and A&E. 

Many ex-Tresher editors went on 
to hold prestigious positions in their 
felds. William Broyles, Jr. (Hanszen 
’66), a contributing editor to the 
Tresher, developed a successful 
screenwriting career, working on such 
flms as “Apollo 13” and “Cast Away” in 
addition to founding Texas Monthly in 
1972. 

David Rhodes (Will Rice College 
’97), currently president of CBS News 
and the youngest news network 
president in the history of American 
television, was also a Tresher staf-
er and frequently contributed to the 
opinion and sports sections as an un-
dergraduate. 

Taking care of business 
From room 104 of Lovett Hall, the 

Tresher maintained a semi-profes-
sional business operation for decades. 
Without the tireless work of the busi-
ness manager and their staf, there 
would be no Tresher and no news. To 
this day, the business side still incon-
spicuously works from a small cubicle 
in the back of the Tresher’s ofce. 

Te paper began without fnancial 
backing. Markham, the frst business 
manager, generated enough adver-
tising revenue to fund the paper until 
1919, when the Student Association 
was created and a form of the current 
blanket tax system began. Under this 
system, students could pay an option-
al fee to have access to the Tresher, a 
copy of the Campanile and tickets to 
sporting events. 

Even with blanket tax funds, the 
Tresher had a difcult time 
switching to a weekly paper. Ac-

1948 1949 
The Thresher begins 
publishing twice a 
week for a short 

period 

1965 
A Student Senate investigation 
finds that business managers 

have long under-reported 
revenue by $1,000 to the 

editor in chief 
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cording to an editorial published in the 
May 13, 1920 issue, “it [was] not pos-
sible to pay for the whole paper with 
advertisers.” 

Financial difculties perpetual-
ly plagued the Tresher. According 
to 1970-71 Business Manager David 
Klein (Will Rice ’71), the Tresher had, 
before him, been fnancially unstable. 
However, as advertising revenue be-
gan increasing, the Tresher gained 
expendable income. Much of this in-
come was distributed among the staf 
and leadership of the paper. While we 
cannot know the pay structure for the 
frst 50 years of the Tresher, Klein 
recalled that the business manager 
and editor in chief would receive a sti-
pend in addition to splitting leftover 
proft, receiving 45 and 55 percent, 
respectively. 

When the fnancial afairs of the 
paper were forced to creep out of the 
shadows, the livelihood of the paper 
was threatened. Te Tresher fell vic-
tim to an accounting scandal involving 
editor in chief and business manager 
compensation before Klein’s time. In 
1965, the Student Senate investigated 
the Tresher’s accounting books and 
discovered that the business manag-
er had purposely underreported the 
Tresher’s revenue by approximate-
ly $1,000 to the editor in chief. Te 
Senate discovered that the Tresher 
saved “by the end of the year a suf-
cient sum to pay the salaries of editor 
and business manager,” according to 
an article in the Feb. 11, 1965 issue. 
By misreporting Tresher profts, the 
business manager was attempting to 
keep the editor in chief from “[spend-
ing] every cent that he could get his 
hands on in order to be remembered 
as the most prolifc Editor in history.” 
According to Hugh Rice Kelley (Wiess 
’65), editor in chief at this time, “the 
secret of this deception is passed on 
from each business manager to his 
successor.” 

Te business and advertising side 
avoided scandal for the next forty 
years, but was hit harder than ever be-
fore in 2004 when Jen Cooper, the ad-
visor, discovered that business man-
ager Polly D’Avignon was embezzling 
money from the Tresher. 

D’Avignon was spread too thin 
between numerous organization and 
engagements, according to Cooper, 
so she disappeared from the Tresher 
ofce and neglected her duties as busi-
ness manager. In light of the business 
manager’s absence, Cooper assumed 
her responsibilities in late November 
and soon “noticed a series of unex-
plained charges from the Tresher’s 
credit card merchant account” during 
a routine audit of the Tresher’s f-
nances. 

Trough further investigation, 
Cooper determined D’Avignon had 
transferred funds totaling $5,288 to 
her own personal card over seven 
charges through the Tresher’s credit 
card machine. Cooper later discov-
ered that the student had dire fnan-
cial problems and had been unable to 
register and pay for classes. Because 
D’Avignon was no longer enrolled and 
not technically a student, the univer-
sity turned the case over to the Hous-
ton district attorney. Te Tresher 
ultimately did not take a fnancial loss, 
as the university had insured the busi-
ness manager position for $9,000. 

Te business manager has always 
held enormous responsibility with 
the Tresher’s fnances. Crystal Davis 
(Lovett ’87), business manager from 
1985 to 1986, remembered carrying 
around $50,000-$60,000 in checks 
in her backpack. Today, the business 
manager continues to oversee all the 
paper’s fnances, but instead through 
systems and accounts mandated by 
the university, which Davis thinks 
“made that aspect much more se-
cure,” Davis said. 

Although the Tresher has pri-

1975 1977 
The Thresher again 

moves to a twice weekly 
printing schedule before 
returning to publishing 

weekly 

1985 
Once more, and for less 
than a year, the Thresher 

prints twice a week, 
putting out a fine arts-
focused Tuesday issue 
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I can remember having visitors on 
campus and hoping that they would 
not see the Thresher lying around. 
That, to me, is kind of sad. 

John Boles 
Rice history professor 

marily relied on advertising revenue 
to supplement blanket tax, revenue 
fuctuated greatly throughout time. 
Despite this, generations of business 
managers have held a mentality of 
self-sufciency by attempting to avoid 
paying staf with blanket tax money 
and attempting to decrease depen-
dence on the university. In Cooper’s 
words, “the less we ask for money, the 
more freedom we have.” 

Public relations 
Te Tresher has occupied both 

extremes of public opinion while 
serving the campus as a news source. 
For its entire existence, much of the 
community has seen the Tresher as a 
dependable, well-written publication 
despite controversies. 

Such controversies were seen over 
the Tresher’s coverage of the Viet-
nam War and anti-war rallies in the 
late ’70s. Troughout the period, the 
Tresher maintained its traditional 
stance on campus issues, which Rice 
history professor John Boles (Will Rice 
’65) described as “anti-administration 
[and] pro-student.” 

Boles remembers “occasions when 
a lot of faculty were just kind of em-
barrassed by the Tresher — ashamed 
of it.” He remembers “having visi-
tors on campus and hoping that they 
would not see the Tresher lying 
around. Tat, to me, is kind of sad.” 

Into the ’80s, Davis recalls how 
the lack of administrative oversight 
and control over all programs at Rice 

prompted a strong reaction from the 
Tresher. 

“Te relationship with the univer-
sity administration was a little antag-
onistic on the part of the Tresher and 
mostly one of benign neglect on the 
part of the administration,” Davis re-
called. “While the Tresher itself could 
have been antagonistic or critical, I 
don’t think the university cared much 
one way or the other.” 

