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Mixed reactions to Vemuri’s OneMIT speech
2025 class president Megha Vemuri criticized MIT’s research ties with the Israeli military

By Sabine Chu
ASSOCIATE NEWS EDITOR

At the OneMIT Commencement 
Ceremony on May 29, 2025, Class 
President Megha Vemuri denounced 
Israel’s actions in Gaza during her 
speech to the newly minted graduates 
of the Institute. Her words elicited both 
cheers and boos from the audience.

After asking her fellow gradu-
ates to “approach the future with 
intentionality and integrity” and ac-
knowledging the “fear in many of our 
hearts,” Vemuri said, “MIT wants a 
free Palestine.” Like Vemuri, some of 
the graduates wore keffiyehs, a tradi-
tional Middle Eastern headscarf that 
has become associated with the pro-
Palestinian movement. Others in the 
audience held Israeli or Palestinian 
flags as she spoke.

Vemuri cited MIT’s April 2024 un-
dergraduate and graduate referenda 
calling for a permanent ceasefire. She 
condemned the Institute’s research 
connections with the Israeli military, 
characterizing them as “genocidal.” 

When leading the tradition of 
turning the class ring, Vemuri said 
that her fellow graduates “carry with 
us the stamp of the MIT name, the 
same name that is directly complicit 

in the ongoing genocide of the Pales-
tinian people.” Several students and 
guests walked out.

President Kornbluth, who deliv-
ered her charge to the graduates im-
mediately after Vemuri, was greeted 
by a mix of jeers and applause from 
the audience. She opened by saying, 
“At MIT, we value freedom of expres-
sion, but today is about the gradu-
ates.” After continued interruptions 
by members of the audience, she 
added, “There is a time and a place 
to express yourselves, and you will 
have many, many years to do it.” Ko-
rnbluth said, “At MIT, we allow a lot 
of room for disagreement… The fric-
tion of disagreement is a very effec-
tive way that we sharpen each other’s 
thinking.” 

Vemuri barred from attending 
undergraduate degree ceremony 
on May 30

The MIT administration barred 
Vemuri from attending the Under-
graduate Degree Ceremony held on 
May 30. Traditionally, the Class Pres-
ident delivers remarks at the Under-
graduate Degree Ceremony. Grace 
Li ’25, Vice President of the Class of 
2025, spoke instead. 

In a statement to The Tech, Insti-
tute spokesperson Kimberly Allen 

emphasized that “MIT supports free 
expression.” According to Allen, the 
speech Vemuri provided in advance 
to MIT was different from the one she 
gave. Allen said that MIT’s decision 
was in response to Vemuri “delib-
erately and repeatedly misleading” 
organizers and “disrupting an impor-
tant Institute ceremony” by “leading 
a protest” in her speech.

In the May 30 ceremony, Natalie 
Lorenz Anderson ’84, the president of 
MIT’s Alumni Association, led a sec-
ond turning of the class ring, saying 
that this “sacred tradition” had been 
“overshadowed by some other activ-
ity.” A handful of students booed this 
do-over of Vemuri’s actions, and oth-
ers appeared not to turn their rings. 
During Chancellor Melissa Nobles’ 
speech, several students chanted, 
“Let Megha walk.” Nobles paused, 
then responded, “I respect that you 
have a message to send, but this is 
not the time or place” to scattered 
applause.

According to a statement from Ve-
muri, she was restricted from campus 
until 4 pm on May 30. However, the 
MIT administration confirmed that 
she still received her undergraduate 
degree — according to The New York 
Times, by mail. She wrote in a general 

press release that she was not disap-
pointed to be barred from the un-
dergraduate ceremony but believed 
that MIT “massively overstepped” by 
restricting her with “no indication of 
any specific policy broken.”

Mixed reactions to Vemuri’s 
speech

Student, faculty, and alumni reac-
tions to the speech and MIT’s deci-
sions were mixed.

Emma Lee ’25 sat at the front of 
the audience during the OneMIT 
ceremony. She told The Tech that she 
was “so proud” of Vemuri, and was 
among those chanting “Let Megha 
walk” at the Undergraduate Degree 
Ceremony. Lee said that some of her 
classmates were frightened or con-
fused by chants by both pro-Palestine 
and pro-Israel protesters at the One-

By Vivian Hir
NEWS EDITOR

On May 22, President Korn-
bluth sent an email to the MIT 
community announcing the clo-
sure of the Institute Community 
& Equity Office (ICEO) and the 
elimination of the Vice President 
for Equity and Inclusion (VPEI) 
position. According to its website, 
the aim of the ICEO was to foster 
“inclusive excellence and com-
munity building at MIT” by pro-

moting equity and diversity. The 
office offered services and pro-
gramming focused on community 
building such as the MIT Values 
programs and the MLK Visiting 
Scholars and Professors Program, 
which selects 10-15 distinguished 
scholars a year who hold visiting 
appointments. 

In January 2024, President Ko-
rnbluth started a working group 
led by then-VPEI Karl Reid ’84, 
SM ’85,  to perform a comprehen-
sive assessment of the ICEO and 

its work. About 18 months later, 
the working group found that the 
MIT community appreciated the 
ICEO’s programs and continued 
to value the “pursuit of inclusive 
excellence.” 

However, the working group 
expressed interest in reconsider-
ing how to approach this work. “A 
common refrain, matching what 
I’d heard myself, was that com-
munity is best built locally rather 
than top down,” Kornbluth wrote. 
A new Standing Institute Commit-

tee has been established to deter-
mine the best approach towards 
supporting the MIT community 
and will replace the Council on 
Belonging, Achievement, and 
Composition. 

According to MIT spokesper-
son Kimberly Allen, the decision 
to close the ICEO was unrelated to 
the Trump administration’s crack-
down on DEI in higher education 
or MIT’s status as one of 45 colleg-
es investigated for potential Title 
VI violations. Besides MIT, other 

universities have closed their DEI 
offices, such as the University of 
Michigan and Purdue University. 
Some universities like Harvard 
and Northeastern have renamed 
their DEI offices using words like 
“community” and “belonging.” 

Programs in the ICEO will be 
moved to other MIT units. For in-
stance, the Department Support 
Program and the MLK Visiting 
Professors and Scholars Program 
will be under the Office of the Vice 
Provost for Faculty. 

MIT closes the ICEO and eliminates the VPEI position
President Sally Kornbluth: “Community is best built locally rather than top down” 

Hank Green addresses the Class of 2025
Green: “If I learn something new that day, that is a good day” 

By Veronika Moroz, Karie  
Shen, Alex Tang

EDITORS

On May 29 at the OneMIT Com-
mencement Ceremony, science 
communicator Hank Green deliv-
ered the commencement speech to 

the graduating class of 2025: silly but 
pensive, scientific yet humanistic. 

Green openly engaged with the 
graduating class, joking that some 
people were seated close enough 
to the podium that he could almost 
“crowd-work” them.

Opening his speech with jabs at 
unironed stoles, facts about bones, 
and a description of what he terms 
“Hahaha I fooled them again” syn-
drome (an alternative to “imposter 
syndrome” where Green describes 
being “pleased” to have “cleverly 
convinced” people that he belongs), 
Green introduced the survey he had 
sent out to the graduating class prior 
to his speech. He focused on one 
question in particular: What was the 
most MIT thing you did while you 
were at MIT?

