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The Evolution of Tablets: 1968 to Now
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 Since 1775, the US armed forces have 
waged war against enemies of the United 
States with a sterling battle record, from 
the Revolutionary War all the way up to 
the War on Terror in Iraq and Afghanistan. 
However, these wars have been fought 
entirely by men up until this point. While 
women have been permitted to serve in 
various administrative or medical capaci-
ties since the First World War, they are now 
permitted to serve in combat positions for 
the first time in American history. Though 
considered an important step forward for 
women’s rights, this controversial decision 
could also decrease combat effectiveness 
and ultimately weaken the infrastructure of 
forward operating units.  
 Beginning this last January, every pos-
sible position in every branch of the armed 
forces not currently open to women is being 
re-evaluated by the Defense Department 
for female inclusion. So, more likely than 
not, female soldiers and marines will soon 
be joining their male brethren on a rapidly 
disappearing front line as modern warfare 
continues to evolve. Many would argue 
that placing women in combat positions 
in an official capacity really would not be 
a change at all, since many units already 
integrated with women already come under 
fire. Though this statement is oftentimes 
correct, there will come a time when the US 
again counters an enemy of equal or greater 
fighting capability, making a clear distinc-
tion between combat and support person-
nel. Since the 1980s when women were 
first allowed into frontline units, we have 
had an overwhelming superiority over those 
we’ve fought, allowing these novel units 

to often experience combat under less-than-
desperate circumstances. Fighting a massive and 
well-organized enemy, this would all change. 
 Another consideration to be made when 
analyzing the potential effects of women on the 
battlefield would be the psychological effect it 
would have on forward operating units. When 
women are introduced into a combat area which 
previously has been occupied solely by men, 
these soldiers are going to be diverted from the 
military mission to some degree, cohesiveness 
in the unit will be reduced, sexual rivalries and 
tensions will break out, discipline will run lax, 
and mission readiness reduced. 
 “The effectiveness of a military unit is in-
cumbent upon its ability to function as a single 
fighting force,” said Mr. Drefs, a US Army 
veteran. “Men as a general rule will behave 
differently in the company of women, which 
would certainly undermine the unity of an effec-
tive fighting force.” 
 Life in a war zone obviously requires 
a great deal of strength and endurance, con-
straints that would not allow many women (but 
also many men) to withstand such duty. At the 
moment, there is a significant gap in physical 
fitness requirements between men and women, a 
fissure that would have to either be greatly nar-
rowed or sealed entirely if women are expected 
to now serve in combat units.  
  Despite the best effort of the Defense 
Department, it is impossible to gauge the overall 
fighting ability of a fully integrated military. 
Whether or not fighting units staffed by women 
will be able to operate as effectively as before is 
a question only time will answer. Nonetheless, 
if put to the test, every female soldier will as-
suredly serve with the same honor that has been 
seen in their male counterparts for centuries. 
The question is, will that be enough?   
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 Picture this: a bedroom filled with 
old junk, random things spilling 
over the tops of the dresser and 
out of the desk drawers. The bed is 
piled with clothes and homework, 
and the floor is completely covered, 
to the point where it’s impossible 
to walk through. This is an extreme 
example of hoarding. Now, every-
one is guilty of keeping some things 
that they should get rid of. Whether 
it is clothes, toys, books, or random 
pieces of paper, lots of people don’t 

throw out things they should. It’s not 
a bad thing if one can keep it in check, 
but when someone starts to keep every-
thing, then there’s a problem. 
 www.psycologytoday.com said, “A 
collector finds beauty and value in one 
type of thing-porcelain statues of chi-
huahuas, vintage Star Wars figures-the 
hoarder finds beauty, and thus a reason 
for keeping, almost everything.” There 
is a huge difference between hoarding 
and collecting. Collecting is perfectly 
normal and okay. Hoarding isn’t. 
 Some people can’t get rid of 
clothes. They know they will never 