In 1990, the Tresher hit what 
many faculty considered its high 
point. Rice was selected to host the G7 
summit, an unofcial forum of leaders 
of the world’s seven wealthiest indus-
trialized countries, including Francois 
Mitterand, Margaret Tatcher, Helmut 
Kohl and George H.W. Bush. To cov-
er the massive event, the Tresher 
brought in editors from 15 other uni-
versity papers to campus, raising the 
Tresher’s profle across the country. 

“I know that the professional jour-
nalists that were here really enjoyed 
meeting the student journalists from 
all over the nation,” Boles said. 

In the years following the summit, 
the Tresher had difculty maintain-
ing its credibility within the com-
munity. Regardless of the quality of 
the news writing, they could not es-
cape the scrutiny and scandals of the 
Backpage. 

As a student, Cooper witnessed the 
Tresher Backpage’s transformation 
from publishing gossip and overheard 
quips to more biting, personal satirical 
writing. 

“It became hardcore parody, al-

most sort of cruel,” Cooper said, “hit-
ting the bounds of what’s OK and 
what’s not OK and what’s legal and 
what’s not legal.” 

Te Backpage’s satire ofcial-
ly went too far in the late ’90s, when 
multiple scandals caused students and 
faculty to press for Student Associa-
tion control over its content. Accord-
ing to a 1994 letter from the SA par-
liamentarian to the Dean for Student 
Afairs, the SA constitution, at the 
time, stated “that the Student Asso-
ciation Senate may dictate specifc 
editorial policy by legislation to any 
student publication.” 

“It is our understanding that the 
Student Association has the authority 
to guide and direct editorial policy for 
the Tresher,” read a 1996 letter to the 
Student Association president signed 
by over 30 Rice staf. “[We recom-
mend that the SA] propose legislation 
that would ensure an editorial poli-
cy congruent with Rice University’s 
non-discrimination policy.” 

Te letter was reacting to a partic-
ularly tasteless backpage story titled, 
“Rice Women are Like…” that made 
misogynist attacks. 

Student and staf relations with the 
Tresher only worsened the following 
year, when the Trasher, the Tresher’s 
annual satirical paper, released an ar-
ticle claiming a female student, Allison 
Fine (Hanszen ’97), had been featured 
in Hustler magazine due to her sexu-
al prowess. Te Trasher attempted to 
parody her actual appearance in 
Glamour magazine. 

1990 
The Thresher publishes a critical report on 

the sexual harassment adjudication process 
at Rice two years after its inception 

The Thresher hosts editors of 15 
international college newspapers during 

the G7 summit on campus 

1996 
The first Thresher website launches for 

its 80th anniversary 

Students begin a campaign for the SA 
to determine Thresher editorial policy 

in response to a “Rice Women are 
Like...” Backpage 



24 the rice thresher

 

 

 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 

 

 

 
 
 

 

 
 

 

 

 
 
 

 

 
 
 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 

 
 

The good thing that 
came out of that was, 

spring of ’98, all of 
these freshmen coming 

into the Thresher and 
starting fresh. 

Jen Cooper 
Former Rice student media advisor 

Fine argued that the parody, which 
did not use her real name, was retal-
iation against her organizing an open 
forum in response to the aforemen-
tioned misogynistic Backpage. She 
fled a formal complaint of defamation 
and harassment against Tresher ed-
itors Martha Beard (Brown ’98) and 
Vivek Rao (Baker ’97). 

Te disciplinary process did not go 
smoothly — disciplinary letters were 
sent to other Tresher members and 
then revoked, and, in one instance, 
sent to the wrong student, according 
to Cooper. 

“Tere was some back-and-forth, 
she got upset, and basically fled a stu-
dent code of conduct charge against 
Vivek [Rao] and Marty [Beard],” 
Charles Klein said. “Tey went 
through a hearing, there were a lot 
of procedural issues, a lot of mistakes 
made on the administration’s part in 
the way they handled that situation.” 

Both Beard and Rao were sentenced 
to 100 hours of community service. 
Beard managed to defer her original 
suspension punishment by circulat-
ing a letter of apology and agreeing to 
serve on a committee to examine the 
responsibilities of the paper, as well as 
its fnancial and legal ties to the uni-
versity. 

Her letter of apology, which circu-
lated 3,060 copies, also ofered sugges-
tions to avoid similar issues. However, 
the letter’s mandated distribution vi-
olated the confdentiality that governs 
student disciplinary afairs, as it made 
Beard and Rao’s punishment and trial 
public. 

Even though the Tresher dealt 
with the repercussions of the Trash-
er issue, most of the controversy was 
limited to the involved parties due to 
the wide amount of “political infght-
ing,” fueled by some of the SA, ac-
cording to Klein. 

“I think most people took it as ‘Tis 
is the Trasher.’ It’s an April Fools is-

sue,” Klein said. “It’s protected by the 
law, and it’s really not that big a deal.” 

Te editorial staf felt their edi-
torial freedoms were being threat-
ened, and, in response, they printed 
a blank issue on Sept. 12, 1997 with 
only advertisements, an editorial, 
and the text of the frst amendment. 

An ad hoc advisory commit-
tee to examine the relationship of 
the Tresher to the Rice communi-
ty emerged out of the Trasher deba-
cle. Cooper emphasized that Rice was 
never looking to disband the Tresher 
in any way, but looking for a way to 
manage the liability. 

“Tat committee went nowhere,” 
Cooper said. “What the university was 
really exploring [was], is there a way 
that we can separate the Tresher for 
legal purposes?” 

In the fall of 1997, as the Tresher 
recovered from the Trasher fallout, 
Cooper assumed the newly created 
role of student media adviser to over-
see the Tresher and help manage the 
Campanile’s fnances. Even though 
many perceived this as the adminis-
tration’s response to the scandal, the 
job had been created a year before-
hand. 

“Tere was a general movement to 
try to bring somebody in as a support 
person,” said Klein, who was editor in 
chief during the search for a student 
media advisor. “Not as [a] controlling 
person or someone to do prior review 
or anything like, that but really as an 
institutional knowledge support per-
son.” 

Cooper arrived and began dealing 
with the remaining backlash, but later 
the same semester, the Nov. 21, 1997 
issue ran an advertisement from the 
Committee for Open Debate on the 
Holocaust that questioned the exis-
tence of the Holocaust. 