The most common response – 
unsurprising given the Institute’s 

motto of Mens et manus – was 
“built.” Among the things built were 
bridges, startups, Geiger counters, 
and ukuleles.

Acknowledging the pressures 
new graduates face from rapidly 
evolving “opportunities and tre-
mendous disruption” due to cli-
mate change, rapidly developing 
artificial intelligence, and attacks 
on higher education, Green stated, 
“I imagine that it can be pretty easy 
to focus on the building and less on 
the people.”

With his educational YouTube 
channels Crash Course and SciShow 
becoming a staple in American pub-
lic school classrooms, Green is no 
stranger to neither the physical sci-
ences nor the process of building an 
organization. “If I could attribute my 

 PHOTO COURTESY OF DAKA EJILEMELE 

Graduates raise their Brass Rats at the OneMIT Commencement cer-
emony on May 29, 2025.

 PHOTO COURTESY OF DAKA EJILEMELE 

Hank Green delivers his commencement speech at the 2025 OneMIT 
ceremony on May 29. 
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MIT ceremony, but that during the rest of the 
day, she “surprisingly didn’t hear as much” 
about the speech. Overall, Lee said, “It was so 
incredible to see every human’s reaction.”

Liam Coy ’25 also attended both ceremo-
nies. He commended Vemuri’s speech as 
“incredibly brave” and “more than fair.” Coy 
booed at Anderson’s second turning of the 
ring, which he believed to be “majorly bun-
gled.” Although he believed that the chants 
at OneMIT during Kornbluth’s speech were 
“generally unsuccessful,” he found that “Let 
Megha walk” chants at the Undergraduate De-
gree Ceremony “done well and well-merited.” 
He said that there was “no sense” in barring 
Vemuri from the ceremony, which he found 
“cruel.”

On the other hand, Vittal Thirumalai ’24 
MEng ’25 found the speech “extremely disre-
spectful.” Stressing that he supports “the right 
to advocate any cause,” Thirumalai explained 
that a “shared milestone like Commencement 

should feel respectful and inclusive for every-
one attending.” He said that if the administra-
tion’s expectations for Vemuri’s speech were 
made clear before the ceremony, then their 
response was fair.

At the OneMIT ceremony, Thirumalai 
chanted “Respect Graduation” in response 
to both sides of protesters. He shared a mo-
ment from his Undergraduate Degree Cer-
emony last year in which the crowd drowned 
out hecklers by chanting Kornbluth’s name. 
Thirumalai, who found this moment “power-
ful,” said that in contrast, he was “a bit disap-
pointed” with the audience’s response at this 
year’s ceremony.

Laker Newhouse ’25 wrote, “students may 
have been angry or at best annoyed” with Ve-
muri for “bringing any politics into our shared 
tradition.” Newhouse said, “She had no rea-
sonable expectation of leniency.”

Giuliana Cabrera Sanchez ’25 believes that 
the speech’s disruptive nature was “exactly the 
point.” She said, “Everyone wants peace and 
silence, but they never want to give the stage to 

those who want to stop war.” Cabrera Sanchez 
added that although she “also wanted a full 
and proper ceremony,” she believes that “his-
tory will understand what Megha did.”

Professor Retsef Levi from the Sloan School 
of Management did not attend the OneMIT 
ceremony, but he was approached by sev-
eral concerned students and alumni after 
the event. He stated that while some of these 
students were Jewish or Israeli, others were 
not. Calling Vemuri’s address “hateful,” Levi 
emphasized his belief that MIT’s commu-
nity should be “united around the passion of 
learning and doing research,” and that a “divi-
sive” speech during graduation threatens this 
unity. He said that he would have taken issue 
with a similarly controversial Commencement 
speech from any viewpoint.

Levi also took issue with the administra-
tion’s vetting of and response to the speech, 
which he characterized as “naïve.” Referring to 
Vemuri’s leadership of Written Revolution, a 
publication banned from campus, Levi stated 
that MIT should have asked itself “whether a 

student with this record should be given the 
privilege” to give a speech at graduation. He 
believes that Kornbluth should have “called 
out” the speech more directly in her address.

Vemuri is not the only student to use their 
graduation speeches to address the Israel-Pal-
estine conflict this year. In May, Logan Rozos 
spoke at a ceremony for New York University’s 
Gallatin School, during which he denounced 
the “atrocities currently happening in Pales-
tine.” NYU withheld his diploma and apolo-
gized for the speech. At George Washington 
University, senior Cecilia Culver was banned 
from campus for criticizing the university’s ties 
to the Israeli government in her graduation 
speech. 

In an X post on May 30, Speaker of the U.S. 
House of Representatives Mike Johnson called 
Vemuri’s words “Ignorant. Hateful. Morally 
bankrupt.” Grouping MIT with Ivy League 
schools like Harvard and Columbia, which the 
Trump administration has repeatedly targeted 
over pro-Palestinian protests, Johnson wrote, 
“Have your children avoid” them at “all costs.”

Recent graduates share various sentiments

By Sabine Chu
ASSOCIATE NEWS EDITOR

On May 28, Secretary of State Marco Ru-
bio announced that the State Department and 
Department of Homeland Security would “ag-
gressively” revoke visas of some Chinese inter-
national students. In particular, Rubio stated 
that the government would target students with 
ties to the Chinese Communist Party or those in 
“critical fields.” Students from both the People’s 
Republic of China and Hong Kong could be 
affected.

While the government has not yet specified 
what fields it deems “critical,” outlets including 
The New York Times have speculated that the 
physical sciences will be particularly vulnerable 
to visa revocations. In a May 23 executive order, 
Trump emphasized artificial intelligence, quan-
tum science, nuclear science, and biotechnol-
ogy as key areas of research.

Visa revocations for Chinese students would 
have major impacts on MIT. According to the 

Registrar’s Office, MIT had 4,535 undergradu-
ate and 7,351 graduate students in the 2024-25 
school year. Of these, 68 (1.5%) and 776 (10.6%), 
respectively, were citizens of the PRC or Hong 
Kong. In total, 844 students (7.1% of all students) 
wereare  from either country. These students ac-
count for 24.4% of MIT’s international popula-
tion: 12.9% of international undergraduates, and 
26.5% of international graduate students.

Even if only “critical fields” were affected, the 
Institute would likely see significant effects. An 
October 2020 study from Georgetown Univer-
sity estimated that across all U.S. universities, 
around 59% of Chinese international graduate 
students pursued science, technology, engi-
neering, or mathematics (STEM). This fraction 
is likely higher at MIT, where 65% (4,810 out of 
7,351) graduate students are affiliated with the 
School of Science, College of Computing, or 
School of Engineering. Moreover, MIT is a lead-
er in each of the fields mentioned in the May 23 
executive order.

Rubio’s announcement further complicates 

an already tense situation involving internation-
al students, scientific research, and U.S.-China 
relations. The Trump administration has previ-
ously terminated and restored SEVIS records for 
up to 4,700 students, (including nine from MIT), 
attempted to remove Harvard’s ability to enroll 
international students, and paused all new stu-
dent visa interviews. Meanwhile, funding cuts 
across federal agencies have threatened scien-
tific and technological research, even as , and 
Defense Secretary Pete Hegseth has said the U.S. 
can “fight and win” against China.

MIT has repeatedly emphasized the impor-
tance of international students to its mission. 
In an April 14 statement, President Kornbluth 
wrote that SEVIS record terminations would 
“make it less likely that top talent from around 
the world will come to the US” and threaten 
American competitiveness, security, and sci-
ence. At the May 29 OneMIT commencement 
ceremony, Kornbluth emphasized, “MIT would 
not be MIT without our international students.”