wear it again, or it doesn’t fit anymore. 
But they just can’t seem to get the clothes 
out of their closet and into the trash can, 
or to the nearest donation box. Instead, 
the old clothes sit in dresser drawers or 
hang in the closet, taking up space that 
could be used for other things. 
 Junior Celine Earnhardt said, “It’s 
necessary to keep things clean. I try not 
to hold onto things I don’t need anymore, 
and it takes up space, especially in my 
closet. Childhood stuff is really hard to 
get rid of.” Lots of people like to hold 
on to things from their childhood, maybe 
because it reminds them of being young 
and all the good times they had. 
 Others like to keep old toys they had 
from when they were a kid, possibly for 
nostalgic value. They remember the fun 
times they had playing with the toy, and 
don’t want to see it leave. Or they find 
the toy when doing some cleaning, and 
they tell themself that they might play 
with it next week, given the opportunity. 
But next week turns to next month, and 
next month turns to sometime later, and 
they don’t think about the toy again. It 
sits in their room collecting dust and 
wasting space. 
 Freshman Natalie Meagher said, “I 
keep my old collections from my child-
hood, cheap trinkets. It doesn’t take up 

any space I would use for something else. 
It’s for sentimental reasons, I just can’t 
make myself throw it away.” If keeping 
something unnecessary around doesn’t 
take up space, there’s no reason not to 
keep it. It gets to be a problem if it does 
take up space that’s needed for something 
else. 
 Other people are totally fine with not 
having some stuff around, but they can’t 
be bothered to do some cleaning. Instead, 
they let old junk lie around and take up 
space. Which is great, but at some point 
it’s necessary to get some trash bags and 
start throwing it all away. 
 Letting old clothes, toys, or books sit 
around isn’t the best idea, because if it 
isn’t being used, there’s no point in hav-
ing it anymore.  It’s best in the long run 
to toss anything not being used. How-
ever, if something has sentimental value, 
keeping it around is okay, because it has 
memories attached to it, and remember-
ing those times is a good thing. 
 All things considered, if someone 
likes to keep one or two things they don’t 
need or use, that’s fine. But when it gets 
to the point where they can’t buy new 
things because they don’t have the space, 
it’s time to get out the trash bags and start 
throwing some things away. 
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Not more than 45 years ago, inventing a 
functional touch screen tablet was a fantasy of 
every tech industry. Today, tablet computing 
and mobile apps are available and flourishing, 
but it took many attempts and upsetting failures 
to get here. The race for tablets began in 1968 
with the tablet prototype called the Dynabook. 
This tablet was never an actual product because 
it was impossible to make a device like this 
with the limited technologies available at that 
time period. Instead, the Dynabook served as 
an inspiration for future tablet products, which 
were already on their way. 

Who thinks tablets are expensive NOW? 
Following the Dynabook, a portable, tablet-
like computer came out 1989. The GRiDPad 
had a 10-inch, black and white, stylus screen 
with advanced handwriting-recognition instead 
of a keyboard. The early breakthrough was 
dampened by the cost of $2,370, an unreachable 
price for many. 

After several more inventions and failures, 
another company tried its hand in the tablet 
race. This was to become one of the biggest, 
most competitive, well-known companies in 
the start of the 21st century. Apple launched 
the Apple Newton MessagePad in 1993. The 
device coined the term PDA, meaning palmtop 
computer. Other than that, the Apple Newton 
did not have a very positive reception from 
tablet customers. Steve Jobs killed the device 
four years after its launch, but implemented 
some of its features and lessons in the 
development of the iPad (networkworld.com)

Succeeding one of the first tablets with a 
color touch screen, the Fujitsu Stylistic of 1998, 
Microsoft came out with its own tablet in 2002. 
Microsoft released the stylus-based Windows 
XP Tablet PC. The Windows tablet was jammed 
with computer-type storage and software such 
as RAM (random access memory) and CPU 
(central processing unit) which made the tablet 
far too heavy and expensive. Things got better 
for the tablet market when the Amazon Kindle 
E-Reader came out in 2007. The Kindle was 

very user-friendly because of its immense 
access to digital media. Amazon’s Kindle 
led to tablets that allowed similar access 
(pcmag.com).