According to an email sent by Bri-
an Stoler (Hanszen ’01), who would 
become editor in chief the following 

1997 
Former fine arts editor Jen Cooper becomes 

the first student media adviser to the 
Thresher and Campanile 

The Thresher runs an ad denying the existence 
of the Holocaust, resulting in a fallout that 

sees a large amount of the staff leave 

1998 
The Thresher breaks the news 
that current SA President Bill 

Van Vooren is not enrolled as a 
student, and thus ineligible to 

hold office 
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FAMOUS 
THRESHER 
ALUMNI 

David Rhodes 
Sta˝ Writer President of CBS News 

William Broyles
Contributing Editor Founding Editor of Texas Monthly and flmmaker 

Paul Burka 
Sports Editor

Former Senior Executive Editor of Texas Monthly
and Texas political writer 

 William Hobby Jr.
Editor in Chief 

Texas Democratic politician and former lieutenant
governor of Texas 

Josh Earnest 
Sta˝ Writer 

White House Press Secretary in the Obama
administration 

year, the Tresher apologized for the 
ad and attempted to donate money to 
the Houston Holocaust Museum, who 
refused it. Ten, the Holocaust muse-
um and the Anti-Defamation League 
gave Stoler approximately $3,000 to 
attend a two-week trip to Poland and 
Israel. Months later, Stoler wrote a 
column about his trip, submitted it to 
a contest and won a $1,000 prize. 

Many staf members left as fallout 
from the Trasher and CODOH ad con-
troversies, which allowed a new wave 
of Tresher stafers to breath life into 
the paper. 

“Te good thing that came out of 
that was, spring of ’98, all of these 
freshmen coming into the Tresher 
and starting fresh,” Cooper said. 

In her frst years as adviser, Cooper 
said that she focused on establishing 
processes and systems that would al-
low the paper to better manage con-
troversy. Without interfering in any 
editorial content, she encouraged stu-
dents to “use her as a sounding board.” 

During this time, the Tresher also 
began participating in national com-
petitions and conventions. As it re-
ceived awards and implemented new 
processes, the paper learned how to 

better deal with controversy while 
maintaining its prestige and stability. 

In the March 15, 2002 issue, the 
Tresher backpage printed a submit-
ted blurb containing a sexually explicit 
quote about the wife of then-Uni-
versity President Malcolm Gillis. In 
an email from Gillis to the speaker of 
the Faculty Council, Bob Patten, Gillis 
claimed the backpage went “far be-
yond any standard of decency even in 
a campus community, constituting an 
invasion of privacy of one who would 
never expect to be so abused in public: 
my partner of 40 years.” 

Gillis was concerned about the po-
tential liability of the university, espe-
cially because he believed that bring-
ing forth litigation could be fnancially 
detrimental to the university. 

“We narrowly escaped such a suit 
in the Allison Fine matter fve years 
ago,” Gillis’ email read. “One of these 
days we will be called to account for 
the actions of our agents, in this case a 
student newspaper.” 

However, less than three years pri-
or, the university had formally restat-
ed its separation from the Tresher in 
a letter from Vice President for Stu-
dent Afairs Zenaido Camacho to the 

editors at the time. Te Tresher is “a 
separate and autonomous operation, 
free from Rice’s editorial control,” 
read the letter, according to the Oct. 
8, 1999 Tresher. “Te University de-
sires that Te Rice Tresher function 
as a separate and autonomous entity 
... Terefore, the editors and writers 
of the Tresher, and not Rice, are le-
gally responsible for its contents in the 
event of any litigation.” 

In response to the Gillis incident, 
the university formed yet anoth-
er committee to examine “the rela-
tionship of the Tresher to the Rice 
community.” From this came a more 
specifc defnition of the peculiar 
Tresher-university relationship that 
is essentially editorial, but not fnan-
cial, freedom. 

Since then, no additional university 
committees on the Tresher have con-
vened. Today, the Tresher holds the 
university accountable, whether it be 
when students allege mistreatment or 
discrimination from university staf, 
or when a student expelled for drugs 
seeks evidence of his incrimination. 
But, as they have for the past 100 years, 
things change at the paper for the stu-
dents and by the students.” 

2016 
2002 

The Backpage prints a quote containing 
sexually explicit language about President 

Malcolm Gillis’ wife, which prompts 
Gillis to make the Thresher editorially 

independent from the school 
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THE FlIPPED 
NEWSPAPER MODEl 

The story of how a section that began in 1970 as a counterpoint 
to the classifieds evolved into what it is today: 

One of the main attractions. 

by EVAN NEUSTATER 

T ucked away 
in the upper 
corner of the 
Rice Memo-
rial Center, a 
small private 

school weekly newspaper has 
managed to create headlines 
throughout the country. Te 
back page of every Tresh-
er issue, conveniently titled 
“the Backpage,” has become 
a prominent weekly staple of 
Rice culture. Most students 
begin reading a newspaper on 
the front page; Rice students 
will start on the back. It’s a 
phenomenon that has shaped 
not only the Tresher, but Rice 
culture as a whole. 

Te Backpage has a long 
and storied history that has 
led up to its modern success 
in readership and respect. Its 
reputation, however, did not 
go unscathed along the way. 
Marred by intermittent peri-
ods of controversy, the Back-
page has survived scathing at-
tacks and problematic articles 
to allow it to thrive as a weekly 
way to laugh of the current 
events on campus. 

BEGINNINGS 
It is hard to pinpoint an ex-

act moment when the Back-
page became a staple of the 

Tresher. Its beginnings are 
murky, but Backpage satire 
can be traced to 1970, when 
Steve Jackson (Will Rice ’71) 
became editor in chief. Before 
his tenure, the back page had 
a calendar of events, which 
Jackson said began incorpo-
rating comedic elements. 

“Te calendar was already 
there when I was a freshman 
in 1970 — the calendar editor 
then was Mike Ross, and he 
put in weird stuf just for fun,” 
Jackson said. “We all agreed 
that was a good and worthy 
thing and continued it after he 
graduated.” 

More satire began appear-
ing with the introduction of 
the “misclassifeds,” a satirical 
take on the classifeds section 
which then, and still some-
times does, occupy the bot-
tom of the back page of each 
Tresher. 

According to Jackson, the 
idea was not actually his, al-
though it began under his 
oversight. 

“Misclass was part of my 
opponent’s platform when I 
ran for editor,” Jackson said. 
“He said we needed an unclas-
sifed ad section. I agreed, so 
when I won, I kept his promise 
as well as, I assume, whatever 
the heck I had said I would do. 

But the ‘misclassifed’ name 
was my own suggestion.” 

Over time, the fnal page 
developed from just Misclass to 
having short, satirical stories. 

According to Alex Wein-
heimer, Backpage editor from 
2011 to 2014, these satirical 
articles were not as popular in 
the past. 

“Tere wasn’t a Backpage 
editor at frst,” Weinheimer 
(Martel ‘14) said. “It went from 
[Misclass] to some articles; it 
wasn’t one person’s job. Tey 
read more like Trasher [the 
annual satirical issue] articles. 
Someone on news just wrote 
articles. Tere would be arti-
cles about stuf like squirrels 
or something silly.” 

According to Weinheimer, 
the Backpage didn’t become 
what it is today until fairly re-
cently. 