Institute spokesperson Kimberly Allen told 

The Tech that MIT is “deeply concerned” about 
the news on Chinese visa revocations. Allen She 
said  stated that MIT is “reaching out to those cur-
rent and future students who may be affected.”

Suzanne Berger, a professor in the depart-
ment of Political Science, said that “the founders 
of innovative new companies” are often former 
international students. Berger She called the po-
tential loss of international students a “terrible 
blow to American universities and to American 
society.”

William Boone Bonvillian, a lecturer in Po-
litical Science and STS (Science, Technology, 
and Society), echoed Berger, saying “the data 
clearly shows that foreign students and immi-
grants make an outsized contribution to the US 
innovation system.” Bonvillian emphasized that 
“U.S. science and technology have thrived by at-
tracting talent from all over the world.”

The MIT Chinese Student and Scholar As-
sociation and International Students Office did 
not respond to requests for comment by The 
Tech. 

U.S. plans to revoke visas for Chinese students
68 undergrads and 776 grad students are citizens of China or Hong Kong at MIT

Vemuri, from Page 1
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success, whatever it is, to anything 
besides luck, it’s that I literally can’t 
stop believing that there is any bet-
ter use of time than learning some-
thing new,” Green said. He stated 
emphatically, “If I learn something 
new that day, that is a good day.”

In an interview with The Tech 
and MIT News, Green said that he 
feels everyone possesses such cu-
riosity, including his eight-year-old 
son, who recently wanted to know 
what dark matter is. “Wouldn’t we 
all?” Green joked. 

“[Curiosity] may be the single 
most important factor in your ca-
reer,” Green said. In his speech, 
Green said that rather than letting 
curiosity be steered by capitalist 
impulses, social content platforms, 
or impossible problems, it should 
be oriented to align with one’s 
values.

“If we let ourselves be oriented 
only by those forces, guess what 
problems we will not pay any at-

tention to? All of the everyday solv-
able problems of normal people,” 
Green said. Later, he added, “curi-
osity doesn’t just expand the num-
ber of tools you have and how well 
you’re able to use them, it expands 
your understanding of the problem 
space.”

Green shared in the interview 
that his current personal goals 
involve bolstering fellow science 
communicators. Green, along with 
his brother, John Green, started 
vlogging on the YouTube chan-
nel Vlogbrothers in 2007, send-
ing into orbit an online commu-
nity called Nerdfighteria. In 2012, 
they launched Crash Course and 
SciShow, now with over 16 mil-
lion and 8 million subscribers, re-
spectively. They’ve also launched 
a multitude of podcasts, each 
published several New York Times 
bestselling novels, and raised 
over ten million dollars for char-
ity. Since then, Green has had to 
navigate changing modes of com-
munication – including the sudden 

booming popularity of TikTok. He 
recalled thinking, “You can’t do 
science communication in a min-
ute. That’s impossible. All you can 
do is dance videos. And then I saw 
some people doing it, and I was 
like, ‘Well, f*ck, you can.’”

Now, he helps others develop 
those skills. “When I was growing 
up,” Green shared, “there was just 
one Carl Sagan, and I’d like for there 
to be a million of them. I’d like for 
that weight to be shared more.”

His latest pursuit is a book tenta-
tively titled “In Defense of Cancer,” 
a title that may elicit a confused re-
action. A 2024 post on X by Green 
may help to explain: “In defense of 
cancer, it kills itself too.”

However, in an increasingly 
complex and divided world, it is no 
longer enough to solely be fluent 
in the language of science, Green 
argues, but also in understanding 
conflict, and how people’s minds 
change. “You can’t hate people for 
being an opponent,” Green stated. 
In his interview with The Tech, 

Green described his interest in 
pre-bunking misinformation, ex-
plaining, “The most effective strat-
egy we have is just getting to them 
first,” which starts by listening, and 
understanding.

In the midst of troubling attacks 
on free speech and democracy, as 
well as trust in science, Green ac-
knowledged to the new graduates 
that the world can feel “so big,” but 
that these thoughts “alienate you 
from the reality of human existence, 
from your place as a builder, not 
just of tools, but of meaning.”

“It might be a playlist for your 
friend, and it might be the Human 
Genome Project. All of that, we’re 
doing it for people,” he said in the 
interview. “Keeping oriented to-
ward people – not building around 
them as an obstacle, but building 
for them – is the thing that I wanted 
to be focused on.”

Green left the new graduates 
with four points of wisdom, rang-
ing from the light-hearted “don’t 
eat grass,” to philosophical encour-

agement to “accept that your joy 
can be one of the things that you 
produce.” He stated that some peo-
ple keep ideas in their head in fear 
of exposing it “to the imperfection 
of reality,” and urged the graduates 
to “stop waiting” and “get the ideas 
out.” Finally, he reminded the au-
dience to “ask yourself where value 
and meaning come from, because 
they don’t come from banks or 
tech or cap tables. They come from 
people.”

“Something very special and 
strange is happening on this planet 
and it is you,” Green said.

Green ended his speech with a 
salute that oriented both the love 
for science and the dedication to-
wards people that define MIT grad-
uates: “When I asked you what you 
did at MIT, you said you built. But 
when I asked you what was giving 
you hope, you did not say buildings. 
You said people. So, graduating 
class of 2025, go forth, for yourself, 
for others, and for this beautiful, bi-
zarre world.”

Green encourages students to stay curious 

The MIT ESI closes after 11 years
The Environmental Solutions Initiative’s programs will be redistributed across MIT

By Vivian Hir
NEWS EDITOR

In May, Director of the MIT En-
vironmental Solutions Initiative 
(ESI) Professor John Fernández ’85 
announced that the initiative would 
close at the end of the spring semes-
ter. As of June 2025, the programs in 
ESI are being redistributed across 
different units in the Institute, in-
cluding the School of Architecture 
and Planning as well as the Climate 
Project. A celebration to commemo-
rate the legacy of the ESI was held on 
May 28. 

“I have poured my heart and soul 
into an organization that I believe 
was simultaneously ahead of its time 
and long overdue at MIT,” Fernán-
dez wrote in a statement to The Tech. 
“In fact, the reality of the ESI reflects 
the broader and sobering reality of 
environmental priorities in the larg-
er world – we are (as a civilization) 
far behind where we should be in 
addressing a wide range of environ-
mental challenges, but the mecha-
nisms for doing so are ahead of our 
current time which is dominated by 
an extraction economy that singu-

larly and zealously guards financial 
gains.” 

Fernández clarified that the clo-
sure of the ESI was not related to 
federal or Institute funding cuts. The 
decision was made after many dis-
cussions with a group of MIT faculty 
members and the Vice President of 
Research (VPR), which began more 
than two years ago when Fernández 
considered stepping down. Accord-
ing to Fernández, one of the main 
points raised in the discussions was 
that the formation of many environ-
ment and sustainability units after 
the founding of ESI called for “sim-
plifying the landscape at MIT for 
several reasons,” including “admin-
istrative resources” and “clarity of 
mission.” 

