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Antarctic Ice Crack
Where is the ice crack?
The ice crack is in Antarctica, and it is positioned on the most northern
major ice shelf, named Larsen C. The Larsen C ice shelf is the fourth largest
ice shelf in Antarctica, with an area of around 50,000km2 .
How big is the ice crack?
The Antarctic ice crack is roughly the size of the county Norfolk in the UK
and more than twice the size of Wales. The ice crack measures 100 metres
(328ft) wide, and 500 metres (1640ft) deep.
What can this ice crack do?
Already, the British Antarctic research station (Halley VI) has been moved 23km further inland
due to safety concerns. However, if the Antarctic ice crack continues to grow and breaks, it could
make a 5,000 sq km (193 sq mile) iceberg, one of the biggest ever recorded. Another consequence
that could happen due to the ice crack breaking could be that global sea levels raise by almost
10cm (4 inches). The ice crack breaking away could be 2,000 sq miles of ice. Worryingly, at the
current time only 12 miles of ice connect the ice crack with the rest of the ice shelf.
How quick is the ice crack growing?
Since the crack was discovered, in December, the crack has grown a further 11 miles in length.
Now the ice is almost 100 miles long in total.

The Antarctic ice crack on the Larsen C ice shelf.

When is the ice crack predicted to break?
Scientists are saying that it is impossible to predict when the ice crack is going to break because
the crack is moving at different rates, with each section moving faster or more slowly relative to
another. Another reason why it is so hard to predict when the ice crack is going to break is because
scientists aren’t completely sure how the ice and water will react. The ice has lots of biota, sand,
dirt, and other crud, meaning that the ice isn’t pure, affecting the rate at which the ice will melt.

Fun February Quiz by 'The Bolt Magazine

In this quiz you will have to answer a number of questions that are all associated
with Bolton School.
As you go higher up the tree the harder the questions will become. There are a
number of answers that are acceptable for each question, so don't worry if you
are unsure.
Send me you answers for your chance to get your name printed in the magazine
(this prize is only available for the top three entries).
The email address you should send your answers to is as followed:
Muhammad Choudhary-b21073@boltonschool.org.uk
The editor- b16140@boltonschool.org.uk
Or Miss Brearley- ksb@boltonschool.org.uk
Good luck

QUIZ
Muhammad C. 7F

Q7: What is the answer to the riddle?
Q6:
Q5:
Q4:
Q3:
Q2:
Q1:

1. Which Octagon Theatre show was advertised as "Five rats. One romance. No cheese"?
2. What was the headmaster's speech on this term?
3. Which 'thrilling' book won the Bolton Children's Fiction Award in 2016?
4. Dr. Turner (teaches chemistry) appeared on which show in the autumn term?
5. Which Old Boltonian received the Noble Prize for Chemistry?
6. What was "The Bolt magazine" called before it received this name?
7. A riddle to do with some aspect of Bolton School. Solve- We work as a team
We are loyal to each other
We compete against others
We have a true leader
And if we don't win the first time,
We will try until we do.

Should we Limit Free Speech on Social Media?
It is indisputable that Social Media plays a key role in our world. While most
of us use it to interact with friends, post pictures or share amusing videos, it
is increasingly being used as a political tool by those in power, increasing the
impact that it has on our lives. Over the past few weeks, Donald Trump has
been reprimanded by China for using Twitter as a platform from which to
spout his foreign policy, the latest in a long line of controversial incidents
regarding his twitter account. But it is by no means just those in power that
are causing trouble on social media. In a historic move, the Anti- Defamation
League recently branded the popular internet cartoon ‘Pepe the Frog’ as a
‘hate-symbol’, after the ‘alt-right’, a White Supremacist movement,
corrupted it. With internet hate-crime being tackled more seriously than ever
before, is it time to curb free speech on the internet?

