
Bagpiper mission statement
As Floyd Central’s offi cial news 

source, we pledge to serve our read-
ers with a balance of objective infor-
mation and informed opinions. We 
ensure that we will report all stories 
regardless of controversial quality 
and will provide an open forum for all 
readers.
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Smothering  embraces, 
tousled hair, and total igno-
rance of public glances are 
all signs of the courtesy-im-
paired students at FC who 
participate in PDA daily.

Public displays of affec-
tion are becoming more of a 
problem as the school year 
progresses. 

Several hallways during 
each passing period house 
students performing inap-
propriate acts. 

There is a distinct dif-
ference between what stu-
dents deem acceptable and 

what the student handbook 
deems acceptable.

Hugs and little pecks 
once in a while are innocent 
in most everyone’s eyes, 
but when a couple is mak-
ing out in the middle of the 
hallway, that line has been 
crossed.

The priority at school 
is to get to classes to learn 
material and prepare for 
the next levels of learning. 

Getting to class on time 
each period is the fi rst pri-
ority, and is a diffi cult task 
in and of itself, let alone 
adding in enough time to 
grope down a boyfriend or 
girlfriend. 

It is all too easy to lose 
track of time while staring 
into a signifi cant other’s 
eyes and intertwined with 
them much like a pretzel. 

The peck on a cheek be-
fore parting is acceptable 
for entranced couples, but 
stopping for a small session 
is not only inappropriate, 
but takes away the main fo-
cus of the school day.

FC should stick to being 
known as a school for its ac-
ademic excellence, not for 
its immature students. 

Students seem apathetic 
to the numerous kissing 
sessions. We should want 
to improve the reputation 
of our school, not tarnish it.

Behind closed doors mor-
als are one’s own responsi-
bility. There is a time and 
place for everything. School 
is not the place for intimate 
affections to be shown.

Students should take into 
consideration the feelings 
of others and respect that 

no one should have to be 
subjected to unsettling im-
ages of tongue in cheek or 
wandering hands.

The top priority in the 
four years of high school 
should not be focused on 
the best corner to smother, 
but rather on academic 
achievements. 

Instead of paying at-
tention to material being 
taught in class, students are 
more intrigued by the hor-
mone enraged students in 
the hallway.

PDA is distracting. It 
takes away educational 
value from the school day, 
and should be stopped. The 
adult-like act has taken a 
childish turn.

Let’s stick to what we 
learned early on: keep our 
hands to ourselves.

Public aff ection sickens passersby
Outlandish 
PDA creates 
backlash 
among peers
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Staff Staff editorial How is PDA 
distracting?

We have all seen those commercials 
for “Call of Duty: Black Ops.” There 
are celebrities, such as Los Angeles 
Lakers basketball player Kobe Bryant, 
running around with guns, trying to 
kill each other. The commercial usu-
ally ends with the slogan “Everyone is 
doing it.” 

Needless to say, the commercial 
does a good job selling the game.

However, the commercial is gaining 
a lot of negative press. Critics feel that 
the slogan, combined with its use of 
celebrities that children idolize, pro-
motes child violence.

Child violence, in the sense por-
trayed by critics of the commercial, in-
volves children fi nding their parent’s 
guns. 

The kids often think the guns are 
unloaded and hold the gun as if they 
are going to shoot it. Turns out, the 

gun is actually loaded and their friend, 
or brother, is accidentally shot.

But some instances of child violence 
are actually planned and provoked, 
like the Virginia Tech shootings on 
April 16, 2007. Virgina Tech student  
Seung-Hui Cho was a mentally unsta-
ble individual.

Which is why he came into school 
that day and killed 32 students.

Critics say that violent video games, 
like “Call of Duty: Black Ops”, pro-
mote child violence. 

This was, undoubtedly, the case 
with Cho. 

These accusations about the vio-
lent video games will inevitably bring 
into question our Second Amendment 
rights.

The Second Amendment, put sim-
ply, is our right to bear arms. Basical-
ly, we can own guns and keep them in 
our home for our own peace of mind. 
And, by extension, use them for self-
defense.

If a guy goes into a house, guns blaz-
ing and planning on killing the entire 
family, the Second Amendment gives 
the family the right to store guns in 

the house, just in case something like 
this happens.

