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Organs

Do you see yourself  in the 
pictures 
men have painted of  you? 
You shouldn’t; 
he wasn’t looking.
Just took Adam’s rib and 
paint brushed 
an inverse reflection –
stuffed his fears into a 
skirt 
so he could finally push 
them around. 
He never learned 
how to play our music. 
 
Every woman
is filled with organs, 
with one that makes notes 
if  you touch it right. 
I will not watch my sisters 
have the pipes ripped 
from their throats.

Read the full poem on page 32

by
Caleigh Grogan
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what is truth?

To be an active citizen and thinker, 
in a political climate where willfull 

ignorance seems to be increasingly 

paramount and permissible, is 
to offer our own truths, to offer 
them loudly, to invite criticism and 
provoke debate. 

This isn't to offer credence to the 
conspiracy theorists of  the world. 

This is a reminder that they exist, 
and that the antidote is critical 

inquiry. Keep that in mind when 

you read. Babe Lincoln is one 

interpretation, one alternative reality.  
You have the opportunity, and the 
responsibility, to provide your own.

letter from the editor 

Pia Parisi-Marcoux ’19 

Founder & Editor-in-Chief

In a sense, Kellyanne Conway (sort 
of) got it right. There are, and always 
have been, alternative realities and 
competing truths. What Conway 

missed, however, is that those truths that 
are ignored or trampled are not often 

those purported by the empowered. 

They're often the truths of  those on 

the margins, for whom recognition is a 
hotly-contested negotiation. 

It's not the concept of  "alternative 

realities" that's problematic; it's 

ignorance of  how these realities 

interact with each other, how they gain 
momentum, their capacity to mobilize 
people and affect political outcomes, 
and, most saliently, how they reflect 
veiled dynamics of  power. Confronting 

the malleability of  truth, especially the 
truths upon which we build our lives, 
and even more so, the truths from 
which our power and privilege are 

derived, is challenging -- but essential.



U.S.

Falsehood in a Suit: 
The Aggravation of Presidential Responsibility 

BY JORDANA JOY '17

In late February, The New York 

Times, CNN, Buzzfeed News, The 

Los Angeles Times and Politico were 

barred from entry to a press conference 

by President Trumps’ press secretary 

Sean Spicer. These sources are, 

according to Trump, “not [his] enemy,” 

but “the enemy of the American 

People!” Somehow, the press has 

gotten a bit too mean, their questions a 

bit too difficult, and their founded facts 
a bit too ugly. 

   The concept of “fake news” has 

been newly coined by the Trump 

administration, yet has not come out 

of nowhere. With the advancement of 

technology, the internet, and television, 

news reporting has been faster and 

more in demand than ever. Print 

newspaper companies have struggled 

to keep up with online news sources, 

facing massive changes in traditional 

reporting. No longer do we pick up a 

newspaper before work to begin our 

day; we now open our phones and 

check Twitter.

   With this strong and swift 

advancement into quicker 

news, incorrect 

information is not 

only dangerously 

accessible, but 

the general public 

also struggles in 

differentiating 
accurate and fair 

news with facts 

that are “spun” 

or fabricated. In 

an adrenaline-

inspired rush 

to write and 

air stories 

before 

another 

competitor and appeal to their given 

demographic, the best way news is 

able to sell is through sensationalism 

aggravated by political polarity. 

   This is why so many news sources 

“spin” news or attempt to reach only 

one, overarching demographic: the 

culture of polarity cannot be appealed 

by non-partisan news. This is why 

watching or reading the news can often 

feel like looking into a funhouse mirror 

maze: no matter where the general 

public looks, the same occurrence can 

be distorted in hundreds of different 
ways.

   

Therefore, not only are news sources 

continuing the commodification of 
news, they are creating specific markets 
for each demographic, allowing the 

general public to consume the news 

that best aligns with their beliefs. If 

one wishes to truly gain a sense of 

non-partisan and developed news, 

the general public can find it as a very 
slow, meticulous process; obtaining 

information about a single event or 

incident can easily become a whole 

day’s worth of research and reading.  In 

short, the United States has developed 

a very pervasive press problem. 

   The Trump administration’s goal is 

to uphold these “partisan markets” 

within news outlets, making anything 

that disrupts the culture of polarity (or 

shows the other side of it) “fake news.” 

By discounting the news that is disliked, 

the United States will continue our 

silently expansionist and ideologically 

isolationist rhetoric. Divided and 

disregarding representation, the 

Trump administration has already 

painted minorities within the 

general public as vehicles of 

theoretical fear mongering. 

Dehumanization does 

not start by taking away 

the guns, censoring hate 

speech, or challenging 

those in power. It 

begins when the 

funhouse is taken 

apart, mirror by 

mirror, with no 

attempt to bend 

the glass back 

into place. ·
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U.S.

On January 20, 2017, Donald Trump was sworn in as 

the 45th president of the United States, reflecting a 
prominently pessimistic mood amongst the white 

middle class. Fear within the white populace has been the 

most important factor in the rise of Trump, and stems from 

two factors: a decline in the white population, and continued 

immigration. Recent data shows a growing national trend 

among older whites -- who grew up in a largely white 

United States -- resisting the racial changes in America. 