“I think once there were 
pictures and stuf like that, 
that’s when it changed,” 
Weinheimer said. “Or maybe 
it was the rise of the Onion, I 
don’t know. But it wasn’t until 
the last 15 years that it became 
what it is today.” 

Although the history of 
the Backpage stretches back 
only several decades, satirical 
news may have a much lon-
ger tradition at Rice. As ear-

ly as the 1920s, and possibly 
stretching back to World War 
I, Rice newspapers have been 
circulating comedic content. 
According to former Backpage 
editor Evan Mintz (Hanszen 
‘08), students created an un-
derground newspaper during 
the First World War as a satir-
ical outlet. 

Students began circulating 
“Te Red Tape,” which was 
founded during World War I. 
According to Mintz, it was a 
secret newspaper that circu-
lated around campus criti-
cizing the administration for 
its involvement with military 
eforts. 

After the war, the Tresh-
er began employing the use 
of humor on its own during 
the 1920s. Tere was a section 
called “hoots” that functioned 
as a place for jokes, but did 
not appear on the back page, 
meaning the 1920s did not 
mark the beginnings of the 
current Backpage. 

MODERN HISTORY 
With the advent of Photo-

shop and the Tresher’s new-
found dedication to the sec-
tion, the Backpage took of. 
Modern technology was cru-
cial in fnding success, 
Mintz said. 

NG 
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“When I started doing the 

Backpage, you had Photoshop in 
ways you didn’t have before, and 
you had social media and internet 
culture that you didn’t have be-
fore,” Mintz said. 

Mintz also said the quality 
of the Backpage has fluctuat-
ed over the years, but evolved 
during his tenure, a view shared 
by Weinheimer. 

“It comes in spikes, if you look 
at the history,” Mintz said. “Tere 
was a dark age of the Backpage 
before me where you could sort 
of tell people were doing it be-
cause they had to and it got passed 
around on the staf. It got passed 
around and got to me and start-
ed having a personality. I started 
this ‘Backpage renaissance’ where 
it wasn’t just jokes, but actually 
commenting on issues on campus. 
I feel like I started a few years of 
really good Backpages.” 

Among the more unique as-
pects of the Backpage is how it 
operates. Unlike the other sec-
tions of the Tresher, the Back-
page runs with minimal over-
sight from the editor in chief and 
other members of the editorial 
board, giving the Backpage ed-
itors a great deal of autonomy. 
Tis independence has allowed 
the section to fnd its own iden-
tity, evolving and changing with 
every new generation of editors. 

Former editors Tim Faust 
(Brown ’09), Weinheimer, Reed 
Tornburg (Hanszen ’15) and 
current co-editors Joey McGlone 
(Hanszen ’18) and Riley Robertson 
(Hanszen ’18) succeeded Mintz. 
Under each of them, the Backpage 
continued to evolve. Although 
each of the editors have their own 
unique voice and style, the Back-
page has recently focused on sat-
irizing current news and events 
around campus, such as the recent 
controversy involving a college 
president-elect, a stripper and 
Student Judicial Programs. 

Weinheimer said it takes time 
for backpage editors to fnd their 
stride. 

“When we frst started, it was 
just kind of crass; it was just more 
about partying, drinking, sex,” 
Weinheimer said. “When we ac-
tually found out, through experi-
ence and being a part of the paper, 

Good satire does not need to 
be offensive. 

Alex Weinheimer 
Former Backpage editor 

the interworking of the university, we were able to write much better things … It was 
much more topical and current events, not just what the public party was.” 

CONTROVERSIES 
As a satirical outlet, the Backpage is inherently susceptible to ofending certain 

groups and causing controversy. Troughout the Backpage’s history, major controver-
sies are few and far between, but they exist. Diferent Backpage editors have had their 
own views on the kind of content they wish to publish, and some editors have taken 
bigger risks than others. 

One particularly notorious moment occurred in 1996. Te Backpage published a col-
umn titled “Rice Women Are Like…” in which they listed metaphors that many believed 
were juvenile and sexist (“Rice women are like … eggs: Tey only get laid once”). 

Te article received intense backlash from both within and outside of Rice, leading 
to a student forum on the problematic climate for women on campus. According to the 
Houston Press’s 2001 coverage, the incident nearly led to the Backpage’s downfall. School 
administrators sent a letter to the Student Association recommending the SA “override 
the editorial policy for the Tresher” in response to the column. 

In response to the backlash, the Backpage posted a defense of itself that many viewed 
as even more distasteful than the original article. Te Backpage editors posed such rhe-
torical questions as, “Pissed of by such a blatant display of sexist humor from the BPEs?” 
and “Looking to go remove the testicles of the nearest male before heading of to your 
next National Organization for Women rally?” 

“You must be from Brown [then a women’s college],” the article read. “It’s a joke, 
laugh a little. If you really feel that sad, go get a gallon of ice cream and watch ‘Steel Mag-
nolias’ or ‘When Harry Met Sally.’ Isn’t that what women do? Don’t ask me, I don’t know 
thing one about chicks.” 

While the incident turned heads across Rice and the Houston community, the Back-
page survived and learned from its mistakes. Te section grew less raunchy over the 
years, but still had its fair share of questionable moments. 

According to Weinheimer, the point of his tenure was never to ofend people, although 
it did happen occasionally. 

“Yeah there’s stuf that we shouldn’t have done, but for 96 issues there aren’t that 
many examples of that,” Weinheimer said. 

While Weinheimer’s tenure featured only a few incidents, and never with Student Ju-
dicial Programs or the Dean of Undergraduates involved, Mintz’s tenure featured a few 
more controversial articles. According to Mintz, he wrote articles that incited anger on 
campus. 

“I used the N-word once and it did not go well,” Mintz said. “I quoted some of the 
lyrics in the song, and it just so happened it was the same weekend as Vision [when many 
prspective students were visiting campus] — Not a good weekend to try to make that joke, 
so we literally cut it out of the paper. Tere were complaints; people tried to get me fred.” 

Mintz also wrote articles poking fun at many clubs and organizations on campus, nev-
er with the intention of harming anyone. Mintz said he now regrets some of his more 
controversial articles. 

“Yeah I regret it,” Mintz said. “I hurt a bunch of people. I made Rice a less friendly, fun 
place. [Te articles were] a huge mess-up, I should have never done that. I hope that a lot 
of other people around it learned lessons too.” 

Mintz said he shares Weinheimer’s vision for the Backpage. 
“At the end of the day you’re supposed to make people laugh,” Mintz said. “If you’re 

not doing that, you messed up. Tere were these bizarre groups of people trying to defend 
me, and I didn’t want them to defend me. I didn’t like them. Tey weren’t people I want-
ed to be associated with.” 

Trough the Backpage’s history, its inclination toward controversial writing has var-
ied with its editors. Te Backpage is designed as satire, and according to Weinheimer, 
controversy should not be a part of the Backpage’s lore. 