Pepe the Frog, hijacked by
the Alt-Right Movement

Social Media has inspired political debate that our ancestors would
never have even dreamt of. Nowadays everyone truly does have an opinion,
and Politicians are held to account by the general public on Twitter,
Facebook and countless other platforms. No longer can MPs claim
ignorance about exactly what their constituents wanted, nor can a company
cite a breakdown in communications for a job not being done. But, far too often the anonymity of the
internet means that this healthy debate often turns into abuse and the venting of frustrations into hate
speech, with unclear boundaries on where one becomes the other. Few will condone the promotion
and dissemination of pro-terrorist materials on social media, that much is clear. Legal action is being
taken around the world in a co-ordinated effort to shut down social media accounts that support
terrorists and prosecute their owners; while vigilante hacking groups such as ‘Anonymous’ have also
waged war on terrorist groups. However, it is ironic that groups such as ‘Anonymous’, the champions
of the free speech movement, are systematically moving to eradicate people’s views, however
disgusting they are. This only fuels the debate as to what should be done, and poses the question; why
is it so difficult to tackle hate crime?

Vigilante groups such as
Anonymous have been
trying to tackle hate
speech

The obvious answer to this is that nobody governs the internet.
Obviously, the social media sites have a moral responsibility to tackle hate
crime, but no one country controls the internet and there are no single set of
laws that we must abide by. This causes trouble in all sorts of ways, not
simply in the persecution of those who wish to attack others for their
sexuality, religion, beliefs, or gender. Different laws around the world
causes there to be a rather large ‘grey-area’ as to what constitutes free
speech. Infamously, in 2013 British feminists who called for social media
companies to impose more stringent regulations on what could and could
not be said online were met with waves of protests by Americans, who
called them illiberal. Now this wasn’t just a coincidence, but arose from the
differences in law between the two countries. Britain has some of the most
stringent libel laws of any democracy, while for the American’s the First
Amendment and Free Speech underpins the way that they live their lives.

It seems therefore, that it can’t be left up to respective governments
to police social media. What would occur would be an online school dining
hall, in that ‘cliques’ of social media users would have their own area in
which no one else would stray, and in return they would keep themselves to
themselves. This would be inherently bad for the internet; after all its best
quality is that we can communicate with people all around the world and
break down social and cultural barriers. Instead it must be down to the social media companies
themselves as to how we govern free speech, but this is an almost impossible task. Last year, there
was a huge uproar when Facebook removed a famous picture of a girl fleeing from a Napalm attack in

the Vietnam war, because it contained nudity. Mark Zuckerberg, the CEO of Facebook, was accused
of abusing his power, as well as lacking the ability to ‘distinguish between child pornography and
famous war photographs’, and having an unwillingness to ‘allow space for good judgement’.
Although people clearly felt their rights had been infringed upon and that their freedom of expression
was limited by censoring the image, we must remember that although social media is a public domain,
it is not owned by the public. In my opinion, if the censorship team at Facebook felt that it was right
to remove that image on grounds of nudity, then their decision must be respected and the owner of the
image must post it somewhere where they are authorised to do so.
It is important in today’s world that we challenge each other’s beliefs, as this healthy debate is
the foundations that our society is built upon. We are fortunate not to live under autocratic rule, where
the views of our leaders cannot be challenged, and we should not make the internet this dystopia.
Nevertheless, it is not acceptable that people are subjected to threats, slander and abuse online. In
Britain, the justice system is not perfect, but we have enough faith in our police and judiciary forces
that we allow them to arrest whoever they portray of having committed a crime; including racism and
homophobia. Sometimes they get it wrong, and at such a time the media and general public alike
fairly criticise them, yet we still have enough support for them that they have not been replaced. In the
same way, I feel it is necessary to partially censor social media, to prevent frankly appalling views
from being aired. We will never make everybody happy, but it is often those who complain about a
lack of free speech that are the ones who are abusing it. If they don’t like the way it is, they are more
than welcome to use a different platform to air their views; but let’s keep social media for the masses,
not for the trolls.

!