These shifting demographics have bred in whites a fear of 

diminishing social status. This fear is responsible for the 

election of Donald Trump.

   First, let’s look at the decline in white population, which has 

been studied by William Frey, a sociologist specializing in 

U.S. demographics. In an article for The Brookings Institute, 

Frey says of the white population loss: “states losing white 

populations are those in which employment slowdowns have 

triggered major out-migration… white population shifts will 

be a “zero-sum” game”. Frey writes that there are several 

factors leading to the white decline, like low birth rate and 

minimal white immigration. He combines these factors with 

unemployment migration, to find that the white population 
is not only declining, but increasingly centralized in specific 
areas. 

   This decline in white population has brought a change 

in voting demographics. After the election of Obama, the 

PEW Research Center studied voting demographics within 

America for the past 20 years. The study found that the 

rise in immigration and decline in white population did not 

correlate with changing voting demographics until recently. 

Continued white dominance in the polls therefore, is in 

jeopardy as white population declines and minorities have 

increasing political clout.   

   I interviewed Professor Aubrey Westfall of Wheaton 

College, MA about the causes of white resistance and 

strategies to overcome this resentment. When asked about 

the causes of the rise of Trump, she replied that “there is 

a social and economic expectation among whites, and in 

today’s world that expectation is not being met. What Trump 

has done is provide an explanation for why expectations have 

not been met.” She states that it is the white population’s 

responsibility to realize that times are changing and so too 

should their expectations. Professor Westfall added: “Areas 

in which we see a fear of diversification are areas in which 
there is little racial diversity.” In other words, people who 

have had less interaction with racial minorities are more 

likely to believe that there are dangers from immigration. 

After discussing resentment to immigration, the interview 

turned to potential solutions as to how to solve this problem. 

In looking towards the future and how to talk about the 

existing racial divisions, Professor Westfall suggested 

implementing multicultural policies. She emphasized the 

importance of government to facilitate interactions to ensure 

diversity is a positive contribution to society. She noted that 

diversity within America did not mean increased integration 

within communities. “We see in America today different 
ethnic communities living side by side, but little interaction 

between them.” She proposed one way to overcome the racial 

division: increasing community interaction. She is right. 

Although statistically the U.S. is more diverse than other 

countries, it does a poor job of embracing that diversity. 

   

At a conference at the Center for Strategic & International 

Studies, John Zogby, founder of the Zogby Poll, was 

addressing the question of how America reached this point 

in the presidential election. He talked about the factors 

that contributed to Trump’s rise, “There is an angry white 

middle class in this country. What explains this angry white 

male? Losing ground. Losing ground in terms of population 

and what sociologists call status anxiety.” The fears that 

are currently plaguing the white middle class are the major 

contribution to the Trump presidency. What is even more 

important is that unless these issues are confronted, they 

will continue to permeate the country. This means that even 

after Trump leaves office, the factors that have led to his 
election will remain and rise again later. ·

Whiteness 
and the Trump 
Phenomenon

BY JACOB LANE ’19
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U.S.

In 2017, it’s hard not to weep over Bernie Sanders. He was 

many things: a Vermonter, a senator, and a Democratic 

Socialist, but yes, also one of sixteen sanctimonious white 

men trying to trade platitudes for votes. It was easy to sell 

short his positives. Even this publication, lost in all the other 

things that he was, managed to lose sight of the profundity 

of his run. Of course, Sanders lost. Then, in a testament to 

the dysfunction of our political moment, Hillary Clinton lost 

to career shyster turned dog whistler Donald Trump. Now 

the well-being of the working class and people of color is in 

jeopardy, sold down the river by poor whites willing to buy 

bigotry in lieu of economic justice.

   Sanders was flawed, but a political movement like the one 
he inspired is exactly what America needs, and therein lies 

the great tragedy of “left” politics in the US. The biggest 

break for a movement of true and all-

encompassing social justice lost not to 

anything of Hillary Clinton’s design, 

but to the right-wing fallacies that her 

campaign and the liberal center from 

which it sprang accepted as natural.

   In the months following Donald 

Trump’s upset victory, pundits across 

the liberal spectrum have offered 
all manner of rationalizations and 

prognoses in the 2016 Democratic 

post-mortem. In addition to the 

routine “moderate” versus progressive 

identity crisis over making more 

concessions to the right (as if the Democratic party today 

stands for too MUCH) another curious idea wormed its way 

into the discourse.

   Poor whites, energized by so-called “populism” this election 

in a way not seen since uglier times in our history, were the 

fuel for Donald Trump’s stunning rise. Many on the left have 

constructed the turmoil in the Democratic loss as being 

characterized as a choice between outreach to working class 

populism versus the identity politics that Hillary Clinton ran 

on. This is a false construction, and it is feeding Trump’s 

narrative. The key to Democratic success in the future is 

in breaking that paradigm, and forging a justice-minded 

coalition that mobilizes for the interests of all the oppressed.