“Good satire does not need to be ofensive,” Weinheimer said. 



 

ANATOMY OF A BACKPAGE 
by Evan Mintz (Hanszen ‘08) 

This Backpage ran the weekend of Sid’s annual ‘80s Party. I was researching the history of ’80s Party and read an old Thresher article 
that referred to “Early ’80s Party.” Flipping through the back issues I learned that, as the years passed, it just became ’80s. Nostalgia 
apparently works on a 20-year cycle. Eventually, I thought, future Rice students would have a party theme based on that time I was at 
Rice — and that’s where this Backpage idea came from. Do today’s students now throw 90s parties? If so, where do you get your Zima? 

“NewNew Wiess” The original Wiess College was built 
as quickly as possible to accommodate all the new 
students attending Rice under the post-war GI Bill. 
After several decades it started to sink into the soil 
between Hanszen and the Inner Loop, so they tore it 
down and built a new one. For a while, the Wiess that 
exists today was known as New Wiess. Do people still 
call it that? 

Everybody Loves Raymond, and a 
petrifying fear of another 9/11. 

“Senator Lohan” 
It could still happen. 

“Man, Sid looks so small without the 
extra 10 stories they had to add 
after the Call of Conversation 
campus growth in 2009,” Sara 

Is “emo” still a thing? Mitcherson (Trump ’27) said. 
Are the kids still emo? Scarily accurate. 

“(Camacho ’28)” 
You don’t know former 
vice president of student 
affairs Zen Camacho but 
he knows exactly three 
things about you. 

“Apparently, 1337 
speak replaces 
slang in the future 
as text messaging 
becomes the 
central means of 
communication.” 
#missedthemark 
#closebutnocigar 

We did it, guys. We survived. 
Congrats. 

why I thought this would be funny to 
anyone. After a while, some guy from the 
MOB told me that he thought it was 
hilarious and that he always looked 
forward to finding the velociraptor in the 
Backpage. That’s the day I stopped putting 
raptors in the Backpage. 

This picture remains an accurate 
summary of the 2000s: Paris Hilton, 

Nearly every Backpage I did had a 
reference to velociraptors. I don’t know 
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 THE 
ROAD TO 

INTEGRATION 

A lthough the Rice 
Institute should 
logically be 
among the frst 
to integrate it 
will probably be 

among the last.” 
Te Tresher editorial board 

published this statement in 
1957 on the heels of the recent 
integration at the Universi-
ty of Texas. Te writers were 
unaware of their surprising 
foresight, as they wrote eights 
years before the frst black un-
dergraduates matriculated. 

When William Marsh Rice 
wrote the 20-page charter cre-
ating Rice, he left the provision 
that the school be a “means of 
instruction for the white in-
habitants of Houston.” It was 
not until 1965, when the need 
for money outweighed the re-
vered charter, that Rice felt 
pressure to integrate and begin 
charging tuition. 

by ANITA ALEM 

On Rice’s path to integra-
tion, although the Tresh-
er was not a driving force, it 
served as a platform for activ-
ism, chronicled the commu-
nity’s opinions and advocated 
for integration years before 
others would do the same. 

The early days 
Te frst mention of inte-

gration in the Tresher appears 
in coverage of an isolated inci-
dent in 1928, when students 
at a pre-law banquet received 
a hoax letter suggesting that 
Rice integrate. Te students 
at the meeting held a frenzied 
symbolic 14-5 vote in favor 
of segregation. Te Tresher 
reported the occasion sensa-
tionally, stating “true South-
ern blood begins to boil” at the 
thought of integration. 

Te Tresher staf’s own 
attitude on race in 1935 then 
became apparent in its satir-
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ical publication the Fresh-
er, which bore the headline 
“Dogs are Much More Costly 
Tan N-----* in Panama” on 
the front page. 

As with any publica-
tion, the Tresher’s outlook 
changed with the editors and 
the era, but in its early days the 
Tresher amplifed the overtly 
racist views of much of white 
America at the time. 

1948-1949: Tyson’s Thresher 
However, the same pub-

lication that spread bigotry 
began a discussion around in-
tegration nearly a decade be-
fore Rice’s board of trustees 
considered admitting black 
students. Editor in Chief Brady 
Tyson (’49), who later went 
on to be a civil rights activist 
with the Southern Christian 
Leadership Conference and 
diplomat under the Carter ad-
ministration, passionately ad-
vocated for integration on the 
Tresher’s pages in 1948. 

“Te Christian sense of the 
people of the South, will, at 
last, become disgusted by such 
a hate campaign,” Tyson wrote 
in September 1948, in refer-
ence to South Carolina Gov-
ernor Strom Turmond’s ad 
campaigns against integration. 

Turmond provided a re-
sponse to Tyson’s comments in 
a letter to the Tresher, where 
he stated each individual state 
should have the right to deter-
mine whether to desegregate. 

“I, myself, believe that sep-
aration of the races is neces-
sary in my own state for the 
welfare of both white and col-
ored,” Turmond wrote. 

Tyson went on to use his 
position as editor in chief to 
push coverage of race rela-
tions, leading some to call for 
his impeachment. 

In December 1948, the 
Thresher interviewed Heman 

Marion Sweatt, an Afri-
can-American who sought 
entry to University of Tex-
as in a case that ultimately 
reached the United States 
Supreme Court in Sweatt v. 
Painter. Some readers saw 
the move as the Thresher’s 
unspoken support of integra-
tion at Rice. 

“Just what was the purpose 
of this article?” Coy Mills (’25), 
the principal of Houston’s 
Jeferson Davis High School 
whose son was attending Rice, 
wrote in a letter to the editor. 
“What will be your attitude 
if Sweatt or another Negro is 
admitted to Rice and tries to 
date … your best girl friend or 
sister?” 

Te Tresher’s editorial 
board responded to Mills in 
boldface, writing, “Students 
who apply for admission to 
the Institute should be judged 
equally and solely upon scho-
lastic qualifcation and capa-
bilities.” 

Over the next few months, 
Tyson’s Tresher responded 
to anger from not just the Rice 
community, but from all over 
Texas, with some labeling him 
an “extremist.” However, Ty-
son was not without support 
— the executive secretary of 
the Houston branch of the Na-
tional Association for the Ad-
vancement of Colored People 
sent Tyson a private letter of 
encouragement. 

Ultimately, Rice President 
William Houston ended any 
discussion around integration 
at Rice in an 83-word let-
ter to Tyson published in the 
Tresher. 

“Te Rice Institute was 
founded and chartered spe-
cifcally for white students,” 
Houston wrote. “Te question 
of the admission of negroes is 
therefore not one for adminis-
trative consideration, and the 

discussion in this connection 
is entirely academic.” 

Tis letter was so impactful 
that the New York Times cit-
ed Houston’s words. Despite 
Houston’s attempts to shut 
down the conversation, the 
Tresher continued to reprint 
editorials and news from other 
universities on desegregation. 