By Luke Cavanaugh

November 5, 2016

World War 1, 1914-1918: We
shall remember them.
In the early years of the twentieth century, the world was torn apart by a
terrible war. It raged for more than four years before the guns finally fell silent.
In the words of the time, it was ‘the war to end all wars’.
All wars have names. They often give us clues about who was fighting,
as well as where and when the war took place. But the names given to this war
are different. It was enough to just call it the ‘World War’ or the ‘Great War’,
both of which hint at its huge scale. Years later, when the world was at war for a
second time, it became known as the First World War-the name we use today.
This was the first war where poisonous chemicals were used as weapons
of mass destruction, when tanks first rumbled across battlefields, when fighter
planes, bombers and airships took war into the skies, and when submarine and
mighty battleships turned the oceans into killing zones. There had never been a
war like it.
The First World War began in Europe and eventually spread to more than
100 countries, across every continent except Antarctica. Even before the first
shots were fired, there were signs that war was coming. As countries increased
their military strength and took sides against each other, the world edged closer
to war.
Then, when a royal prince and his wife were assassinated in June 1914, a
train of events was set in motion. Four weeks later, war was declared. Some said
it would be all over before Christmas. How wrong were they? It took four years
of bitter and often futile fighting before peace returned in November 1918.
The cost in human life broke all records. Even today we cannot be sure
just how many died, although it’s likely to be more than 20 million. Whatever
the number, it was too many. A generation of young men had been destroyed
and the world would never be the same again…
Brave and courageous soldiers, both German and British lost their lives in
this outrageous war. So put on your poppy and while I’m writing, remember
those who fought for you. We shall remember their courtesy for their country
and people, always…

There are many books written to describe the First World War. Many
were written by the great author, Michael Morpurgo. His work includes the
novel ‘Private Peaceful’ and ‘War Horse’. They are both stories that are grim
and upsetting. The stories always start happy and begin to turn sad. Famous
poets include Wilfred Owen.
To end my article, I would like to mention two poems to commemorate
the battle soldiers;
For the Fallen-Laurence Binyon
They shall grow not old, as we that are left grow old:
Age shall not weary them, nor the years condemn.
At the going down of the sun and in the morning,
We will remember them.
In Flanders Fields-John McRae
In Flanders fields the poppies blow
Between the crosses, row on row,
That mark our place; and in the sky
The larks, still bravely singing, fly
Scarce heard amid the guns below.
By Muhammad Choudhary, 7F

A Second Scottish Referendum?
There are two things that we can be certain of; the sun will rise tomorrow morning and Nicola
Sturgeon will threaten another referendum. Many people in the UK have had a hard time accepting
that 52% voted to leave the EU last June, but you could be forgiven for considering 55% of the
population voting one way in a referendum a comfortable majority. Despite the promise that the
Scottish Independence vote would be a ‘once in a generation’ referendum, the threat of another one is
already hanging over our heads just a couple of years later. With Scottish opposition parties calling on
the SNP to rule out another referendum, and the uncertainty of the Brexit negotiations a worry for
many of us, is it better for the government to appease Ms Sturgeon or is it time to call her bluff?
In a recent appearance on The Andrew Marr Show, Nicola Sturgeon clearly stated that she was
not bluffing with the threat of another referendum and if the Prime Minister pursued a ‘hard
Brexit’ (Refusing to compromise on key issues such as the free movement of people and potentially
leaving the EU single market), Scotland would be forced to have another independence referendum. It
is easy to look at this from a proud British view, but we must understand that as First Minister of
Scotland, Sturgeon’s priorities lie primarily with the Scottish people and what’s best for them, not
what is best for Westminster. 62% of Scotland voted to remain in the EU; a clear majority. They are
being forced to leave the EU when they voted not to; leading to at best a few years of uncertainty, and
at worst total economic collapse. We must sympathise with Sturgeon for wanting to do what is best
for her country, but is this enough to warrant a second referendum?
According to the facts, apparently not. Scotland sends only fifteen percent of its exports to the
EU single market, compared to a staggering 64% of its exports
to the rest of the UK. Yet we don’t hear these figures from the
SNP, who would be four times worse off leaving the British
common market than the European one. This appears to be the
actions of a First Minister who is more concerned with Party
Politics and her own legacy, than doing what is best for her own
country. Yes, 1.5 million Scottish people may have voted to
Remain in the EU Referendum, but 2 million Scots voted to
remain in the UK, and they must take the rough with the
Nicola Sturgeon is threatening a second
smooth. In the same way that Europe does not expect the UK to Scottish Independence referendum
have access to the single market without compromising on the
free movement of people, so too must Scotland compromise
when it comes to staying as part of the UK.
It seems that at this current time, an independence
referendum is not viable, but it may just spur Theresa May into
abandoning the ‘Brexit is Brexit’ rhetoric, something Nicola
Sturgeon has been incredibly critical of, and revealing her hand.
Indeed, Sturgeon’s 49 page Brexit plan was the first real indication of how the negotiations might be
performed. When we get down to the nitty-gritty of it, it seems that Nicola Sturgeon is being
somewhat naïve in her demands. She would be happy to keep the pound and maintain a completely
open border with England, but she would also wish to remain in the EU. If Scotland kept the pound
however, it would not have a banking union or protection for their financial system that they currently
have, backed by the strong English banks. Her other option would be to adopt the Euro, which would
make trading those 64% of exports incredibly difficult. She also wishes to keep the free movement of
people, while maintaining an open border with England. If the British Government were to negotiate
an end to the free movement of people as part of their Brexit negotiations, it is impossible to see them
accepting Sturgeon’s plan.
Ms Sturgeon’s recent comments have met with much opposition from the Scottish Labour
Party, who have unsurprisingly promised to
oppose any new independence referendum.
Will Scotland
More shocking was the reaction of the UK
remain in the EU?