   Strategically speaking, a Democratic party that can 

move votes in rural and industrial areas like Trump (and 

Sanders) did in addition to the more solidly Democratic 

cosmopolitan voters and people of color is a dead ringer for 

national elections. Despite the cultural lines drawn by the 

punditocracy, such a broad coalition is easily assemblable. 

FDR managed it under the banner of the New Deal, and 

his platform, much like his success, is what ought to be 

replicated for the cultural moment.

   The lesson liberals in power seem intent not to learn is that 

the Clintonite strategy of “be like the other guys, but saner,” 

isn’t just laying the groundwork for ideological surrender, 

but also that shifts in our culture have rendered it electorally 

useless. The recipe for lasting left-wing victory, at the 

ballot and in the law books, is to remember what it means 

philosophically to be truly left-wing. We need to remember 

the nature of the social justice movement that, thanks to the 

realpolitik of figures like the Clintons, has thrived in certain 
segments at the expense of others. 

   The white working class is not inherently bigoted, but 

regressive social attitudes and dog-whistle politics hold 

weight in impoverished white communities because they 

offer a powerful narrative, and no alternative has as of yet 
offered poor whites a vision for their political deliverance 
that is as compelling. A radical labor justice platform does 

just that.

   Labor justice is social justice too, and it is essential to the 

left’s success going forward. Ethnic 

oppression, political oppression, 

gender-based oppression; all stem 

from the same moneyed root. In 

full-throatedly embracing labor 

justice, liberals can kill two birds with 

one stone, making the Democrats 

competitive with the white working 

class again, and empowering 

identity politics to be more profound 

and structurally impactful. After 

thirty-odd years of  a sad (and very 

deliberately designed) divorce of the 

working classes from the broader 

social justice movement, for the sake of the Democratic 

Party’s soul and its continued existence, a dramatic 

philosophical overhaul of the party is necessary. 

   Progressivism that doesn’t address the power of capital 

is just talking points, but a leftism that does is perhaps the 

most potent, underutilized political weapon of our time. It is 

not enough to simply claim decency in the face of inanity, the 

left has to finally offer a counter-narrative to the snake-oil 
brew of bigotry and mercenary libertarianism that is keeping 

our country sick. ·

The Democrats 
Need to Rethink 
Their Philosophy

BY FAHEEM DYER ’19
EDITOR

“No alternative has 
as of yet offered poor 

whites a vision for their 
political deliverance 
that is as compelling 

[as racism]. “
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Diogenes Laertius logs a praise spoken by Thales: “First, 

that I was born a human and not one of the animals; 

next that I was born a man and not a woman; thirdly 

that I was born a Greek and not a barbarian.” This account is 

an absolute feast for the so-called ‘Alt-Right.’ To praise the 

human race is one thing – but to allow this misogyny and 

jingoism to resonate through history and be brought back as 

‘wise words elite white men once said’ is another. 

   For centuries, the study of Classics has been focused 

around the great words and actions of white men. Homer, 

Plato, Alexander, Augustus: All men, clearly. But this 

phase of Classics is coming to an end. As global civil rights 

movements have pushed the world into adopting a more 

expansive conception of human rights and who is entitled to 

them,  Classicists are now seeing a rising interest in the field 
in the small, oppressed pockets of ancient societies, namely 

the middle and lower classes, women, slaves, and children. 

We -- classicists --  are now trying to piece everything 

together about these underrepresented groups through 

scarce threads of information. We are pushing against the 

white male supremacy of that time, as we push against the 

white male supremacy of our time. 

   The Alt-Right does the opposite. They 

exploit the Classics to highlight white, 

male supremacy by using this field of 
academia to reinforce that their ideas 

are not something new, but have been 

embedded within our society since the 

founding of the Western world. One 

cannot scroll through the Alt-Right page 

without continuous images of Classical 

art being portrayed across banners of 

articles. By associating these images 

with articles named “The State Waits 

For Us,” “How the Alt-Right Must Slay the Hydra,” or “The 

Fire of Prometheus,” they successfully solidify the political 

climates of different times in antiquity and attempt to 
draw connections between then and now. But fifth Century 
Athenian democracy is not a real democracy, and the Roman 

Empire was a tyrannical, expansionary empire. They also 

accept ancient traditions such as pedophilia, slavery, the 

ownership of women as property, and numerous other 

practices which were acceptable in antiquity, again claiming 

that ‘since they did it we should too’. As a person, I find it 
difficult to face these realities of life in antiquity, but as a 

Classicist, I strive to adequately criticize these practices 

and think critically about how - thankfully - our current day 

society is moving towards stigmatizing this behavior. 

   What the Alt-Right does is use the ancient lifestyle as one 

to strive towards, by taking it literally, rather than absorb 

the useful information that the Classics has to offer and 
disregard inhumane aspects of it. They take names from 

myths as archetypes of exemplar men, 

neglecting the values that those stories 

portray. A custom that stands out the 

most, to me, is that of xenia: a custom 

which dictated that foreigners are to be 

accepted and taken care of, never turned 

away. Classicists see this repeatedly in 

literary sources; those who do not offer 
xenia suffer horrible consequences (for 
example, the Cyclops). 