Finally, in 2010 the most satisfactory 
tablet yet came out, famously known as the 
iPad. Apple’s touch-screen tablet turned 
out to dominate its market. Offering a 
beautiful design and a convenient size, the 
iPad provided customers with the hand-
held computer they had been dreaming 
for. The success of the iPad led to the 
creation of even more tablets by competing 
tech firms. Samsung, Motorola, Toshiba, 
BlackBerry, Asus, Amazon, Barnes and 
Noble, and Google joined the tablet 
fray with their own versions. The most 
noteworthy tablets being the Amazon 
Kindle Fire, Barnes and Noble Nook, 
Google Nexus 7, Samsung Galaxy Tab, 
Apple iPad Mini, and Windows 8 tablet. 

For most El Camino students, only 
the smaller and less-expensive tablets 
are within financial reach. These tablets 
include the Kindle Fire, other Amazon 
Kindles, iPad Mini, Nexus 7, and Nook, all 
of them ranging from about $100 to $400. 
Several EC students own a tablet and have 
differing views on their favorites. 

Sophomore KT Davi owns a first-
generation Kindle Fire. Regarding her 
tablet Davi said, “It’s really useful! I can 
download books, pictures, videos, music, 
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A common excuse for ignorance, for 
bigotry, for prejudice , is that it is human 
nature to fear the unknown. On the 
surface, it makes sense -- the “unknown” 
is potentially full of scary, evil things 
over which we have little control. 
But the unknown also holds so many 
potentially wonderful things. Everything 
that is unknown to us is simultaneously 
beautiful and awful until you open the 
box. but if no one had ever ventured to 
try something new, where would we be 
now?

People build things up in their 
minds to be much more extreme than 
they actually are in reality. They hear 
incomplete bits of information and 
construct a pseudo-reality based on 
assumptions and “life experience.” 
These false realities and misconceptions 
bounce off of each other and further 
polarize the opinions of people who... 
really don’t know what they’re talking 
about in the first place.

But just because you are not 
educated about something does not 
mean that it will not pose a problem to 
you. Things exist in someone’s reality 
whether or not you have perceived of 
them in yours, and there is always the 
possibility that you will be confronted 
with something from the unknown and 
forced to observe it, bringing it into 
existence in your own personal reality. 
Then you are left floundering in your 
chosen fate of self-inflicted ignorance 
left to make even more rash judgments 
and uninformed decisions and further 
exacerbate the problem.

Generally it is said that the more you 
learn about something, the less you fear 
it. If something is truly worth fearing, 
then it should be quite the opposite. If it 
is really something worthy of your fear 
then becoming more knowledgeable 
about it should only serve to increase 
your fear.

These basic ideas may be applied 
to everything from the traditional race/
religion/gender issues to things as 
complex and deceivingly matter-of-fact 
as new technology. Nanotechnology and 
drones, for example,. are coming under 
fire at present because the technology 
is new and powerful, which the 
general populous interprets as “scary.” 
Although these things could be used 
for evil reasons -- and of course there 
is evidence that they are -- there are so 
many fantastic and practical purposes 
that they could serve. As so many people 
fail to realize or acknowledge, virtually 
anything can be used for the wrong 
reasons and in the wrong capacity. 
Anything that gets into the wrong hands 
can potentially become a weapon, 
and in the right setting, anything can 
be harmful. That doesn’t mean that 
the unknown actually poses a risk to 
anyone, though. New technology, new 
ideas, new concepts -- all can be used 
for good and for bad, and something 
new being introduced to the world 
doesn’t throw the balance off at all. 
It has equal potential to be both good 
and bad. Knowledge does not take on 
any inherent moral characteristics; its 
morality is determined purely by its use.

That is why those who are so 
opposed to new research and new 
technology don’t really make as much 
sense as they seem to think they do. 
They are living in an unfounded fear of 
the unknown. They refuse all progress 
on the grounds that it might, possibly, 
maybe affect some bad side effects 
along the way. These are the people 
who are hindering new ideas and new 
development, the people who would 
rather keep things the way they are 
because the future is terrifying to them. 
But why? “Evil” is a part of human 
nature, a part of nature in general. There 
is no more “evil” to be discovered in 
the world, the existence of good and 
bad natures are finite and unchangeable. 
Any new discoveries made will just 
bring forth new ways to implement the 
agendas of people who are already set in 
their ways. 