The ESI was founded in 2014 as a 
campus-wide initiative to solve var-
ious environmental issues through 
interdisciplinary research. ESI proj-
ects were divided into three areas: 
research, education, and engage-
ment. Within the Institute, the ESI 
advised undergraduate climate and 
sustainability groups and collabo-
rated with other MIT units such as 
the MIT Energy Initiative (MITEI) 

and the Office of Sustainability. 
Prof. Susan Solomon was the first 
director, and Fernández was the di-
rector from the fall of 2015 until its 
closure. 

The initiative developed six 
research programs that each ad-
dressed different aspects of cli-
mate change and the environment, 
from Climate Justice to Mining and 
the Circular Economy (MCE). The 
research projects resulted in col-
laborations with national and in-
ternational partners from various 
sectors, such as the World Resources 
Institute and the Inter-American 
Development Bank. The ESI has also 
provided research opportunities for 
students through UROPs, the Martin 
Fellowship, and the Rapid Response 
Group (RRG). Furthermore, the 
ESI’s research seed grant program 
has funded research proposals in 
various domains, from sustainable 
cities to plastic pollution. 

Besides contributions to envi-
ronmental research, the ESI also 
founded the environment and sus-
tainability (E&S) minor. In the mi-
nor, students take five to six subjects 
and fulfill three requirements, one of 

which is taking one subject in each 
of the two core areas of study – Con-
text and Perspective and Sustain-
able Solutions. For elective subjects, 
students could choose from over 110 
classes in 17 different departments 
to fulfill the minor. According to 
Education Program Director Chris 
Rabe, the E&S minor program will 
continue under the MIT Climate 
Project office and current students 
will be unaffected. 

Solomon felt “deeply honored” 
to be the founding director of the 
ESI because the initiative started “a 
new thrust in sustainability educa-
tion at MIT” and encouraged people 
from all across the MIT community 
to solve “cross-cutting environmen-
tal issues.” Solomon commended 
Fernández’s leadership as director 
for the past ten years, stating that “its 
current scope reflects his exception-
al leadership.”

Eli Brooks ’22, an E&S minor, 
was disappointed to learn about the 
closure of the initiative. “As one of 
the most innovative and forward-
thinking universities in the world, it 
is baffling to be closing such a de-
partment whose sole purpose was 

to give some of the most brilliant 
young minds the tools and knowl-
edge to help improve this Earth,” 
Brooks wrote in a statement to The 
Tech. He appreciated the ESI for 
encouraging students to consider 
their future work’s impact on the 
environment and sustainability, re-
gardless of the field they ultimately 
pursued. 

Swochchhanda Shrestha ’21, an 
E&S minor who now works on EV 
batteries at General Motors, found 
the ESI to be an important part of 
his academic experience at MIT. 
Shrestha liked the ESI’s class offer-
ings because of its “holistic view 
of environmental topics” in areas 
such as engineering and social 
science. 

“I hope that the spirit of ESI, 
especially the emphasis on taking 
classes across different courses to 
get a better understanding of inter-
esting topics, continues to live on in 
some way at MIT,” Shrestha wrote. 
“The guidance and framework for 
getting more involved in environ-
mental studies will certainly be 
missed by incoming classes in future 
years.” 

In Memoriam: Shashata Sawmya SM ’24
Shashata Sawmya, a graduate student in the Electrical Engineering and Computer Science (EECS) De-

partment and member of MIT Computer Science and Artificial Intelligence Laboratory (CSAIL), passed 
away in Canada while attending an academic conference. Sawmya earned his master’s degree in EECS from 
the Institute in May 2024 and was part of Professor Nir Shavit’s group at CSAIL. 

In an email to the EECS and CSAIL communities, Professors Asu Ozdaglar, Leslie Kolodziejski, and Dan-
iela Rus described Sawmya as a “talented and promising scholar working in connectomics, neural recon-
struction and modeling, and efficient and interpretable neural computation.” Sawmya received his under-
graduate degree in computer science from the Bangladesh University of Engineering and Technology in 
2021. He came to MIT to begin his graduate studies in 2022.

In an email to the MIT community, MIT President Sally Kornbluth described Sawmya as a “community 
builder.” Sawmya was president of MIT’s Bangladeshi Students Association, and a resident of the Westgate 
Dormitory on campus. He was remembered by his Head of House as “warm and friendly.” 

Funeral arrangements have yet to be announced.
—Alex Tang

English for Speakers of other Languages Program closes
On May 16, Nancy Kelly, coordinator of the English for Speakers of other Languages (ESOL) Program 

for Service Employees, notified former and current tutors over email that the program would pause 
indefinitely that week. Kelly, who had served as the program’s coordinator since its inception in 2009, 
stated that she would be leaving MIT due to “staff reductions” and was uncertain about the future of 
the program.

The ESOL program allowed essential employees who were non-native speakers to improve their English 
language skills through free-form conversations with volunteer tutors. Abby Abazorius, an MIT spokesper-
son, told The Tech that 172 MIT employees participated in the program, which was supported by over 600 
tutors and supporters.

The program’s website also included other resources for tutors helping their students to gain citizenship, 
obtain a driver’s license, or pass a high school equivalency test. In 2013, ESOL offered a workshop on basic 
computer skills. In 2023, MIT News highlighted Housing and Residential Services team member and pro-
gram participant Sally Romero, who called learning English a “very big milestone for me.”

As of June 3, the ESOL page on MIT Human Resources’ website is no longer accessible. In a statement to 
The Tech, Kelly wrote that the program was “only possible with the help” of tutors and supporters including 
“students, staff, faculty, affiliates, and retirees.”

—Sabine Chu

By Vivian Hir
NEWS EDITOR

Beginning in fall 2025, the 
Electrical Engineering and Com-
puter Science (EECS) department 
will offer 6.100, a 12-unit full-
semester subject that combines 
6.100A and 6.100B. 6.100 is based 
on the structure of 6.00, another 
12-unit full-semester subject, 
which was first offered in 2005 
by Prof. John Guttag. The official 
course number for 6.100 is  6.1000 
in the course catalog. 

In the 2014-2015 academic 
year, 6.00 was divided into two 
6-unit half-semester subjects 
(6.0001 and 6.0002) so first-year 
students could take half-semester 
subjects over two semesters. By 
doing so, first-year students could 
take 6.0001 in the fall semester 
without having to exceed the 54-
unit credit limit. According to a 
2014 article in The Tech, the other 
reason for the change was to pro-
vide “two different entry points 
into the 6.00 curriculum” based 

on their level of programming 
experience. 

However, student and in-
structor feedback suggested that 
6.100A’s structure as a half-se-
mester course did not work well 
because of the fast pace needed 
to cover the course content. “Con-
sidering that the material covers 
all the essentials of Python, from 
variables and expressions up to 
functional and object-oriented 
programming, six weeks is much 
too fast,” the website stated. The 
department believes that combin-
ing 6.100A and 6.100B into 6.100 
will offer more flexibility in the 
pacing of the course, ultimately 
leading to a better teaching and 
learning experience. 