   This is not how Classics should be 

read in our society. It is necessary for 

the students of Classics to study with 

constant vigilance and never ignore the harsh, unacceptable 

realities of antiquity. I ask for Classicists to vindicate our 

field. We are to study the frequently glossed over minorities, 
whose lives were just as essential as the elites. We are to 

resurrect the values taught through the stories, not focus on 

the men who taught them. We are to actively stand against 

those who manipulate the Classics with the sole purpose of 

praising the elite, white man. ·

Classics Versus 
the Alt-Right

BY NEFELI CUSTER ’19

“The Alt-
Right... exploit 
the Classics to 
highlight white, 

male supremacy.”
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F 

ollowing the 2016 election, a surge of  near-constant 

political activity erupted from the left, and shows no 

signs of abating. Starting with the women’s march 

the day after the inauguration, anti-Trump activists have 

organized large-scale protests in response to most every 

executive action that Trump’s administration has issued 

so far, including withdrawing from the TPP (Trans-Pacific 
Partnership), green-lighting the construction of the 

Keystone XL and Dakota Access Pipelines, and placing a 

ban on travelers from seven majority Muslim countries. 

Protesters are pointedly demanding that their democratic 

representatives fight republicans on just about everything. 
   Problematically, these demands have 

no obvious pipeline to actualization. 

Democratic lawmakers have a 

notable lack of political power both 

in Washington and in the majority of 

statehouses across the country. In 2016 

democrats lost the White House and 

failed  to regain majorities in either 

chamber of congress. They control only 

17 governorships, 31 of 98 partisan state 

legislative chambers, and will most 

definitely be facing a fifth conservative 
Supreme Court justice when Neil 

Gorsuch or an equivalent  is confirmed. The first litmus test 
for the extent of the democrats’ depleted political power in 

the Trump era was the confirmation hearings for Trump’s 
cabinet secretaries, where, despite fierce opposition, all 
of President Trump’s major nominees were confirmed. 
Democrat lawmakers have been holding a party line against 

President Trump’s executive actions so far, but as the cabinet 

secretary nominations have demonstrated, democrats just 

don’t have the numbers.

   This is complicated by the fact that the rift in the 

Democratic Party between the party establishment and 

the more progressive wing has continued to widen post-

election. The victory of establishment pick Thomas Perez 

over progressive favorite Keith Ellison in the race for DNC 

chair further infuriated progressive democrats who see this 

as analogous to Clinton’s win over Sanders during the 2016 

Democratic primary. Although Ellison will serve as vice 

chair, his loss was to some further proof of a Democratic 

Party establishment that is out of touch with its base. This 

poses a problem for Democratic senators in swing states, 

who are caught between alienating general election voters 

by holding the party line, and enraging liberal activists 

that then run progressive primary opponents if democrats 

compromise with republicans.

   The 2016 democratic primary and the rise of protests 

and demonstrations by liberal activists is proof that the 

Democratic Party establishment must pivot to accommodate 

the increasingly progressive ideological makeup of its 

base. The best way for democrats in congress to satisfy 

progressives is to continue to echo the activism of their base 

by protesting every action that the Trump administration 

puts forward. This is not an easy task and there will be 

many purely symbolic battles, but this may  heal some of 

the current rifts in the party. Embracing progressives also 

calls for the DNC and established democratic politicians to 

start accepting progressive candidates like Bernie Sanders 

and Keith Ellison, instead of dismissing them as too far to 

the left. 

   The idea that Democratic Party elites should move away from 

only backing establishment candidates is further supported 

by the drop in black and Latino votes for Hillary Clinton 

compared to President Obama. According 

to the Pew Research Center, in 2016 Hillary 

Clinton held an 80-point advantage with 

black voters, whereas President Obama 

held an 87-point advantage in 2012 and 

a 91-point advantage in 2008. Although 

Hillary Clinton still outperformed 

President Trump with black voters, the 

difference between her numbers and 
President Obama’s should not have been 

this wide. The difference in the number 
of Latino voters between Hillary Clinton 

and President Obama is less wide with 

Clinton winning 66% of Latino voters in 2016 and Obama 

winning 71% in 2012 and 67% in 2008. The bigger issue here 

is that support from Latino voters was almost 20-points 

lower than support from black voters for both Clinton and 

Obama. These are two constituencies that the Democratic 

Party’s message should be almost universally appealing 

to, in addition to the fact that they are core groups that the 

party needs to win elections. It is clear from these numbers 

that the Democratic Party needs to start supporting younger 

and more diverse candidates who better represent some of 

the party’s core voting blocks. This would be a significant 
move towards consolidating the party. ·

For Success in 
2020, Democrats 
Must Embrace 
Progressives 

BY ETHAN STARK- MILLER ’18
EDITORIAL FELLOW

“Problematically, 
these demands 
have no obvious 

pipeline to 
actualization.”
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I am a low income student. My family has never been above 

the poverty line. I spent the last two years of high school 

homeless and couch surfing with friends and family. An 
education was a luxury I did not believe I could afford, 
despite how much I excelled in school. Thankfully, Wheaton 

College gave me a substantial scholarship, and with private 

scholarship programs filling in the gaps, I am able to attend 
Wheaton for the same price as my local community college. 