Te Rice Institute would 
continue citing the charter as 
reason not to integrate for sev-
eral years, even as the world 
around them changed. 

An insulated community 
Te Rice Institute of the 

mid-20th century was an en-
tirely diferent university than 
it is today. Te school was 
largely funded through its in-
vestment in the Rincon oil feld 
in Starr Country, Texas, which 
produced $35 million for Rice 
from 1943 to 1978. Because of 
this funding source, Rice did 
not take federal government 
funding, which would be ac-
companied by mandates for 
equal access. 

Student polls revealed 
shifting opinions over time. In 
1953, 51.6 percent of students 
supported admittance of black 
students, while 39.4 percent 
opposed it. Four years later, 
32.7 percent favored immedi-
ate integration of Rice and 28.7 
percent supported eventual 
integration out of a total 522 
votes. 

However, administrators 
also had little reason to act on 
student opinion. Rice Centen-
nial Historian Melissa Kean 
said that, because Rice did not 
charge students tuition, the 
university felt little obligation 
to take their concerns serious-
ly. Kean has also conducted 
extensive research on inte-
gration for her book, “Deseg-
regating Private Higher 
Education in the South.” 

*Te decision to not print this word was made after much refection and discussion. We wish to show the Tresh-
er’s history honestly, but the history, complexity and context of the word outweigh any value in printing the term. 
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 “When the students aren’t 
paying to be there, there is a 
diferent mindset in place,” 
Kean said in an interview, 
marking the contrast to stu-
dent’s current expectations 
of control over Rice’s cul-
ture. “[Te mindset] was not 
one that was inclined to take 
particularly seriously student 
opinion about any issue, let 
alone something as explosive 
as race relations.” 

Regardless, the Tresh-
er continued to occasionally 
publish on the controversial 
topic. In 1950, the Tresher 
reported that a faming cross 
appeared in front of the UT 
Law School building that Swe-
att attended after winning his 
case. Te letters KKK were 
“daubed in red paint in over 
a hundred places throughout 
the law school building.” 

“It will not be so many 
years, we feel sure, before 
the Rice Institute will admit 
qualifed Negroes, whether 
under orders from the courts 
or voluntarily,” the Tresher 
warned, condemning the Klan 
and refecting on the fght on 
segregation that happened in 
its pages a little over a year be-
fore. “When this comes about, 
Rice and Rice students will be 
on trial just as surely as are 
Texas and Texas students now. 
It can happen here.” 

Years passed, and the 
change did not come. In Oc-
tober 1954, Cornell Universi-
ty’s student paper requested 
that Tresher staf help with 
securing equal sleeping and 
eating accommodations for a 
black student on the football 
team, Dick Jackson, during a 
road game at Rice. 

“Unfortunately we had to 
reply that regardless of our 
personal feelings and regard-
less of the United States Con-
stitution and the Bible, the 
State of Texas maintains that 
this athlete is inferior (inci-
dentally, the inanity of this 
contention was adequately 
demonstrated on the play-

ing feld Saturday night) and 
not entitled to equality with 
his white teammates,” the 
Tresher wrote in an editorial. 
“Tus again we must hang our 
heads in shame.” 

Turmoil on the board of trustees 
Unknown to those outside 

the board of trustees, Rice had 
begun feeling federal pressure 
to desegregate. In 1954, the 
Atomic Energy Commission, 
which provided funds for 
Rice’s physics department, 
notifed Rice it had to com-
ply with nondiscrimination 
policies. President Houston 
circumvented this require-
ment through a loophole by 
allocating the AEC-funded 
equipment toward fourth-
and ffth-year students, none 
of whom were black. 

“If no blacks met this con-
dition, Houston reasoned, 
no blacks could be discrim-
inated against,” Kean writes 
in her book. “The fact that 
the reason no blacks met the 
condition was because Rice 
discriminated against them 
in its admissions process 
seems not to have occurred 
to him.” 

Despite exploiting this 
loophole, Houston under-
stood that government fund-
ing was fundamental to uni-
versity development. Rice’s 
request to build a federally 
funded reactor on its land was 
rejected, and its proposal for 
a NASA research building on 
Rice land stalled, both partly 
due to federal requirements 
on integration. 

As the 1950s ended and 
following the 1954 Brown v. 
Board Supreme Court deci-
sion, peer institutions such 
as Duke University, Emory 
University, Tulane Universi-
ty and Vanderbilt University 
experienced increasing de-
bate on desegregation, ac-
cording to Kean. Yet, Rice’s 
board of trustees kept their 
turmoil private and the In-
stitute calm. 

The growing push 
Te Tresher’s headline for 

the frst issue of the 1960-61 
school year, “President Takes 
Six Months Rest; [Provost] 
Croneis in Charge,” did not 
capture the vetting process 
occurring behind the scenes 
for Rice’s next president, Ken-
neth Pitzer. He took ofce at 
the newly renamed Rice Uni-
versity in 1961. 

“Pitzer found the continu-
ation of a racial bar in admis-
sions at this time ‘just ridicu-
lous’ and made it clear that he 
would not come to Rice, [and] 
could not do the job that Rice 
wanted done, if the ban on 
black admissions was not re-
moved,” Kean wrote. 

According to Kean, “the 
job” Pitzer planned consisted 
of graduate program expan-
sions, building new infra-
structure and pushing faculty 
recruitment. Tese projects 
required money — $33 million 
of it, which required federal 
funding and, as a result, de-
segregation. Pitzer himself re-
ceived research funding from 
the AEC, the organization 
Rice had previously clashed 
with due to its nondescrimi-
nation requirements. Tomas 
and Brown had also continued 
their eforts with NASA, and 
in September 1961, a Tresh-
er headline read, “NASA Re-
search Center Defnitely For 
Houston.” It was obvious to 
the board of trustees that de-
segregation was looming. 

Charging students tuition 
would provide the school with 
another revenue stream and 
help modernize Rice Univer-
sity; at the time, it was one of 
only three schools nationally 
that remained tuition-free. 
Tis change, too, would be a 
deviation from Rice’s original 
charter, and completing these 
changes required a lawsuit 
against the charter. 

