For use of the SAT in college admissions  

When it comes to the SATs, most high school seniors will overwhelmingly agree to eliminate it. Between ruined Saturday mornings of testing and the hours put into studying, the scores do not seem worth it.  To top it off, many colleges do not even require them. Nevertheless, many top colleges, University of Notre Dame, Georgetown University and Williams College, still do require them. Despite what most students hope, the SATs are still a necessary part of the college process. With various sizes and backgrounds of schools and students, the SAT exam is the only evaluation that is equal for all students. It is a chance for every student to show that they deserve to be considered at a top university. While teacher recommendations are subjective, the SATs are impartial. Even GPAs are hard to judge because teachers and rigor of schools vary. The SATs put to rest all the complaints that some schools inflate GPAs or other schools are more challenging than others. The SATs provide an “even playing board” for all students, regardless of one’s background; everyone is given the same chance. 

Against use of the SAT in college admissions


Scholastic Aptitude Test. These three words send fear into the minds of high school seniors. While many parents try to encourage their kids and tell them that the SATs are only a test, everyone knows the results are often considered more important than any other test a student may take. This is why the SATs should not be a factor in the acceptance of students into various colleges or universities. Despite the idea that the SATs are impartial, they cater to the wealthy. The amount of money put into private tutors and the cost of taking the test multiple times puts the wealthy at an advantage. Not only does the test cater to the wealthy but it can also help kids who are only good test takers. The SATs do not provide a way of recognizing dedication to one’s studies or good character. While the SATs may be the same for all students, they are not a fair and accurate indicator of a student’s success. Hard work and grades, over four years, are a much more reliable indicator of success than a four hour exam. 

Pro-Choice

Since the hearing of Roe vs. Wade in 1973, the right to an abortion has been protected under the US constitution.  Abortion is a controversial subject and many people believe that it should be illegal as it kills the unborn fetus.  However there are many circumstances in which pregnancy is not only unwanted but also forced upon the woman, as in cases of rape.  Why then should such a woman not have the choice to abort the pregnancy? It is not the decision of the state or federal governments to decide whether or not abortion should be legal. Rather it is the decision of the woman, whether or not to keep the unwanted burden. Abortion is not murder, much to the dismay of the pro-life argument.  Murder would imply that the fetus is a separate, living, breathing being from the mother. Since most abortions take place during the first trimester of pregnancy, the fetus cannot survive on its own, thus it is not another human being that can be murdered.  If life begins at the moment of conception, as many suggest, why then are other similar things not considered abortion or murder. In vitro fertilization, for example, often throws away already fertilized eggs, is this life? And if so is this not also murder. The abortion argument is not black and white as the pro-life argument makes it sound. It is ultimately the woman’s decision to decide what’s best for her own body and life in her current situation. Sometimes this decision is abortion, and the government shouldn’t tell her otherwise.

Pro-Life

Abortion is murder. The moment that egg becomes fertilized, a new life is created and to kill that life is a heinous act against nature.  According to the Guttmacher Institute, there were over 1 million abortions in 2008 alone. Not only is this number an increase from past years, but it is also the number of lives that never had the chance to live.  Just because a fetus is defenseless and has no way to speak for itself, does not give the mother the right to kill that child.  This is why it is up to the world to defend the rights of that unborn fetus and to stop abortion.  Abortion also causes potential problems for the mother as well, as in any surgery, there can be many unintended consequences.  Not all abortions have selfish intentions though; a select few are the result of rape or incest.  There are measures that can be taken so that pregnancy does not occur in these instances, however if it does, why does the baby get punished, it should be the man responsible who gets punished. If America is a country founded on the beliefs of freedom and justice, why is an unborn child not free to live, and the innocent fetus punished for the choices of others? It is the government’s responsibility to protect those who cannot protect themselves, and to illegalize abortion.

Against use of instant replay in umpiring major league baseball 

Baseball: America’s pastime. Think about all the times you’ve heard family members, friends, or people walking down the street talking about last night’s game, or who their favorite all-time player is. Though it has been around since the 1800’s, baseball has not changed its rules or regulations from how it began. The players have become stronger, and the game is now more of an international sport opposed to only our nation’s game, but that has not changed the rules one bit. However, in recent discussions, there have been arguments whether Major League Baseball (MLB) should adopt a new policy that allows the umpires to look at instant replays in regards to controversial calls during the game. On one hand, people have argued that this is a necessity for the game, and it will only make it better as umpires miss calls all the time and there needs to be a way of correcting their mistakes. On the other hand people think that this is what makes the game of baseball so great. They love the feeling of “Boo-ing” an umpire after they feel that he missed an important call, one that might change the outcome of the game. Lastly, people argue that if all the other sports do it, then why doesn’t baseball do it? One would respond to this by saying that baseball is not like all other sports for a reason. As mentioned previously, baseball is America’s pastime; it is unique and different from all the other sports. Adding an instant replay to baseball would make it just like the rest of the sports, and taking away from the individuality that has made baseball so beloved by so many different people. 