This would be the same community college my mother was 

convinced was my only option financially, and the one many 
people in my hometown attend. 

   The first hand experience brings me to say: there is 
not enough support for low-income students. College 

scholarships and loans are great tools, but they often come 

too late. Students are often discouraged before they even 

get a chance to think about those avenues --  discouraged 

because they do not see anyone in their community going to 

away to a private university, discouraged 

by the price tag, and discouraged by the 

lack of options available to them. There 

is little college preparation support or 

access to scholarships, and if there is, 

information about these opportunities is 

not widely available. 

   When I describe my high school 

experience, especially at Wheaton, I get 

odd looks. I did all my homework on a 

town library computer. I ate the disgusting 

school lunches because I qualified for free lunch and it was 
one less meal my mom had to factor into grocery expenses.  

In order to take the SATs, I needed a fee waiver. Even my 

college application fees were covered by  waivers. Without 

them, I would not have been able to take the SAT or apply to 

colleges; it would never have fit in the budget. Some students 
are not as fortunate. 

   I have heard students say they are “broke” when they can 

not afford brunch or a new handbag or use the term “hobo” 
as they don their sweat outfit for a night in the library. I have 
felt left out and judged because I was not able to attend a 

birthday dinner off-campus or make a trip to Bagels and 
Cream as I thought about my mother struggling to make 

ends meet back home. I do not buy books at the bookstore 

and rely predominantly on the library. These may seem 

like small things, but to me they are indicative of a larger 

perspective on the “college experience” and who is able to 

access it. 

   A recent New York Times article highlighted the number 

of schools that take more students from the top one percent 

than the bottom 60 percent. The schools featured were not 

just ivy league private schools, as one would typically suspect, 

but  public and state universities.These are the schools in 

which low income students are told may be feasible.

Education is a vital right, especially in an ever-changing 

global economy. One cannot rely only on factory or trade 

work anymore; most need at least a Bachelor’s degree, and 

the market for jobs that will take just that is narrowing. To 

paraphrase scholar Justin Gest, we live in a post-industrial 

meritocracy and the connections and institutions one has on 

their resume matter. 

   Yet by limiting those who can access quality education 

with exorbitant costs and lack of pre-college preparation 

and support, we are not preparing coming generations for 

an adapting world. We are simply watching the income gap 

grow and scratching our heads as to what to do. 

   I am concerned for what the future ofeducation will become 

under this current administration and what that entails for 

the future. Will it be a luxury for the elite, as I had originally 

thought? Or will it grow and allow for innovative minds 

from all walks of life to question the world around them and 

continue to progress into a better future? 

   Support needs to be available to before 

college. The prices of college must 

also accommodate students from all 

socioeconomic levels. It is a long process, 

but it begins with the way we think about 

educational access. 

   We should encourage our elected officials 
to fight for more college preparation 
activities, which would increase students 

from lower-income backgrounds’ access 

and skills for college. These can include 

programming within the school day, providing waivers for 

after school activities, or bringing college admissions officers 
to schools to let students know that a secondary education 

is an option for them.  These programs can help change the 

view that college is only for the elites and  provide the idea 

that it is actually accessible to everyone. 

   The Federal TRIO programs and grants are a good starting 

point, but are at risk under the current administration. State 

and local governments, along with community organizations, 

should commit to filling in the gaps. Programs like these, 
along with more funding options, can really change 

perspectives and increase options. If it wasn’t for a college 

fair and a patient Wheaton admissions officer, I would have 
never thought these past four years would be possible. ·

Getting in 
Isn’t Enough

BY DANI DICKINSON ’17

“I am concerned 
for what the 

future of 
education will 

become.”
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I've never been a fan of making jokes about "moving 

to Canada" after an election. Sure, Canada is likely a 

wonderful place to live and I'd love to visit Montreal, but 

the sentiment never sat well with me. I believe that if you 

don't like the direction your country is headed, you should 

fight to change it rather than run away. However, the election 
of Donald Trump to the highest office in the land shook me 
to my core. 

   I'm more patriotic than most of the people I know. My love 

for America is deep.  I surround myself in our culture.  Its 

history entices me. That said, the Stars and Stripes are not 

infallible and certainly have been the cause of much suffering 
around the world. Slavery, repeated violence against 

indigenous populations, and the Vietnam War are just a few 

instances where the quest for American (particularly white) 

exceptionalism led us astray. This legacy poses a problem 

for patriotism. How, as an informed American, can one be 

patriotic? How can one love the United States with all their 

heart when they know America has done terrible things?  

And especially, how can one be patriotic under a president 

whose values are inherently opposed to the those present in 

the Constitution? 

   

The truth is that it is impossible to be truly patriotic without 

acknowledging the moral issues present in American history. 

