
 
The Truth Must Be Heard 

 
Scientific Truth 

It was a cold winter night when the Pinelands Regional 
Board of Education approved the course selection book for the 2005 
– 2006 school year.  It was December 15th, and the vote began like 
any other.  Mr. Gillece stood up and explained all the new courses 
and practices that would go into affect next year.  Several new 
Advanced Placement courses were on the roster, including U.S. I 
and II, Calculus, and Chemistry.  Tagged along to the end of all this 
great new stuff was the decision to terminate double lab periods for 
all College Prep science classes. 

Most students of Pinelands attend these classes, rather than 
the Honors and A.P. that will still have labs.  So consequently, the 
majority of the school is being affected.  Mr. Art Gruber, physics 
teacher argued strongly against the decision, calling it “a step 
backwards.”  The vote was in a hold-up; three people absent, three 
abstained, and three yes.  Desperately, Mr. Gillece made a final 
plea, they were already behind and the brochures must go out.  Mrs. 
Ramsay changed her vote to yes and it passed. 

Currently, all college prep science students have six 
periods of class a week.  Two of these periods are devoted to 
labs/experimentations, and the other four are instruction/discussion.  
With the new layout of five periods a week, two and a half days will 
be needed to complete a lab, leaving only two and half days for 
instruction.  This is almost half the instruction of the current system.  
Students will definitely be negatively affected by this decision.  

(Cont. on reverse) 

 
Tinker v. Des Moines (1969) 

“First Amendment rights, applied in light 
of the special characteristics of the school 
environment, are available to teachers and 
students.  It can hardly be argued that 
either students or teachers shed their 
constitutional rights to freedom of speech 
or expression at the schoolhouse gate. This 
has been the unmistakable holding of this 
Court for almost 50 years.” 
“In order for the State in the person of 
school officials to justify prohibition of a 
particular expression of opinion, it must be 
able to show that its action was caused by 
something more than a mere desire to 
avoid the discomfort and unpleasantness 
that always accompany an unpopular 
viewpoint. Certainly where there is no 
finding and no showing that engaging in 
the forbidden conduct would ‘materially 
and substantially interfere with the 
requirements of appropriate discipline in 
the operation of the school,’ the prohibition 
cannot be sustained.” 
“In our system, state-operated schools may 
not be enclaves of totalitarianism. School 
officials do not possess absolute authority 
over their students. Students in school as 
well as out of school are ‘persons’ under 
our Constitution. They are possessed of 
fundamental rights, which the State must 
respect, just as they themselves must 
respect their obligations to the State. In our 
system, students may not be regarded as 
closed-circuit recipients of only that which 
the State chooses to communicate. They 
may not be confined to the expression of 
those sentiments that are officially 
approved. In the absence of a specific 
showing of constitutionally valid reasons 
to regulate their speech, students are 
entitled to freedom of expression of their 
views.” 
“A student's rights, therefore, do not 
embrace merely the classroom hours. 
When he is in the cafeteria, or on the 
playing field, or on the campus during the 
authorized hours, he may express his 
opinions, even on controversial subjects 
like the conflict in Vietnam, if he does so 
without ‘materially and substantially 
interfere[ing] with the requirements of 
appropriate discipline in the operation of 
the school’ and without colliding with the 
rights of others. But conduct by the 
student, in class or out of it, which for any 
reason--whether it stems from time, place, 
or type of behavior--materially disrupts 
class work or involves substantial disorder 
or invasion of the rights of others is, of 
course, not immunized by the 
constitutional guarantee of freedom of 
speech.” 

A public high school is 
allowed to censor its newspaper’s 
material.  The school has exercised 
this right on multiple occasions.  
One such case: the article in last 
month’s issue of The Scratching 
Post entitled “Science Department 
Revamps.”  This title is a censored 
version of two others the article 
held.  The article was rewritten once 
by the original author upon request 
of school officials, this rewrite was 
then brutally censored and material 
was added.  After all this content 
change, the article held no remnants 
of the original form or intent. 
 According to the 1988 
Supreme Court decision Hazelwood 
School District v. Kuhlmeier, a 
school is allowed to censor.  The 
court decided a high-school 
sponsored publication, that has not 
established itself as a “public- 

forum for student expression,” 
could be censored by school 
officials on the grounds of 
“reasonable educational 
justification” and where the 
censorship was “viewpoint 
neutral.” 
 With this backing it is 
near impossible to fight the 
school’s decision to destroy the 
original article.  However, it is of 
dire importance that the original 
content not go unread.  That is 
why with the backing of Tinker v. 
Des Moines (1969) and Draudt v. 
Wooster City School District 
Board of Education (2003) this is 
being distributed on the 
underground. 
 This publication is not 
affiliated with Pinelands Regional 
High School and is no way funded 
or endorsed by school officials. 