As the discussion contin-
ued, some trustees felt ad-
mitting black students might 
result in fewer funds due to 
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51.6% 
of students 
supported 
integration 39.4% 

of students 
opposed 

integration 

32.7% 
of students 
supported 
immediate 
integration 

28.7% 
of students 
supported 
eventual 

integration 

38.6% 
of students 

opposed 
integration 

65% 
of students 
supported 
integration 

89% 
of faculty 
supported 
integration 

1953 1957 1961 

community opposition against dents hoped this vote would 
integration, but Brown made be a push for change, the ref-
it clear that funds, and there- erendum had little if any im-
fore integration and tuition, pact. 
were necessary for Rice’s ex- Rice’s attorneys delayed 
pansion. fling the lawsuit — a delay 

On Sept. 26, 1962, the board that made much of the fac-
of trustees voted unanimous- ulty and student body aware 
ly to fle a lawsuit against the that change was coming soon, 
charter that would allow the as Pitzer wrote to H. Malcolm 
admission of black students Lovett, a member of the board. 
and charging of tuition. “I am seriously concerned 

As university leadership lest the faculty and student 
underwent internal turmoil, body come to believe that this 
the student body’s discussion action is being intentional-
continued. In 1960, the sit-in ly delayed,” Pitzer wrote. He 
movement had reached Hous- urged that the attorneys fle 
ton, and the Tresher con- the lawsuit immediately. 
ducted a small survey of stu- Rice’s attorneys fled the 
dent opinion on the protests lawsuit on Feb. 21, 1963, fve 
and published letters of vary- months after the board gave its 
ing support or condemnation. initial approval. Te trustees’ 
In February 1961, the Tresher petition argued that, without 
took a strong editorial stance integration and the federal 
on the sit-ins after fve Rice funding Rice could receive as 
students were arrested. a result of it, the school would 

“Te Tresher endorses be unable to fulfll William 
these few whose convictions Marsh Rice’s promise to edu-
on the immorality of segre- cate students. 
gation were strong enough to 
them to gravely responsible Integration by trial 
action outside the ivy-covered As the legal battle played 
walls,” the editorial board out in the courtroom, students 
wrote. “Te responsibility and alumni shared their con-
for the arrest … lies with this cerns on the Tresher’s pages. 
community and all others like Many of the conversations on 
it which tolerate two classes of tuition continue today. 
Americans.” “Will the scholarships that 

In December 1961, the Stu- the university has promised 
dent Senate gauged student to give reach … those students 
support through an election who are in the lower half or 
ballot referendum that showed lower third of both the eco-
65 percent of students and 89 nomic and the academic rank-
percent of faculty supported ing?” Bill Edwards (’50) 
desegregation. Although stu- wrote in a 1964 op-ed 
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questioning whether charging 
tuition would decrease Rice’s 
appeal. “Will they be large 
enough to enable these stu-
dents, with what they can 
earn during summer and 
part-time, to maintain them-
selves at Rice?” 

In a November 1963 in-
terview with the Tresher, 
Lovett said 40 to 50 percent 
of the student body would al-
ways be on full scholarship. 

“Te racial barrier is as 
important as any, especially 
when it comes to government 
grants,” Lovett said, making 
no disguises about Rice’s need 
for funds. 

Some alumni felt the 
trustee’s petition under-
mined William Marsh Rice’s 
will. John Cofee (’34) and 
Val Billups (’18) fled a law-
suit against the trustees in 
June 1963, claiming that 
the Trustees had no right to 
challenge the charter. Cofee 
and Billups said they did not 
disagree with integration or 
charging tuition, but sought 
to defend the founding docu-
ments of the school. 

James L. Aronson (‘59) 
protested their actions by 
returning funds he had re-
ceived under a scholarship 
named for Coffee back to the 
university. 

“I can even less aford $100 
today than I could in 1957,” Ar-
onson wrote in a private letter 
to Cofee. “As a peaceable pro-
test to your action I am return-
ing this money to Rice, and 
asking that the John B. Cofee 
Scholar in Geology award be 
removed from my record. Le-
gally, you may be right, but 
morally you are not.” 

Other alumnus fled a pe-
tition supporting the trustees. 
Cofee and Billups’ suit en-
dured for years until 1967. 

As the legal battle contin-
ued, Rice felt the consequenc-
es of the delay. Te university 

The objects, intents, and 
purposes of this Institution are 
... [to] cultivate other means 
of instruction for the white 

inhabitants of Houston. 
William Marsh Rice’s original charter for Rice University 

nearly lost the Naval ROTC pro-
gram and the NASA contract. 

Graduates and undergrad-
uates alike showed support for 
the matter through a petition 
with 1,181 signatures given to 
Rice’s lawyers, as the Tresh-
er reported in February 1964. 
Weeks later, on March 9, 1964, 
the court’s ruling gave Rice 
the ofcial power to alter its 
charter. 

Te university admitted 
the frst black graduate stu-
dent, Raymond Johnson, to 
study for a master’s degree 
in mathematics in the same 
year. Johnson later returned 
as a professor in 2009. Pres-
ident Pitzer told the Tresh-
er that black undergraduates 
would be admitted and tuition 
would be charged starting in 
fall 1965. 

The frst black undergraduates 
In its frst issue of fall 1965, 

the Tresher reported that 
fve black students applied to 
Rice. All were admitted, and 
two, who remained unnamed 
in the article, chose to attend. 
Of these two students, nei-
ther Charles Edward Freeman 
III nor Jacqueline McCauley 
graduated from Rice. Free-
man transferred to Texas State 
University, a historically black 
college, and ultimately gradu-
ated from Lamar University. 
McCauley went on to be a ra-
dio host on Houston’s KLOL. 

Considering the preceding 
decades of discussion, there is 
surprisingly little formal doc-
umentation in the Tresher 
about these frst black under-
graduates. Tresher archives 
do show that McCauley was 
active in theater at Rice. She 
played the lead in “Te Perils 
of Pomona,” a play about a 
Native American woman for-
bidden from interracial mar-
riage. 

Te Tresher’s review of the 
performance provides a small 
window into her experience. 

“She falls in love with 
a wealthy planter, but is 
doomed to be sold on the block 
as a slave,” the preview to the 
play reads. “Te villain wants 
to buy Pomona for his own 
evil purposes. Will he succeed 
in buying her at the slave auc-
tion? Is Pomona doomed to a 
life of degradation and mis-
ery? Can [the hero] save her? 
Te Jones production will 
provide all of the answers this 
weekend.” 

Neither the Jones pro-
duction nor the Tresher ar-
chives, however, could an-
swer the questions Rice so 
deeply needed to ask follow-
ing integration. What were 
Freeman’s and McCauley’s 
daily sources of courage as 
they paved the way for fu-
ture generations of black stu-
dents? What was their “Rice 
experience?” 
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THE PAST FOUR 
AND THE NEXT 100 

THE PAST FOUR YEARS mark a new era for the 
Rice Tresher. Te paper has transitioned into 
the age of digital media and now sits comfortably 
with a modern website, a dedicated social media 
presence and an eager mindset for embracing 
new mediums and reaching new audiences. But 
progress has not come easily; it has required a 
host of changes in the habits and culture of the 
Tresher staf. 

When I entered my term as editor in chief, 
I wanted to provide students a modern and 
trustworthy source — one that dispelled the 
rumors and clarifed the misconceptions that 
festered as students turned to new tools like Yik 
Yak and Snapchat. Tere’s undoubtedly still 
room for improvement, but the paper’s core 
focus, reporting the news of the university and 
its community, is at its strongest in years. Today, 
the Tresher continues to explore new avenues for 
growth, and as 100 years of Tresher history come 
to a close, looking at the past few may help shed 
some light on the century to come. 