6.100A and 6.100B will still 
be offered in the 2025-2026 aca-
demic year as 6-unit subjects, 
but they will be taught over a full 
semester instead of a half-semes-
ter. 6.100L will replace the 6-unit 
half-semester subject 6.100A. The 

EECS department 
introduces 6.100
The change aims to improve the 
pacing of the introductory course

Hank Green, from Page 1

6.100, Page 8
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E A summer of woe lies ahead for the Celtics
Trades are coming: no one is safe

By Alex Tang
EDITOR-AT-LARGE

Trade talk is swirling in Bos-
ton after the Celtics bowed out in 
just the second round of the NBA 
Playoffs, falling to the New York 
Knicks in six games. In the clos-
ing minutes of game 4, superstar 
Jayson Tatum ruptured his Achil-
les tendon, a tremendous setback 
that all but crushed the Celtics’ 
hopes of coming back from a 1-3 
game deficit. After the loss, all 
eyes turned to next season and 
whether or not Tatum would 
be healthy in time for another 
run at the Larry O’Brien trophy. 
The timeline for Tatum’s return 
ranges from nine months to over 
a year, meaning the Celtics are 

likely to play the majority of the 
2025-2026 season without him. 

The Celtics won their 18th NBA 
championship a little less than a 
year ago. In March, the team was 
sold for $6.1 billion, the highest 
price tag ever for any franchise in 
North American sports history. 
Looming large, however, are the 
payroll and luxury tax payments 
due next season, which will cost the 
Celtics over $500 million as Tatum’s 
supermax contract extension takes 
hold. The amount also includes 
the supermax contract for Jaylen 
Brown, who, in 2023, signed a five-
year contract worth up to $304 
million. According to SporTrac, a 
database of player contracts, Tatum 
and Brown are the two highest paid 
players in the NBA.

Age, injury, and cost are all 
factors that will be crucial in the 
coming decisions that the Celtics 
front office will make as they ap-
proach 2025-2026, likely without 
their franchise superstar. Two-
time champion and defensive 
anchor Jrue Holiday is perhaps 
the most mentioned player to be 
moved amidst trade rumors. He 
will be 35 by the start of the next 
season and currently commands 
a hefty $34.8 million salary. Start-
ing center Kristaps Porzingis is 
another player to look out for; 
his tenure in Boston has been 
marked by injuries and sickness. 
Center Al Horford turned 39 last 
week and will become a free 
agent. Coach Joe Mazulla was 
spotted in Turkey, scouting out a 

potential budget-friendly front-
court option in Nigel Hayes-
Davis from EuroLeague team 
Fenerbahce. 

There are many suitors. One 
team that stands out is the Dallas 
Mavericks, who seem particular-
ly eager to “win now” after trad-
ing superstar Luka Doncic mid-
way through the season earlier 
this year. With the number one 
pick in the upcoming NBA Draft, 
which is almost certainly go-
ing to be used on Duke Forward 
Cooper Flagg, the Mavs appear 
to be interested in strengthening 
their frontcourt by pairing Holi-
day with Anthony Davis. Brown 
himself was named in a potential 
blockbuster swap for Flagg, al-
though the prospects for such a 

trade have diminished in recent 
weeks. The Los Angeles Clip-
pers and San Antonio Spurs have 
also been implicated as potential 
trade destinations. 

Utah Jazz CEO and former 
Celtics player Danny Ainge might 
get involved in a three-way trade, 
should an opportunity arise. 
When he was President of Bas-
ketball Operations for the Celt-
ics, Ainge pulled off a heist for 
the history books, trading Kevin 
Garnett and Paul Pierce to the 
Brooklyn Nets for the picks that 
materialized in Brown and Tatum 
in 2016 and 2017, respectively. 

No one on the team is im-
mune to the rumors. Are the 
Celtics beginning a rebuild too 
soon?

tt-join@mit.edu

ARTS WANTS YOU

tt-join@mit.edu

Do you have
a question
for President
Kornbluth?

Join The Tech’s news 
department!

tt-join@mit.edu
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Where ‘hobbits’ come from: tracing Homo 
floresiensis origins
New fossils reveal the tiny species may have had a much taller ancestor

By Daina August

When archaeologists dug up the first 
Homo floresiensis fossils in Indonesia’s 
Liang Bua cave in October 2004, nobody 
knew what to make of them. They were 
unlike anything previously excavated. 
The most complete specimen, a woman 
designated LB1 and later nicknamed 
‘the Hobbit,’ was tiny. At 30 years old, 
she stood only about 3.5 feet (1 meter) 
in height, and her brain was almost the 
size of a chimpanzee’s. Still, her skull was 
unmistakably human-like. Who was she, 
researchers wondered, and how did she 
become so small?

Thanks to a recent paleontological 
discovery in the So’a Basin, another area 
on the same island as Liang Bua cave, 
University of Tokyo anthropologist Yo-
suke Kaifu and his team have shed some 
light on how LB1 and the other so-called 
‘hobbits’ evolved their tiny stature. Their 
findings finally provide closure to a de-
bate that has persisted ever since those 
little bones were found in Liang Bua 
Cave: Where, if at all, does Homo flore-
siensis fall on the hominid evolutionary 
tree?  

Neither disabled nor dwarf
The Indonesian island of Flores is fair-

ly far away from the mainland, far enough 
that scientists initially assumed humans 
hadn’t reached the island during pre-Ho-
mo sapiens migration waves. When sci-
entists discovered the tiny bones from Li-
ang Bua cave, some researchers couldn’t 
believe they were from a new species. 
They cited LB1’s skull size and asymme-
try as a sign of disease. Microcephaly can 
drastically reduce brain size in modern 
humans, sometimes to levels similar to 
that of LB1; the Rampasasa people na-

tive to Flores were known to be a pygmy 
people far shorter than the average Homo 
sapiens. Some scientists were convinced 
that these fossils merely belonged to a 
microcephalic pygmy. This debate raged 
for nearly a year, with deniers continu-
ing to insist that differences between LB1 
and the average modern human woman 
could be attributed to disease. However, 
LB1’s skull lacks many features that are 
characteristic of H. sapiens. Further-
more, while the Rampasasa people are 
pygmies, they are still much taller than 
LB1.

In late 2005, archeologists found a new 
set of fossils in Liang Bua cave, bringing 
the total number of known ‘hobbits’ to 
nine. One of them lived 60,000 years later 
than the rest. Considering that it is highly 
unlikely that the cave had been a burial 
site exclusively for people with one spe-
cific disease for 60,000 years, scientists 
concluded that LB1 and the other indi-
viduals found in the cave were new evo-
lutionary cousins of H. sapiens.

Undeniably modern
With H. floresiensis established as a 

distinct species, researchers pivoted their 
focus toward placing humanity’s new evo-
lutionary cousin onto the hominid family 
tree. An early idea posited that this new 
species was a descendant of Homo erec-
tus, the first known hominid species to 
migrate extensively outside of Africa. Giv-
en that H. erectus fossils have been found 
on other Indonesian islands and that is-
land species often dramatically change in 
size, most paleoanthropologists accepted 
this hypothesis, even though many known 
H. erectus individuals were twice the size 
of LB1. However, the Liang Bua fossils’ in-
credibly small brain size doesn’t fit stan-
dard evolutionary models, which suggest 

that brains generally enlarge over time. 
Some scientists wondered if earlier spe-
cies with smaller brains had larger ranges 
than previously expected, reaching all the 
way to Southeast Asia. Since those spe-
cies are more similar to the Flores hob-
bits than H. erectus in terms of stature 
and brain size, it isn’t difficult to imagine 
how the species could’ve become more 
specialized on an island. Unfortunately, 
prior to Kaifu and his team’s latest find-
ings, scientists were unable to definitively 
confirm or deny either of these theories 
because of the limited number of bones 
found in Liang Bua cave.