If an American's patriotism is founded on an incomplete or 

incorrect history of the United States, their love of country 

and their allegiance to its flag is based on an America that 
doesn’t exist; an America that made no mistakes and, 

therefore, did not learn from any. When calling the United 

States of America the "greatest country in the world," 

it is important to follow that assertion with an internal 

exploration of "for who?" and "when?" White Americans 

have the unique privilege of being able to drape themselves 

in a flag without acknowledging the pain people unlike them 
have experienced because of it. The history we are taught 

from a young age is sanitized, so as to not challenge the ideas 

of America that we are supposed to believe: that the United 

States is the greatest country in the world and that we have 

always done the right thing.

   As I mentioned earlier, I am very patriotic. Does that 

mean I accept this imagined national identity? It does not.  

At least, I try not to.  I believe it is possible to be patriotic 

while also acknowledging America’s flawed past. In my 
opinion, patriotism relies on celebrating the figures in 
American history that represent your values and focusing 

on what America could become with work and increased 

representation. This construction of patriotism is not limited 

to any one political ideology, but is sure to acknowledge the 

mistakes made by our country.

   Then there's President Trump. He embodies the worst 

parts of American culture- rampant individualism, greed, 

and a superiority complex that is linked to his boundless 

privilege.  He is a man who becomes more ridiculous each 

day-- constantly evoking fear, lying to the public, and 

hurting our alliances with his dangerous "America First" 

rhetoric. Trump makes it hard to love America because it 

is clear that he doesn’t. He is a threat to our democracy by 

claiming anything that contradicts the lies he spins is “fake 

news.” He ruins the dream of "what America could become" 

by stripping away rights and protections that play an integral 

part in constituting American identity. He destroys our 

nation's promise by only focusing on the already-inflated 
military budget. 

   I may have painted a grim portrait of America at this 

moment.  However, the most important part of my patriotism 

comes from the fact that I have a voice and a part to play in 

my government, as a majority of us do (this is another issue 

entirely that I cannot get into here).  Trump and Trumpism 

are temporary.  The presidency is a position of honor and an 

office that every American should have respect for, but only 
if the person sitting in that office offers the same respect to 
the American people.  Trump can try to remake the country 

in his image, but Americans should not sit still and let him 

strip away what makes America great.  By standing up for 

our shared values and vocalizing our vision for the future of 

America, we are watering the seeds of a better America.  If 

we as a country refuse to get complacent, refuse to accept the 

xenophobia, the slaughter of American institutions, and the 

continuation of a failed economic policy that has been kept 

in place for far too long, we the people can reclaim the nation 

and build a society that is fair for all.  A nation that is easy to 

take pride in. ·

Can We Reconcile 
Patriotism with 
Trumpism?

BY CONNOR MATHIS ’18
EDITORIAL FELLOW

10



WORLD

Palestinian Statehood and the 
Renaissance of American Isolationism

BY SHAHD FAHOUM ’18

The United States’ role in leading 
international political initiatives 
has defined modern politics. 

Matters of diplomacy, military action, 
and counter-terrorism are often reflective 
of the global political and economic 
climate, yet they also often rely on the 
agenda and ideology of the White House. 
   These imperatives and their incentives 
change as do administrations. President 
Barack Obama’s interpretation of 
efficient military intervention opposed 
that of the Bush administration and 
instead focused on drone strikes as a 
tool for counter-terrorism. His views 
regarding diplomacy and conflict were 
mirrored in his administration’s aloof 
relation to the Israelis, and his austere 
personal relationship with their Prime 
Minister, Benjamin Netanyahu. The end 
of the Obama administration marked the 
end of the inhospitable relations with the 
Israelis, as evidenced by Netanyahu’s 
obvious delight during his visit to 
Washington D.C. in President Donald 
Trump’s first month in office.
   The distinct fondness between President 
Trump and Prime Minister Netanyahu 
became  fiercely apparent during their 
joint press conference through mutual 
praise and constant compliments. 
The matter of the Israeli-Palestinian 
conflict was a central aspect of that press 
conference, as it has been an integral 
part of the United States’ foreign policy 
for decades. President Trump’s inability 
to understand elementary diplomatic 
concepts came to light once again 
through his dismissal of the two-state 
solution through which a Palestinian 
national existence would be globally 
recognized. 
   The question of Palestinian statehood 
was further met with comments made 
by President Trump which reflected the 
agenda of the Israeli right-wing political 
entity which blames Palestinians for 
their incitement of children to 
hate all Israelis, their refusal 
to recognise Israel as an 
independent Jewish 
state, and the need 
for Israelis and 
Palestinians 