Archer’s Aim

The recent decision to finally 
allow women in combat was not only 
an important step forward for women’s 
equality, but an important step toward 
creating a unified military -- and country 
at large -- made up of not “men” and 
“women,” but simply of “American 
citizens,” all other subclassifications 
irrelevant. The backlash from men is to 
be expected, but what is truly shocking is 
the backlash from other women, women 
who would ordinarily support women’s 
rights. Women in combat could mean 
women in the draft, true. But how can 
women demand equality if this is not 
what they truly desire, in all capacities? 
Women cannot truly expect political and 
social equality if they do not uphold the 
same political and social responsibilities 
as men, and serving in combat positions 
gives women to the chance to truly earn 
these freedoms that they so cherish.

A common concern about allowing 
women in combat was that the standards 
would be lowered to allow more women 
to participate. The rationale is that 
women, generally speaking, tend to 
have less physical strength than men, 
especially upper-body strength, and they 
tend to be smaller in stature than men. 
The standards would not need to be 
lowered, however, and they absolutely 
should not be lowered. Just as weak or 
out-of-shape men would not be allowed 
in the military, women who do not meet 
the physical qualifications would also 
not be allowed into combat positions. No 
special qualifications necessary.

Granted, this might make for a 

military of mostly men with only a few 
women, but what does that matter? It has 
been one-hundred and sixty-five years 
since Seneca Falls, it is about time we 
viewed people as just “people” rather than 
sticking them into categories based on 
arbitrary factors like gender. 

It has been argued, as well, that 
women might “distract” the men, or the 
men in the military would not know 
how to act around the women. Critics of 
the new policy worry that the presence 
of women might diminish the fighting 
capacity and skill of the enlisted men, 
or that the men might feel inclined to 
give the women special privileges or 
consideration -- or worse, that they might 
discriminate against the women or treat 
them badly based on their gender. But why 
is this the burden of the women? These 
concerns speak only about the character of 
the men in the military, their actions and 
attitudes are only their own. It is no fault 
of the women if the men cannot control 
themselves in the presence of female 
company, and maybe this new policy will 
expose some men who lacked the maturity 
to be in such a position in the first place.

Women in combat is not a radical new 
idea, rather it was the natural next step on 
the road to equality for all, and a step that 
probably should have occurred a long time 
ago. Women can be just as skilled and 
useful in combat situations as men of the 
same qualifications.Women cannot expect 
all of the rights of men without accepting 
the same responsibilities as well, and that 
is why qualified women belong on the 
front lines just as much as qualified men 
do.

and various apps if I want to. I am happy 
with its size, internal storage (about 5 GB), 
and the battery life which lasts me a day or 
two.” When asked if she would rather have a 
different tablet, Kati replied, “No, the Kindle 
Fire is great. It does everything you would 
want it to do, other than take pictures. Also, 
its size is very comfortable, whereas an iPad 
seems awkwardly large.”

Students who own iPads or similar tablets 
have opposing views. For instance, Junior 
Rowan Clark has different things to say. 
Concerning iPads, Clark said, “They are very 
versatile, running everything from games to 
programs for homework assignments. Most of 
the applications out there are compatible with 
iPads. On top of this, an iPad can connect to 
other apple products, such as the Apple TV. 
Also, my iPad is conveniently portable, as we 
take it along on most family trips.”  The only 
negative things Clark had to say were, “iPads 
do not run flash and they are very fragile, so 
you always have to keep it protected.” 

Tablets have come a long way since 
the 1970’s, offering so much more for the 
owner. The price of a good tablet has dropped 
astoundingly from $4,000 to a much more 
attainable $500 or more/less depending on the 
tablet. For students interested in buying one, 
there is now a much wider variety. It’s also 
good to know, as Davi and Clark disclosed, 
that no matter what kind one buys it’s going to 
be convenient and satisfactory.    

One person’s trash may be a hoarder’s treasure

Women at War: does the fairer sex have a place on the front lines?
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Extreme hoarding may be symptomatic of deeper psychological problems.
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Tablets are gaining popularity at EC.