A specialized descendant of Homo 
erectus

Over a decade after the first H. flore-
siensis fossils were found in Liang Bua 
cave, Kaifu and his team unearthed a 
third set of bones in the So’a Basin, an-
other location on the island of Flores — a 
handful of teeth much smaller than those 
of H. erectus, but not entirely dissimilar. 
Even more surprisingly, they were small-
er than the teeth found at the original 
Liang Bua site. However, by themselves, 
teeth aren’t enough to determine the size 
of a hominid or their appearance. For 
that, scientists needed bones. Recently, 
the team found key evidence: a piece of 
an arm bone.

Through geomagnetic and isotopic 
analysis of surrounding rock layers, Kaifu 
and his team determined the new fos-
sils were about 700,000 years old. After 
making casts of the samples, Kaifu and 
his team examined the proportions and 
dimensions of the arm fragment to de-
termine the individual’s age and stature: 
a healthy, full-grown adult even shorter 
than LB1. Additionally, the arm bone was 
more structurally similar to that of other 

members of genus Homo, ruling out the 
possibility that the Flores hobbits were 
of the genus Australopithacus. As for the 
teeth, researchers compared the shape 
of the So’a teeth with known samples: H. 
floresiensis teeth from Liang Bua, H. erec-
tus teeth from Java’s Sangiran site, and 
H. habilis teeth from Africa. They found 
that the So’a molars were very similar in 
shape to the Sangiran teeth but compa-
rable in size to the Liang Bua teeth. These 
similarities support the hypothesis that 
H. floresiensis is a direct evolutionary de-
scendant of H. erectus, with the individu-
als at So’a Basin representing an earlier 
form of the species. 

Although the So’a molars still lack 
several of the specific features associ-
ated with the Liang Bua Cave individuals, 
the So’a fossils are far older than those 
from Liang Bua (700,000 years old versus 
80,000 years old). Therefore, it is possible 
that the distinguishing dental character-
istics seen in LB1 and LB6 evolved later 
in the species’ history. This new find-
ing dramatically changes the timeline of 
H. erectus migration and H. floresiensis 
evolution: in order for H. erectus to have 
had enough time to evolve into a new 
species half as tall, the initial migration 
to Flores must have taken place around 
1 to 1.2 million years ago. Flores’s hob-
bits are therefore a much longer-lived 
species than previously thought, which 
sparks even more questions about the 
Flores hobbits— where they lived, and 
how their species managed to survive for 
so long. While there isn’t enough data to 
answer these questions yet, Kaifu and 
his team’s discovery brings hope to some 
researchers. Perhaps one day, paleoan-
thropologists will find more answers in 
new bones.

Want to draw graphics that engage, provoke, and speak to the MIT community?

Become an editorial cartoonist for The Tech.
tt-join@mit.edu

Do you think YOU can �t the page better than we did?

Join Production, Get Paid, Eat Dinner!
join@tech.mit.edu
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N [2638] Extended NFPA Hazard Diamond

With most labs, the hushed horror stories are about something like dimethylmercury or prions, but occasionally you’ll get a 
weird lab where it’s about the soda machine or the drop ceiling.

[1034] Share Buttons

The only post to achieve perfect balance between the four was a hilarious joke about Mark Zuckerberg getting caught using 
a pseudonym to sneak past the TSA.

by Randall Munroe
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OPINION POLICY
Management 
The Opinion department is collectively 

managed by the Editorial Board of The 
Tech, which consists of the Publisher, Ed-
itor-in-Chief, Managing Editor, Executive 
Editor, and Opinion Editor.

Editorials 
Editorials are the official opinion of 

The Tech. They are written by the Editorial 
Board.

Guest Submissions
A Guest Submission, which may be 

designated as either a Guest Column or 
a Letter to the Editor, may be written and 
submitted by any member of the MIT 
community.

Guest Columns express a particular 
opinion on campus-relevant matters; 

and a Letter to the Editor is an open 
letter addressed directly to the “Editor,” 
in reference to a Guest Columns express 
a particular opinion on campus-relevant 
matters; and a Letter to the Editor is an 
open letter addressed directly to the 
“Editor,” in reference to a particular piece 
or set of pieces published.

Electronic submissions are encouraged 
and should be sent to tt-opinions@mit.
edu. Hard copy submissions should be 
addressed to The Tech, P.O. Box 391529, 
Cambridge, Mass. 02139-7029, or sent 
by interdepartmental mail to Room 
W20-483. Electronic submissions will be 
prioritized over hard copy submissions. 
All submissions are due on Thursday 
two weeks before the date of publication 
(i.e. by the publication prior to the target 
publication).

The MIT I know
Ethan Abraham: “The intellectual curiosity here is contagious, and the community thrives 
on open, thoughtful exchange”

By Ethan Abraham

As committed as we are to our techni-
cal studies at MIT, I’ve often found that the 
most intellectually stimulating moments 
happen outside the lab. A 20-minute lunch 
break frequently turns into 40, not because 
I’m avoiding work, but because I’m caught 
in a fascinating conversation — perhaps 
about Chinese history with an international 
student, or a spirited debate on FDA policy 
with a labmate. These moments remind me 
that at MIT, learning is not confined to lec-
ture halls. The intellectual curiosity here is 
contagious, and the community thrives on 
open, thoughtful exchange.

As a PhD student in the applied sci-
ences, I see my research as inherently 
connected to the broader world. Scientific 
progress does not happen in a vacuum — 
it is shaped by social context and ethical 
responsibility. And so I’ve come to value 
not only technical skill, but also the cul-
tivation of a nuanced, critical worldview. 
What better environment for that than 
MIT, a community of bright minds from 
across the globe?

It was with this perspective that I 
watched the recent commencement ad-

dress by MIT’s undergraduate student 
body president, Megha Vemuri. Her 
speech, which has since gone viral and 
garnered national attention, focused al-
most entirely on the Israel-Palestine con-
flict. What struck me was not just the topic 
— MIT students should absolutely grapple 
with global issues — but the tone and 
framing of it. The speech did not reference 
the scientific, technological, or humani-
tarian achievements of the graduating 
class. It offered sweeping political asser-
tions without evidence, used emotionally 
charged terms without clarification, and 
suggested a moral consensus that does not 
reflect the diversity of views on campus.

Consider the line: “You showed the 
world that MIT wants a free Palestine... 
because the MIT I know would never tol-
erate a genocide.” Behind this bombastic 
language lies profoundly narrow tun-
nel vision. The world is divided into “the 
good guys” on one side and “Israel” on the 
other. Oct. 7 is not mentioned, and nei-
ther is Hamas, which, in Vemuri’s mind, 
is probably just an innocent bystander. 
What does “free Palestine” imply? What 
evidence supports the claim that the MIT 
student body speaks with one voice? And 
what exactly does “genocide” mean in this 

context? These are serious questions with 
historical and legal significance. If we as-
pire to intellectual rigor in our research, 
we must also apply that standard to our 
political discourse.

Many Jewish students I know, and oth-
ers with diverse perspectives, were hurt 
by the address because they felt that it 
left no room for their lived experiences, 
historical knowledge, or moral reasoning. 
The suffering of civilians in Gaza is tragic 
and demands attention. But so too is the 
suffering of the Israeli civilians murdered 
or kidnapped on Oct. 7, 2023. Mature 
political thinking, like good science, re-
quires us to hold multiple truths in ten-
sion. Ignoring or dismissing one side of 
the equation isn’t activism — it’s intellec-
tual laziness. One can only hope that Ms. 
Vemuri’s science is carried on a higher 
level of integrity and thoughtfulness than 
her political rant.