to create a solution on their own. 
American diplomatic intervention has 
played an integral role in mediating 
Israeli-Palestinian relations since 
the Carter administration. President 
Trump’s clear bias towards Israel and his 
support for American neo-isolationism, 
evidenced by his willingness to decrease 
the degree of American diplomatic 
intervention in Israel-Palestine relations, 
threatens Palestinian statehood and the 
peace process as a whole.
   The concept of isolationism has 
followed President Trump’s foreign 
policy agenda throughout his campaign 
-- made obvious by his statements 
about his doubtful attitude towards 
NATO -- and is expected to guide his 
administration’s chaotic foreign policy 
agenda. The notion of neo-isolationism 
in the Trump era is an appalling one in 
general as it disregards the various global 
consequences of political conflict and 
economic crisis brought on by decades 
of American military and political 
intervention. Adopting a neo-isolationist 
agenda would function as a barrier in the 
face of Palestinian statehood. Ongoing 
global conflicts such as the one between 
the Palestinians and Israelis would be 
affected due to the blunt dismissal of the 
obvious relations of power that come into 
play in this matter. The unequal relations 
of power that render Israel too strong 
and Palestine at an economic 
and political disadvantage 
must be facilitated by a 
more powerful third-
party. There can 
be no direct 
negotiations 
without a 
third-

party to facilitate: Israel is a strong state 
with a relatively-stable and competitive 
economy supported by billions of dollars 
in American investments and military 
aid, and Palestine lacks both leadership 
and a sound economy. 
   When one speaks of isolationism in 
the context of Palestinian statehood, 
one favours a system of oppression and 
injustice. President Trump’s misguided 
remarks about adopting a one-state 
solution reflect a scenario of an apartheid 
state where the relations of power would 
force the Palestinians to live as second-
grade citizens and endanger their 
basic human rights. And in spite of the 
popularity of the two-state solution, the 
notion of statehood and independence 
would not bring justice if the matter 
of relations of power between the two 
parties is not solved. Isolationism 
addressed the dismissal of informed 
conflict resolution and third-
party facilitation – it is a 
threat to peace and, more 
importantly, justice. •
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Early on the morning of June 23, 2016 -- I was waking 
up in my in-law’s sloped-ceiling guestroom in Cullen, 
Scotland, a charming fishing village on the coast of 

the North Sea. The sun rises early in the summer, and light 
was filtering through the cracks around the shades in my 
room. I cursed the light, even though I knew I had to get up. 
I had interviews scheduled with members of the Scottish 
National Party (SNP) in Aberdeen, and it would take me over 
an hour to get there. I reached for my phone and noticed 
that while I’d slept I’d missed several calls and dozens of 
texts starting at 2 a.m. My heart raced as I groped for my 

glasses – something bad must have happened.  For many 
people, something catastrophic had happened. The United 
Kingdom European Union membership referendum (also 
known as Brexit) had passed, indicating that the majority of 
voters in the UK had voted to leave the EU. For many, this 
prompted an identity crisis. The EU is a symbol of peace 
and unity between European countries and cultures; its 
institutions are political innovations that look forward to a 
more interconnected future. What does it mean to turn your 
back on such an enterprise? 
   On the other hand, many celebrated the outcome, claiming 

Scotland’s Unique 
Approach to 
Immigration is 
Threatened by Brexit
BY DR. AUBREY WESTFALL
ASST. PROFESSOR OF POLITICAL 
SCIENCE, WHEATON COLLEGE

that the time had come to “take the United Kingdom back”. 
Who they thought they were taking it back from varied 
depended on whom you asked. Brussels bureaucrats? The 
Germans? David Cameron? Immigrants? Yes, yes, yes, 
and especially yes. Their argument was about nationalism, 
democracy and representation, built on claims that the EU 
didn’t represent UK citizens and their interests. Yet despite 
how they voted, people were very nervous about what was 
going to happen economically, socially and politically.
   And then there was me. While my concerns couldn’t 

compare to those who were worried about their pensions, 
their jobs, and the state of their democracy, I was thinking 
about my project. I had come to Scotland to interview 
stakeholders in the immigration debate. I was interested 
in the politics surrounding a specific migration policy that 
enabled students to remain in the country after graduation. 
   Scotland is open to immigration, and this policy represents 
the clear Scottish consensus in favor of welcoming migrants. 
Before the referendum, interviews were relaxed and 
informative, focused on the specific visa requirements and 
the debates surrounding it. While some of my interviewees 
were worried about Brexit, the academic and centrist 
political consensus was clear: Brexit was a bad idea and 
unlikely to happen. After the vote, it was impossible to talk 
about anything else. What did this mean for my work? If 
everything was going to change, was everything I learned in 
my weeks of interviews meaningless? 
   I found my project’s redemption in the clear regional 
variation in the Brexit outcome: London, Scotland, and 
Northern Ireland voted to remain by large margins, while 
Wales and England voted to leave. The implications were 
serious for Scotland, where First Minister Nicola Sturgeon 
stated that another Scottish independence referendum 
would “almost certainly” be the consequence of a Scottish 
vote to remain in the context of a UK-wide vote to leave. 
   I had come to Scotland to examine Scottish exceptionalism 
in their approach to immigration. At a time when most 
other West European nations are discussing migration as a 
liability and something to be prevented, why does Scotland 
resist this trend?  Post-Brexit, Scotland became even more 
exceptional. My research looks at the development of a policy 
personality at a particularly fascinating moment when all is 
laid bare in high-stakes politics. These days, many countries 
are going through a similar struggle where established 
identities are questioned and sometimes rejected. The 
work of the academic is to witness the process and to find 
significance in the effort: we have a lot of work to do. ·
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Is There a Snapchat Filter 
for India’s Conservative 
Outrage?
BY SHRUTI SUDARSAN ’19
EDITOR