Tree years ago, when I frst joined the 
Tresher, its business and editorial models were 
unsustainable. It paid irresponsible salaries 
and rushed to publish 20-24 pages weekly. Te 
paper pursued destructive grudges against other 
campus organizations, damaging an already-
poor reputation. Tat said, it still featured good 
journalism, releasing a special magazine for the 
university’s centennial and covering incidents 
like the record number of hospitalizations during 
that year’s Night of Decadence party as well as 
the ensuing alcohol policy changes. Tat spring 
semester saw the Tresher cover allegations of 
discrimination against then-Athletic Director 
Rick Greenspan and publish an infamous op-
ed claiming that the university forcibly ousted 
unhappy students, which ignited a conversation 
on campus regarding mental health and the quality 
of counseling services. 

In the following years, we reoriented the paper, 
balancing the budget and repairing strained 
relationships. Te day of publication shifted from 
Friday to Wednesday in a bid for more advertising 
sales, while the size of the weekly print edition 
shrank to 12 (plus or minus four) pages, giving 
the editorial staf fexibility to chase quality rather 

than quantity. Te renewed focus on relevant, 
investigative reporting facilitated coverage of 
alleged mistreatment from the university’s 
Student Judicial Programs of those accused of 
sexual assault or drug use, signifcant violations 
of and revisions to the blanket tax process, the 
invocation of Title IX when a stripper was brought 
on campus and the university’s and students’ 
attempts to respond to and prevent sexual assault. 

As news coverage strengthened, I prioritized 
new initiatives, hastening the Tresher’s embrace of 
the modern century and expanding its oferings in 
the hopes that the organization could become more 
than just a weekly paper. I focused on expanding 
the business and tech ofcers, hiring dedicated 
students who will defne our future practices. 
We’ve diversifed income sources, looked to online 
ads and hired ad reps to build partnerships with 
local businesses. A renewed Facebook presence 
has encouraged reader discussion, while ongoing 
projects like the SallyPortal represent eforts to 
provide additional services to students. In an efort 
to develop the online-frst mindset crucial to an 
engaged readership, I also pushed the Tresher to 
seek a more user-friendly content management 
system; we left the foundering College Publisher 
for TownNews in 2013, and this year, we migrated 
to SNWorks. Tis year also marked the Tresher’s 
commitment to its physical campus presence as it 
organized and held the inaugural Tresher-hosted 
SA debates. 

Te Tresher continues to look to improve. 
As it enters its own second century, four 
years after the university’s, we’re working to 
strengthen relationships with our fellow campus 
organizations, cultivate a diverse perspective 
representative of the entire Rice 
community and develop 
new tools and services for 
students. Te past four 
years have done wonders 
for the paper, and as 
I wrap up my term 
as editor in chief, I’m 
excited to see where our 
current initiatives take 
the Tresher and what 
else lies in store. 

ANDREW TA 
Thresher editor in chief 

Jones ‘16 
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The BackpageThe Backpage 
is satire and written by JOEY McGLONE and RILEY ROBERTSON 

CARRIE JIANG 

ONE HUNDRED YEARS. 
Wow. That’s longer than 

women have been allowed to 
vote in this country. That’s lon-
ger than Iceland has been an 
independent nation. That’s lit-
erally older than the first doc-
umented sale of sliced bread 
(an invention that, funnily 
enough, boosted viewership 
of the Thresher, as on-campus 
dining establishments found 
themselves needing a cheap 
and disposable way to wrap 
up the increasingly popular 
“sandwich”). But before you 
past and present contributors’ 
heads get any larger, we at the 
Backpage would like to qualify 
this accomplishment. You see, 
the Thresher is only just as old 
the Coney Island Frankfurter, 
and that’s a fact that we all 
have to live with. 

To be honest, we weren’t 
too sure why we were asked 
to contribute to the centen-
nial magazine. The Backpage 
was established in 1970, so 
we don’t exactly share in this 
whole “celebration.” And while 
thrilled for our friends and 
co-workers, we feel that it 
only further alienates us from 

the Thresher itself. But I guess 
we should be used to this kind 
of treatment by now — ever 
since its inception, the Back-
page has been charged with 
the task of making the Thresh-
er entertaining and readable. 

But who are we kidding, 
this publication has changed 
the lives of Rice students — be 
they writers, readers or pho-
tographers — since 1916, and 
that should be reason enough 
to celebrate. 

Should be. If we’re be-
ing honest with ourselves, 
we can’t just praise the good 
without taking a minute to 
consider the bad. Thus, we’ve 
compiled a comprehensive 
list of the drawbacks that 100 
years of producing the Rice 
Thresher has spawned. 

The Rice Thresher, and ev-
eryone who contributes to or 
supports it, is directly respon-
sible for the destruction of our 
Earth’s precious forests. 

There’s really no way around 
this one. That’s why, if you 
regular readers have noticed, 
the Backpage always keeps 
our genius within the respon-

sible confines of one printed 
page per week. And though 
we consistently suggest to 
the rest of the paper that they 
follow suit, or even get rid of 
their content entirely, the only 
response we’ve received is the 
click of the lock on our clos-
et-office doors. Plus — and we 
didn’t even think about this 
one — readers would no longer 
be obligated to wade through 
the boring preamble to the 
Backpage. 

The Rice Thresher con-
sumes an appreciable amount 
of student funding. 

Printing, equipment and trav-
el aren’t free, and may not even 
be necessary. Yet, every year 
we find ourselves enjoying un-
specified liquids after a long day 
of pretending to pay attention 
during conferences in exotic 
locations like Philadelphia, Aus-
tin and New York. We urge the 
Rice student body to conduct 
a thorough investigation as to 
exactly where Thresher funding 
goes — after our time, of course, 
because we’re really enjoying 
our luxurious vacations on the 
students’ dime. 

The Rice Thresher wastes 
the precious time of its con-
tributors. 

Hours and hours of stu-
dent work go into producing 
content that, on a good week, 
100 people read (that figure 
accounts for two parents per 
staffer), and we really ques-
tion whether squandering 
those precious years in col-
lege is worth it. And while we 
do believe getting involved 
in clubs and teams is an im-
portant aspect of your Rice 
career, we highly recommend 
shopping around before you 
get roped into something that 
you can’t seem to find any way 
out of. 

Despite these shortcom-
ings, the Thresher has proved 
itself a lasting institution of 
the Rice campus for good 
reasons that far outshine our 
aforementioned complaints. 
And if you’ve enjoyed flipping 
through the pages of this cen-
tennial edition, then mark your 
calendars for 2070 when you 
are graced with the centenni-
al publication that’ll really rev 
your engine. 
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