For use of instant replay in umpiring major league baseball 


In recent discussions of the game of baseball, a controversial issue has been whether or not Major League Baseball (MLB) should instate instant replay. On one hand, people argue that baseball should be kept the way it is and not adapt an instant replay policy, however on the other hand it is essential that they do. According to espn.com, umpires miss 20% of close calls throughout the course of the season. Any one of these close calls could cost a team a win or loss in a critical game, and any one game could be the difference between a team making the playoffs, or winning the World Series, and there can be millions and sometimes even billions of dollars at stake. With all that being said, why would you want to put that in the hands of a human who is only right four out of five times? Wouldn’t you rather play it safe and get the correct call every time? Some people also say that this would take away from the originality and integrity of the game that has not changed its rules for over a century. Why change it when there is no need to? Because it needs to be; plain and simple. All the other major sports in the United States have made the adjustment, now it is baseball’s turn. Make a new method where the call is right 100% of the time instead of just 80% of the time. It could cost players and fans a lifetime of asking themselves “what could have been,” and force them to live with regret knowing that it could have turned out differently. Let’s eliminate that all together and in the process install instant replay in the MLB. 

NHL hockey players are paid too much 


With the NHL in the midst of a lockout, player salaries are a hot topic. Although they are not nearly as high as some of the other professional sports leagues, the players get paid far too much. Last season, 18 of the 30 teams lost money compared to 16 the year before
. This is because of an 11% increase in player salaries over that year
. It is only fair that the owners get a bigger cut of the total revenue considering how much they have invested in the league. The NHL today is not like football where both the owners and players are making money. It is only fair that in the new CBA agreement, the owners get enough of the total revenue so that none of the franchises are losing money.

NHL hockey players are not paid too much 


The average salary in the NHL is 2.4 million dollars
. This is less than half of the average NBA player salary at 5.15 million dollars
. The NHL has forever been behind the other three major professional sports leagues. It is lucrative to lower them even more. It is true that they make a great deal compared to the average American, but the players do work for their money. If one counted the hours an average NHL player has put into their trade since they were born then their dollar an hour wage would not be so much different. They put in the same work that the NBA player did, but the hockey player is still making less than half the salary. Although many teams are losing money, the Toronto Maple Leafs made 81.8 million dollars last season
. If the NHL owners want to help the teams losing money then they should better redistribute the money amongst the owners rather than taking it from the players.

Anti-SOPA (Stop Online Piracy Act)

The Stop Online Piracy Act (SOPA) is a proposed bill that has had the online world torn for almost a year.  If passed, this act, proposed by Lamar Smith, would allow the United States government to shut down any websites that endorse copyrighted material. Online piracy is a problem in some cases, and this proposed act attempts to eradicate piracy completely and if passed, would most likely succeed. However, SOPA goes about the problem in a ridiculously over-the-top fashion. Under this act, if a website, such as YouTube, Wikipedia, Google, and Reddit were to upload any form of copyrighted material onto their websites, the government would have permission to issue a court order which could shut the websites down. Also, under this act, any person that illegally uploads copyrighted content could face up to 5 years in prison. The hacker group Anonymous, a very well-known opponent of this act advocates for “anti-cyber-surveillance” and “anti-cyber-censorship”. Since this group is very illegal, they hack whomever they please in order to make a point. Anonymous hacks into government and personal information of people they dislike and broadcasts their information on forums and message boards all over the internet. This effectively raises awareness of the downsides of SOPA, that it will do much more harm than good if put into effect. Piracy is currently illegal the same way that theft of actual objects is, but the proposed methods of curing piracy under SOPA are both excessive and outrageous.

Pro-SOPA (Stop Online Piracy Act)

The Stop Online Piracy Act (SOPA) is a proposed bill that has had the online world torn for almost a year.  If passed, this act, proposed by Lamar Smith, would allow the United States government to shut down any websites that allow stolen or pirated material to be broadcasted on their websites. It is illegal to download a song or movie off the internet without permission from the creator, the same way it is illegal to steal a CD or a DVD from a video store, but there are far fewer actions being taken to stop online piracy than there should be. As of right now there is no online police force to put a stop to illegally downloading music, movies, and other online content. However, under SOPA, the government would be allowed to take action against the websites that endorse these acts. Under the current laws, it is essentially impossible to stop individual people from illegally downloading content. But under SOPA, the websites that endorse these acts, such as YouTube and Wikipedia, would be forced to investigate the content they upload in order to check for legitimacy, thus turning the sites themselves into quality controllers. One big proponent to SOPA is the Recording Industry Association of America (RIAA). Music has the highest rate of piracy, so it is understandable that the RIAA would support this bill, as much of their income is lost to piracy. Piracy is a big problem in the internet world, and SOPA will allow for internet piracy to significantly decline and creators of content can claim what they rightfully deserve.
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