Labour Party, who echoed the SNP’s demands for Theresa May not to block another referendum. The
reasoning for this is unclear. Does Jeremy Corbyn believe that it is time to make Nicola Sturgeon eat
her words, or is he simply antagonising the Conservative Party? Whatever the reason, this isn’t about
any of the other political parties, it is about the SNP. If Sturgeon does call a referendum and loses, it
could be the end of her career and the end of her party. She knows this, and the government knows
this, so they don’t need to give into her pressure, because Scotland cannot afford another referendum
or to leave the UK.
By Luke Cavanaugh 12G

Cultural Theft of Tutankhamen
Who was King Tutankhamen
Tutankhamen was possibly the most famous Egyptian King because of the
young age, which he died at. Tutankhamen died at the age of 18 due to
many reasons which scientists don’t know. Tutankhamen had a father
called Akhenaten and a mother whose identity remains a mystery even
today. Currently, archeologists call her the ‘Younger Lady’
How did Tutankhamen die?
As I mentioned previously no-one today knows how he died (not even the
Egyptians!). We do, however, have many theories of how his death may
have come about. The Egyptians believed it was his sister (Senkhara) that
murdered him so she could become the pharaoh. Archeologists have an
idea that he may have fallen out of a high speed carriage or was poisoned
by scorpions. Either way archeologists are still trying their best to find out
about how he did die.
Who excavated his tomb and when?
George Herbert hired an English archeologist called Howard Carter, in
1915. He was instructed to put a team of some of the world’s best
archeologists and help him to search the Valley of the Kings, in Egypt. The
Valley of the Kings is where all of the Egyptian pharaohs were buried. To
their surprise they discovered the tomb of Tutankhamen 7 years later in
1922. The name of the tomb is called KV62. It was a extremely difficult to
enter the tomb as it was filled with traps. It took over 2 days for the team
to enter the tomb, becoming the first people to ever enter the it (excluding
the Egyptians). In his tomb there were so many valuable objects that the
archeologists had to return several times to collect everything, but today
only very few items (that do not look valuable) still remain. There were
rumours at the time of the excavation, about a curse called The Curse of
the Pharaohs (presumably fake and Newspaper’s persuading people to buy
them). The curse was meant to kill those at a few days who enter the tomb
(it does not differ from thieves to archeologists).

Where are his possessions currently?

Most possessions are currently in the Egyptian Museum in Cairo. Some of
his are across the Soviet Union, USA and even in the United Kingdom! In
total all the artefacts in the Egyptian Museum are worth about $10 million.