MIT has long stood for rigorous 
thought, empirical evidence, and the ex-
change of ideas across boundaries. That 
includes boundaries of discipline, nation-
ality, and belief. When we use graduation 
speeches — or any public platform — to 
make sweeping moral claims, we must do 
so with humility, clarity, and a willingness 

to engage opposing views. Otherwise, we 
risk turning our community into an echo 
chamber rather than a forum for learning. 
The speech given on Thursday inaccu-
rately reduced MIT to a place of dogmatic 
insularity rather than an institution of evi-
dence-based reason.

Unfortunately, the viral nature of this 
speech means that millions of people will 
now associate MIT with a single, highly 
polarizing perspective. Many of them will 
never experience what we do — the late-
night problem sets solved by unlikely col-
laborators, the mentorship of faculty who 
are as thoughtful as they are brilliant, and 
the moments of spontaneous debate that 
stretch well beyond lunch.

This is the MIT I know. A place where 
disagreement is welcome, and truth is 
pursued not through slogans, but through 
dialogue. At a moment when the future of 
higher education as we know it is on the 
line, I hope we can protect that spirit and 
lead not just with conviction, but with in-
tellectual integrity.

Ethan Abraham is a first year PhD stu-
dent in Course V, using molecular dynam-
ics simulations and electronic structure 
theory to better understand the mecha-
nisms of electrochemical redox reactions.
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By Opinion Writer
STAFF REPORTER

Lorem ipsum dolor sit amet, consectetur adipiscing 
elit. Nunc nulla dolor, sagittis ut ultricies blandit, vulpu-
tate quis velit. Aenean tortor lacus, tincidunt eget vehic-
ula quis, gravida et purus. Integer laoreet purus id velit 
vestibulum eu blandit felis lobortis.

Sed vel diam sapien, at sodales sapien. Donec sed 
libero est, at ornare neque. Integer ut nibh massa. Read 
this far looking for hidden messages? I commend you! 
Ut dapibus augue et lacus lobortis semper. Proin tempor 
quam eget ante porta vel pellentesque nulla bibendum. 
Donec elit quam, auctor eu viverra quis, consequat quis 
nisi. Vestibulum ante enim, bibendum vel condimen-
tum quis, vehicula eu magna. Pellentesque vitae leo sit 
amet est semper malesuada. Suspendisse eu dui in lor-
em venenatis pellentesque vel quis tortor.

Nulla id felis quis dui euismod accumsan quis non 
eros. Sed ut turpis at nulla condimentum scelerisque. 
Etiam neque leo, dapibus sollicitudin ultricies eu, vul-
putate ut ipsum. Praesent pretium placerat rhoncus. Ali-
quam erat volutpat. Etiam adipiscing porttitor sodales.

Nam eu mi augue, id tempor ligula. Ut ac tincidunt 
mi. Integer porttitor diam ut arcu convallis rutrum. 
Donec cursus, mauris non adipiscing pharetra, nibh 
arcu fermentum diam, lobortis lacinia diam nisi at justo. 
Morbi malesuada donlan escrow manifold tellus vitae 
nibh scelerisque ut imperdiet arcu blandit. Donec vi-
tae dictum neque. Donec vitae semper ligula. Nullam 
pharetra, mi non fringilla tempus, leo justo luctus elit, ut 
malesuada sapien enim ac risus. Fusce nulla mauris, ali-
quam ut facilisis eu, tristique non lorem. Be an editor for 
The Tech, and you too can add fake messages to lorem 
ipsum text. Maecenas risus dui, tempus vitae gravida in, 
tristique et dolor. Quisque lacinia tellus eget leo volut-

pat vulputate. Aenean dapibus tellus eu nunc blandit 
facilisis. Pellentesque nec nisl in leo dictum gravida et 
sit amet justo. Etiam sollicitudin nisl id urna ultrices a 
pulvinar tortor blandit.

Sed lacinia justo eget urna vulputate nec sollicitudin 
enim malesuada. Cras tempus, magna nec volutpat vo-
lutpat, elit velit malesuada dui, ac dignissim nisi nulla 
quis urna. Classes start tomorrow, and you’re still read-
ing this? Nam aliquam, eros nec consectetur iaculis, sem 
lacus auctor elit, vel posuere sapien turpis rutrum lorem. 
Duis augue nulla, pellentesque ut varius ut, rhoncus sit 
amet ligula. Curabitur sapien eros, lacinia vitae lobortis 
ut, blandit sed eros. Duis dui ipsum, convallis vel ali-
quam vitae, gravida sed erat. A lolcat should have gone 
here. Aliquam porttitor, erat et pellentesque porta, nisi 
nunc consectetur lorem, sed dictum mi orci ac turpis. 
Nullam rhoncus porta ante nec eleifend. Maybe another 
one here. Vestibulum ante ipsum primis in faucibus orci 
luctus et ultrices posuere cubilia Curae; Aenean pretium 
ultrices lorem, sit amet eleifend est congue et. Nulla con-
sequat, turpis at laoreet venenatis, justo ligula lobortis 
metus, et dapibus justo diam at enim. Donec adipiscing 
fermentum scelerisque. Duis vel vestibulum lacus. Ut 
nec tortor nisl, ut vehicula lacus. Mauris tortor tortor, (it 
repeats the same word? That’s lame) pretium eget mattis 
dictum, eleifend bibendum metus. Praesent enim nulla, 
gravida non auctor quis, molestie vel sapien. Praesent 
interdum auctor laoreet. Vestibulum fringilla imperdiet 
posuere. Aliquam vitae euismod odio. Vestibulum a eros 
dolor, at ultricies erat.

Duis posuere sem ipsum. Donec volutpat suscipit 
ultricies. Quisque tempor aliquet leo eget mattis. Sus-
pendisse scelerisque faucibus blandit. Maecenas pu-
rus elit, cursus id aliquam in, viverra non quam. Duis 
luctus ante sed massa pellentesque eu ultrices dolor 
porta. Nunc orci turpis, lobortis ac euismod ultricies, 

feugiat sed lacus. Suspendisse viverra commodo sem, 
id ullamcorper urna vestibulum sed. Join opinion. Join 
opinion. Join opinion. Fusce ornare consectetur risus, a 
consequat metus cursus sit amet. Suspendisse porttitor 
hendrerit nisl id fringilla. Maecenas commodo eros quis 
dolor lacinia pharetra.

Quisque vel blandit dui. Etiam mattis, felis non auc-
tor commodo, nibh libero fermentum orci, at laoreet au-
gue nibh non turpis. Class aptent taciti sociosqu ad litora 
torquent per conubia nostra, per inceptos himenaeos. 
Aenean vel libero sit amet sapien lobortis dignissim vel 
et est. Class aptent taciti sociosqu ad litora torquent per 
conubia nostra, per inceptos himenaeos. Nunc in conval-
lis ante. In dolor est, vulputate sed suscipit ut, venenatis 
quis metus. Suspendisse tincidunt mauris ut nunc sol-
licitudin sed mollis enim adipiscing. I really hope we get 
more opinion staff. Duis turpis est, mollis nec tempus sit 
amet, mollis vitae quam. Mauris auctor, magna placerat 
placerat egestas, tortor ante accumsan urna, vel placerat 
mauris sapien non purus. Quisque bibendum cursus 
scelerisque. Duis viverra interdum luctus. Nam suscipit, 
sapien at rhoncus auctor, dolor augue vulputate nisi, 
non eleifend eros velit non libero.