Mass Matters 
The decision was made for a legitimate 

reason.  Next year, there will be 100 additional 
students in the high school.  It becomes an arduous 
task to schedule all these students with a gym 
backed to a lab science class.  Currently there are 
two gyms packed with students because it is easy to 
schedule lab sciences around them, periods 2 and 
9/10.  Eliminating the double lab for C.P. sciences 
removes most of the strain on the gym. 

The school could build, but there is no 
funding for such a project.  The middle school just 
had a building project and is already overcrowded.  
But analysts have said the amount of students in the 
middle school now is as high as it will go.  They 
have looked at the number of students in the 
elementary schools, and class sizes are starting to 
decrease, thus sending fewer students into 
Pinelands. 

Less Learning 
The school may be able to bring back lab 

science in the future, but this won’t help the 
students that must face the issue in the present.  
Without the double lab period there won’t be 
enough time to cover all the material in the 
curriculum.  After the decision was made, the 
teachers of lab sciences at Pinelands met and 
collectively decided there would not be enough time 
to do labs and teach.  They ultimately decided it 
would be best to cut experiments from C.P. science 
all together.  This was a tough decision for them all, 
but it had to be done so the students can learn the 
bare essentials of science.   

This means there will be no microscope 
labs in Biology, these labs let you look at the living 
organism up close to see in person what you saw 
only in a book.  There won’t be any experiments in 
Chemistry, labs that let you actively combine 
chemicals and see reactions.  All labs in Physics 
will be gone; they let you see motion in action and 
measure forces in the world. 

Students won’t have the same education.  
They’ll be behind other schools.  Many students 
reach an enlightenment of sorts in science class, 
when they finally realize there is a use for all the 
math formulas and equations they have been 
learning. Future students won’t have this chance.  
Labs are important. 

College Cares 
The office formerly known as Guidance had 

a hard decision before them.  Mr. Gillece, head of 
Student Service, spoke to representatives from four 
colleges about the issue.  He questioned whether 
five periods a week of science or six periods a week 
mattered.  The four colleges he contacted said it 
would not matter.  But it does matter.   

I have contacted over twenty colleges and 
universities of various degrees of prestige and 
difficulty.  I have emailed universities such as 
Princeton and Rutgers and colleges such as 
Stockton and The College of New Jersey.  Some 
schools replied and others declined to answer.  
Through my research, however, I have found that a 
majority of the schools claimed that such a change 
in class layout would affect admittance to their 
school. 

Mr. Gillece based his questioning on 
scheduling differences, while I based my inquiry on 
the change in the core-curriculum of the courses 
(the lack of labs and experiments).  Colleges want 
students to have experience in the laboratory so they 
don’t have to teach the basics.  Even if the decision 
didn’t matter, most of the students in the college lab 
would know how to use a microscope and Bunsen 
burner but a Pinelands student would not.  Most 
schools do not just look at the name of a class on 
the transcript; they look at the curriculum for the 
course before admitting a student. 

I expected the change to have an affect at 
the more difficult universities before I ever 
contacted them. For instance, Rutgers started by 
stating as long as the course is a lab science, but 
upon learning there wouldn’t be as many (if any) 
experiments taught they changed their response.  
Many colleges decided it depended on the major 
you were applying for, students looking to go into a 
science, medical, or engineering field would need 
lab experience. 

Richard Stockton College is the most 
popular four-year college for Pinelands alumni.  
Upon calling admissions and speaking with a 
representative for the college I learned that the lack 
of lab experience would affect decisions to admit 
students negatively.  Stockton looks for experience 
in scientific experiments for most of their majors.  
This puts many students at risk of not receiving 
admittance to a prominent local college. 

Truth Told 
Doesn’t the future deserve just as much as the present?  Isn’t it important to stay ahead of other 

schools?  Isn’t it important for Pinelands to be the best that it can be?  Do not let the lab time be eliminated.  
On January 26th, the Board of Education will host its next meeting.  Be there.  Do not sit by silently and 
watch this pass by.  You now know the truth.  Use it wisely. 

 

Fight for Your Right to Experiment!  