Why should his possessions be returned?
I personally think Tutankhamen's possessions should be returned mainly
because it is what he would have wanted. If Tutankhamen was alive today
I think he would have wanted to keep his possessions with him forever. If
you were as rich as Tutankhamen would you rather have your possessions
be with you in your grave, or would you have it in a museum. Also all the
hard work the Egyptians put in to making his tomb will go to waste. I
think we should respect the wishes of a dead person and that they should
have their body be buried with their possessions, in the tomb that was
offered to them.

Carrie Fisher: Down-To-Earth Space
Hero
Carrie Fisher, well known for playing the role of Princess Leia in one of the most (if not the most)
famous movie franchises of all time, Star Wars, passed away on December 27 2016. Unlike many
celebrities, Fisher seemed to be open about her private problems such as her bipolar disorder and
drug use which made her seem more down to earth than other celebrities. Here is the life of Carrie
Frances Fisher…
When Carrie Fisher was born on 21 October 1956, she was already born into the spotlight as her
mother was Debbie Reynolds (the actor famous for the movie "Singing in the Rain") and her father
was the singer Eddie Fisher. However her parent's marriage didn't last as her parents divorced when
Carrie was 2 years old. Her two half-sisters, Joely and Tricia came from Eddie Fisher's third marriage to actress Connie Fisher.
As a child it was said that Carrie "hid in books" which lead to the creation of her family nickname
"the bookworm". In her early years she particularly liked Classical Literature and enjoyed writing
poetry. Carrie's professional acting debut in the Broadway show "Irene" in 1973, also starring her
mother, resulted in her dropping out of school. In 1973 Carrie moved to London to study at the
London School of Speech. During her time there she successfully applied to Sarah Lawrence College in order to study the arts. She later left without graduating.
After starring in the comedy "Shampoo" (1975), she moved on to the role that the majority of people will recognise and remember her by.
George Lucas commented: "She was extremely smart; a talented actress, writer and comedienne
with a very colourful personality that everyone loved. In Star Wars she was our great and powerful
princess - feisty, wise and full of hope in a role that was more difficult than most people think."
In the interviews (that can still be found on YouTube) you can see how relaxed and laid back the
cast were about the movie and were surprised at its success whereas Carrie was said to have believed the script was fantastic but didn't expect anyone to agree with her.
After "Star Wars", she starred
in more films before reprising
her role of Princess Leia in
"The Empire Strikes
Back" (1980) and appeared
with her co-stars on the cover
of Rolling Stone magazine to
promote the film. In 1983 she
replayed the role in "Return of
the Jedi" (1983) and posed in
her now iconic metal bikini on
the cover of Rolling Stone
magazine again to promote the
film.
Carrie Fisher with co-stars Mark Hamill and Harrison Ford

Fisher had a very close relationship with singer Paul Simon which was on and off between 1977
and 1985. She was also close with Harrison Ford and was almost about to marry Dan Aykroyd, who
proposed to her on the set of "The Blues Brothers" (1980). However she eventually had a relationship with talent agent Bryan Lourd and the two had a child together named Catherine "Billy" Fisher
Lourd.
Carrie publicly opened out
about her diagnosed Bipolar
Disorder and drug use of
Cocaine and prescription
drugs. She said that she
gave nicknames to her bipolar moods:
Roy who was "the wild ride
of a mood" and Pam "who
stands on the shore and
sobs".
She also revealed in her
2008 memoir “Wishful
Fisher’s appearance on NBC’s Today with Matt Lauer
Drinking” and on NBC's
Today with Matt Lauer that she would have turned down the role of Princess Leia had she known
that it would give her the celebrity status that made her parent's lives difficult.
In her novel and screenplay "Postcards from the Edge" (1990), a film about the effects of drug use
for an actress like herself, she was asked why she did not take the role of the story's protagonist Suzanne. She replied: "I've already played Suzanne."
On 23 December 2016, on the flight back from her European book tour, she suffered a medical
emergency 15 minutes before landing in Los Angeles. A passenger had reported that she had
stopped breathing while another performed CPR on her until paramedics arrived. She was under
intensive care at UCLA Medical Center for four days until 27 December 2016. She died at 60 years
old.
The next day, while preparing Carrie's funeral, Debbie Reynolds (Mother of Carrie Fisher) experienced a medical emergency and died of stroke, aged 84. It was reported that shortly before her
death she remarked: "I want to be with Carrie".
The two had a private funeral on 5 January 2017 while a public memorial will take place on 21
March.
Many celebrities paid respects such as her co-stars and many other stars from TV and elsewhere.
Billy Dee Williams, the actor behind Star Wars’ Lando Calrissian tweeting:
“I'm deeply saddened at the news of Carrie's passing. She was a dear friend, whom I greatly respected and admired. The force is dark today!”
The ubiquitous Stephen Fry also commented on her death also tweeting:
“She was the brightest, funniest, bravest, kindest, cleverest and sweetest person I ever knew. A
crushing blow to lose.”