Phasellus pretium sem eget risus mattis eu feugiat 
purus laoreet. Suspendisse potenti. Sed vestibulum 
hendrerit dapibus. Cras rhoncus lobortis eros in porta. 
Vestibulum non elit justo. Sed vehicula tempus dolor at 
vestibulum. Etiam ornare dapibus elit, id dapibus metus 
feugiat nec. Fusce sodales eleifend suscipit. Aliquam 
rhoncus nisi eget neque ullamcorper viverra. Fusce ip-
sum mi, elementum nec luctus non, fringilla at dui. We 
could really use another lolcat right here too. In vitae tur-
pis eget ipsum ultrices varius. Nam scelerisque congue 
lorem vel tempus.

Nullam sem est, consequat iaculis tincidunt quis, 
congue vel sem. Duis nisi turpis, euismod eget suscipit 

Ud tem iure tie tate exerostrud esto exerote
Quat praeseq uiscill andrerostie magna consequissi.Um eui te feu facil u
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6.101 will require 6.100, or 6.100A and 6.100B 
department will continue to of-
fer the 6.100A Advanced Stand-
ing Exam (ASE) but does not plan 
to offer an ASE for 6.100 in the 
meantime.

According to the website, 6.100 
is recommended for students 
with some level of programming 
experience, while 6.100A is rec-

ommended for students who 
have little to no programming 
experience. 

The introduction of 6.100 has 
affected the 6-3 and 6-4 degree 
requirements, as they will now re-
quire 6.100 or 6.100A and 6.100B 
before taking 6.101 (Fundamen-
tals of Programming, a Python-
based class). 16.C20 can be taken 
in place of 6.100B. Previously, the 

prerequisite for 6.101 was either 
6.100A or 6.100L. 

According to Prof. Rob Miller, 
the Education Officer for Computer 
Science, the reason for changing 
the prerequisites is that they found 
students who took both 6.100A and 
6.100B to be more successful in 6.101. 

Csilla Fulop ’27 thinks the offering 
of 6.100 is a “great idea,” but doesn’t 
agree with the changes to the pre-

requisites for 6.101. Fulop Fulop cited 
the 54-unit fall credit limit, which 
would restrict some freshmen to tak-
ing 6.100A in the fall. As a result, the 
additional requirement of 6.100B for 
6.101 would make freshmen “have to 
wait another semester to take 6.101, 
which is a very useful class for others 
as well.”

For Fall 2025, 6.101 can be ful-
filled with the old prerequisite, 

though the department strongly 
recommends taking 6.100B before 
taking 6.101. The new prerequi-
sites will be required in Spring 
2026. 

However, the department will 
make an exception for those who 
passed the 6.100A ASE, meaning 
that they can take 6.101 without 
taking 6.100B. The exception may 
continue for future semesters. 

MIT joins universities in filing amicus brief
The brief accompanies a lawsuit filed by Harvard University on federal funding cuts

By Alex Tang
EDITOR-AT-LARGE

On June 9, MIT joined 23 other 
U.S. research universities in an am-
icus (“friend of the court”) brief ac-
companying a lawsuit that Harvard 
University filed to block the Trump 
administration’s attempt to elimi-
nate all federal grant funding. The 
brief was co-signed by several peer 
institutions, including Princeton 
and Stanford. However, Columbia 
and Cornell were notably miss-

ing. The Trump administration has 
taken steps to sever all federal ties 
with Harvard, one of the signatories 
of the brief. In May, the government 
attempted to halt all international 
student enrollment at the school, 
an effort that was blocked by a fed-
eral judge in Boston.

That afternoon, MIT President 
Sally Kornbluth wrote in an email 
to the Institute community stating, 
“Although the value to the public 
of federally funded university re-
search feels obvious to us at MIT, 
we felt compelled to make the case 

for its countless benefits to the 
court and, in effect, to the American 
people.” 

Kornbluth wrote, “The distinc-
tive US model of government sup-
port for scientific research is a de-
cisive American success story.” The 
brief cites dozens of instances in 
which federal support of science 
resulted in tangible societal im-
pact, from the invention of radar by 
MIT’s Radiation Laboratory during 
World War II to the development of 
COVID-19 vaccines by researchers 
at the University of Pennsylvania. 

Kornbluth stated the brief 
“makes [it] clear that arbitrary cuts 
to the research ecosystem could 
have very serious consequences.” 
She added that the brief “empha-
sizes the public interest in protect-
ing the research enterprise, both as 
a source of discoveries, inventions 
and cures with direct benefits in 
people’s daily lives and as a driving 
force for economic competitiveness, 
job creation and national security.”

Kornbluth concluded her update, 
writing, “the subject of this amicus is 
only one of several current threats” to 

the Institute and its peer universities. 
She stated that finding “constructive 
practical ways to address these con-
cerns is my highest priority.” 

Further information on MIT’s 
response to recent federal govern-
ment actions can be found here. 
MIT is currently involved in two 
suits: 1) in response to funding cuts 
to the National Science Foundation 
and 2) in response to the US De-
partment of Energy cutting funding 
for indirect research costs. fund-
ing cuts by the National Science 
Foundation. 

Kornbluth calls to 
reject antisemitism
Rabbi Dinin: “Targeting Jews 
with hate has no place at MIT”

On June 10, President Kornbluth 
sent an email to the MIT commu-
nity about recent and ongoing in-
cidents that she says have violated 
the Institute’s values and com-
munity standards by perpetuating 
antisemitism. 

“I have been very clear that pro-
tecting freedom of expression is 
deeply important to the intellectual 
health and vitality of MIT,” Kornblu-
th wrote. “I have also been clear that 
we absolutely reject antisemitism, 
and that activism that crosses over 
into the harassment and targeting 
of individuals is never acceptable.” 

On June 9, stickers were found in 
the Infinite Corridor and Building 
16 containing “very hostile messag-
es.” Some showed a desecrated Star 
of David, echoing antisemitic im-
ages with long historical roots. The 
MIT administration is currently in-
vestigating the incident. So far, the 
administration does not know the 
individuals behind these stickers. 
Kornbluth emphasized that such 
actions were “out of bounds,” stat-
ing that while it is valid to criticize 
any government’s actions, “des-
ecrating a religious symbol crosses 
a terrible line.” 

Rabbi Joel Dinin, the current 
acting director of MIT Hillel, wrote 
in a statement to The Tech stating 
that the MIT Jewish community 
was deeply hurt by and concerned 
about the antisemitic posters on 
campus. “Targeting Jews with 
hate has no place at MIT,” Dinin 
wrote. “We are grateful to the In-
stitute for rejecting this bigotry 
unequivocally and urge our entire 
community to stand firmly against 
antisemitism in all its forms.”

Kornbluth later highlighted 
recent incidents of MIT commu-
nity members being targeted at 
work over the past academic year.  
Kornbluth wrote, “This targeting 
centers on an unfair and will-
ful public mischaracterization of 
their work.” Kornbluththen reit-
erated that regardless of political 
views, members of the MIT com-
munity must stop acts of threats, 
intimidation, and the spread of 
misinformation. 

“I truly hope we can strive to-
gether, as members of one com-
munity, to navigate even our 
deepest and most passionate dis-
agreements with civility and re-
spect,” Kornbluth wrote. 

6.100, from Page 3
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