Without the Second Amendment, 
this hypothetical family would most 
likely be dead.

However, while anyone who obtains 
a gun license may own guns, gun con-
trol is still necessary.

Mentally unstable individuals 
like Cho should obviously not own 
guns.  

Yes, they have the right to. But if we 
want to prevent any potential massa-
cre, we must be willing to deny unfi t 
individuals guns.

This is why you have to be at least 
18 to own a bona fi de gun. People un-
der 18 are deemed unready to handle 
a gun.

Also, children under 18 are easily 
infl uenced. This is why, more often 
than not, a child’s political views will 
refl ect those of their parents.

Therefore, these critics of the “Call 
of Duty: Black Ops” have a valid 
point.  

A kid (or anyone else for that mat-
ter) could easily become enthralled by 
the video game and want to experi-

ence shooting a person in real life.
This is the main critique of the com-

mercial. By using celebrities that chil-
dren idolize, gun violence becomes 
okay in their eyes.

The commercial does have the right 
to use this slogan and use the celeb-
rities they use. The First Amendment 
ensures that.

It is up to the parents to store their 
guns in a safe place and unloaded, so 
the kids cannot get the guns and acci-
dently shoot their friend. Or take it to 
school and wreak havoc.

The Second Amendment protects 
the parents’s right to own a gun, but it 
does not ensure the safe use of it.

There is always the chance that 
something like the Virginia Tech 
shootings will happen again, maybe a 
bit closer to home.

But neither the commercial nor the 
game are responsible for any gun vio-
lence. 

We are the ones that allow our-
selves to be corrupted. Let the Second 
Amendment do its job and prevent 
your own corruption, rather than re-
strict the rights of others.

Commercial critics threaten Second Amendment

Garrett Receveur

“The elephant 
in the room”

“The most important thing in life is 
to learn how to give out love, and to let 
it come in,” said Morrie Schwartz, an 
American educator and author.

Recently, I was told that I am a 
love whore. My interpretation of this 
phrase is entirely different than the 
defi nition found in the Urban Diction-
ary. I love almost everything. I love 
musicals and I love to write and I love 
an outfi t. I throw around the word 
“love” to the point that it does not 
mean as much as it should. 

In addition to material objects I 
love, I tell people how much I love 
them. Even when I say it to my friends 

or even to an acquaintance it some-
times has a sarcastic undertone. If 
one of my best friends tells me I am 
special, in return I tell her I love her. 
If another friend of mine trips over a 
trash can, cannot fi nd the water bottle 

in her hand, or 
c o m p l a i n s 
about any-
thing, I tell her 
I love her then 
too. I am not 
saying I do not 
actually love 
my friends, be-
cause I do, but 
I overuse the 
word. 

In the past, 
like when dino-
saurs roamed 
the Earth, well 
maybe not 

quite that long ago, love meant some-
thing different than to describe a mov-
ie. Then, it was a deep affection and 
burning passion. However, since I use 
the phrase of love so often, it is ques-
tionable as to when I truly mean it. 

When I say I love something or 
someone, whether it is sarcastic or 
not, I mean I really enjoy or care about 
whatever or whoever a great amount. 

By telling people I love them I am 
reiterating that even if they make 
mistakes or cannot fi nd car keys they 
put in their pocket I still admire them 
for who they are and will be there for 
them whenever they need me. No one 
has to be perfect for me to care.

Love still conveys the same emo-
tional spirit it used to. As I uncondi-
tionally love events or activities or 
people, no matter the circumstances, 
I am letting love fi ll up others, make 
them happy, and inspire them to be 
themselves. In return, when I cannot 
unlock my car because I am standing 
in the parking lot at the wrong blue 
bug, I love myself and my friends love 
me too, which is the most important 
thing in life. 

Overused expression illuminates everyday situations

Carmen Huff 

“Quote me on 
that”
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“PDA isn’t 
really 
distracting. 
It’s more of 
something you 
get used to.” 
ZACH GRAYER
Senior

“I don’t know 
if PDA is 
distracting, 
but it’s not 
appropriate 
for school.” 
JESSICA BROADY
English teacher