A Trip Down Under
Australia and Its Native Animals
During the Christmas holidays I was lucky enough to visit Australia with my family. During
the three weeks I was there, I visited nature reserves and zoos as well as spending a lot of my
holiday in the great outdoors observing the flora and fauna native to Australia.
In Canberra, where I spent most of my holiday, there were many wild kangaroos, the most
famous of the marsupials. Even while taking the family dog for a walk in the evening you
would be greeted by many kangaroos that ventured into the street and the local parkland. An
Eastern Grey adult male kangaroo can weigh up to 66kgs and females 32kgs. They live in
groups called troops, which include females and their young, while the males live apart. The
joey is born blind and without fur and could be as small as a grain of rice. It finds its way to
the mother’s pouch where it grasps onto a teat and remains there until 36 weeks old. A female
is pregnant for only 21-38 days and she can give birth to many joeys at different
developmental stages that suckle within her pouch. The young venture out of the pouch at
around 50 weeks old. Kangaroos are herbivores and eat grass, flowers, ferns and moss.
Another interesting animal I saw in the wild was a
wombat, another marsupial. They can grow up to a metre
in length and weigh 36kg. A group of wombats is known
as a wisdom. Wombats have sharp claws and stubby
powerful legs which make them great diggers. Wombats
are an endangered species. They are mostly nocturnal and
stay in their burrows
during the day. They are
vegetarian and eat grasses,
roots and bark. Wombats live alone except for females and
their young.
I visited a large 25 square mile nature reserve of sub-alpine
habitats including wetlands, grasslands, forests and
woodlands set on the edge of a National Park. Here, I saw many animals in the wild,
including red bellied snakes, birds, kangaroos, emus and many birds, not to mention that I
also saw koalas. These are not in fact bears as one might suspect, but are related to the
wombat family. Fully grown they are about 60cm long. They live in eucalyptus trees,
sleeping during the day and foraging for the oily leaves at night. They rarely drink as they
take the moisture from the leaves. Koalas breed every other year. Their young also suckle in
their mother’s pouch until 6 months old when they
leave the pouch and are carried on their mothers
back until they are one year old. A group of Koalas
is called a cling.

My favourite of all the animals I saw was a platypus, a monotreme (a mammal which lays
eggs instead of giving birth). The platypus lived in a large dam, above which was a wooden
walkway which enabled us to walk right up to the platypus and watch it diving and
resurfacing. They weigh about 3lbs. They look like a mismatch of three different animals, a
duck (with a bill and webbed feet), a beaver (tail), and an otter (body and fur). They hunt
under water and use their bill to find food. They scoop the mud from the bottom of the water
and eat the insects, worms and small fish. They live in burrows at the water’s edge. The
female lays eggs (usually one or two) which
she incubates for around 10 days. These
young are also born blind and without fur
and rely on their parents for warmth and
food until they are 3 – 4 months old, or
until such a time that they can rely on their
bills to detect prey and help them to
navigate in the murky waters.

By Callum Cavanaugh 7e