If there is one thing I am appreciative of, it’s a good joke. 
Whether it be a simple quip to break the ice with a stranger 
or an SNL bit that mocks Kellyanne Conway’s Oval Office 

couch photo, a good laugh can make even the hardest 
situations a little more digestible. And so, you could imagine 
my delight when I noticed India, my home country, evolving 
their comedy arena to the caliber of the long-established 
comedy scene of the US and the UK. Comedy in India is 
a space that has increasingly been occupied by younger 

voices, newer ideas and more unconventional platforms like 
YouTube and Snapchat. A realm that was once occupied 
by slapstick jokes and racist/sexist/other ‘–ist’ jokes, I was 
thrilled by the emergence of a new form of comedy that 
was responsible yet light hearted, cerebral yet frivolous. 
However, with any movement that promotes change comes 
pushback to revert to the status 
quo. And so, 2016 became the 
year when India’s conservatives 
couldn’t take a joke.
   Tanmay Bhat, a Mumbai-based 
millenial comedian turned the 
country against him with a 20 
second snapchat story. Titled 
“Sachin vs Lata Civil War”, 
Bhat made use of Snapchat’s 
face swap filter to manufacture a ‘civil war’ between cricket 
player Sachin Tendulkar and singer Lata Mangeshkar. The 
‘civil war’ was a 20 second video of each idol –played by 
Bhat-- ‘dissing’ each other: “Ey, Lata you are 5000 years 
old”/ “Have you seen your face? You look like someone kept 
you in water for eight days”. Some background information: 

Sachin Tendulkar is the former captain of the Indian cricket 
team and is widely regarded as one of the best players of all 
time. Equally adulated, Lata Mangeshkar is one of the best 
known and most respected singers of the country with a 
career that has spanned over seven decades.
  What started as a silly snapchat video broadcasted to a small 
audience quickly turned wayward when the video spread like 
wildfire through Facebook. As this video grew in popularity, 
several actors and mainstream comedians tweeted out in 
opposition to the video, calling it “disgusting”, “appalling”, 
and “disrespectful” to the monumental legacy of Tendulkar 
and Mangeshkar. The Shiv Sena, a Hindu nationalist party, 
went even further to say that “sick people (like Bhat) should 
be beaten with hunters in public”. The party also lodged a 
police report against Bhat demanding his arrest. How did 
this happen? How did India, a country with the largest 
democracy in the world, a complex multi party system, a 
country with brilliant intellectuals and academics, get its 
feathers ruffled because of a 20-second snapchat video?
   To make it clear, I have no qualm against calling Bhat’s 
joke “appalling” and “disrespectful” as several actors and 
comedians had done. If these actors did not think the joke 
was funny, it was their prerogative to speak out against it, and 
as a rising comedian, Bhatt should have prepared himself 
for such pushback. However, the Shiv Sena’s violent reaction 
against the comedian is a step too far, and underscores a 
conflicting definition of “decent” between the right and the 
left; the older generation and today’s youth.
Bhatt and other like-minded comedians have admitted 
that much of their work is influenced by the quick witted, 
dry humor of Bill Burr, Louis CK, Key and Peele, and other 
US comedians. As a result, comedy in India has expanded 
to include more cerebral material: the new generation of 
comedians use humor as a tool to shed light on the country’s 
social fabric. Bhatt and his comedic accomplices have created 
a new space of comedy that celebrates desi feminism, women’s 
sexuality, trans rights, and other culturally taboo topics. This 
brand of humor mirrors much of the West’s style of activist-
comedy by ‘punching up’ to the bullies of Indian society: 

Tanmay mocks the politicians who 
believe that women “ask” to be raped 
with their short skirts, satirizes 
bureaucrats who perpetuate ideas 
of toxic masculinity, writes parody 
songs about filmmakers who create 
story arcs with regressive patriarchal 
norms, and impersonates 
families that continue to look at 
homosexuality as a sin. Albeit much 

more frivolous, Bhatt’s snapchat video “Sachin vs Lata Civil 
War” is yet another instance of his “punching-up” brand of 
humor, where he mimics two figures whose fame and legacy 
could never be tarnished by the likes of Bhatt.
   The Shiv Sena’s decision to focus its energy on attacking 
Bhatt is simply based on the party’s transient notion of “I 

13

“How did India, a country with the 
largest democracy in the world, 
a complex multi party system, a 

country with brilliant intellectuals and 
academics, get its feathers ruffled 
because of a 20-second snapchat 

video?”



WORLD
don’t like this joke, as it doesn’t fit my definition of what is 
decent”. The Shiv Sena has yet to condemn a popular figure 
for making a cross-dressing skit or for a rape joke, and can 
in fact, be accused of perpetuating this mindset in several 
of their press conferences. Yet, Bhatt’s idea of decency 
stems from elevating the voices of the marginalized through 
comedy.
   There is no doubt that these conflicting views of what 
is ‘decent’ stems from the influence of Western media in 
India’s mainstream media. As Western comedy today has 
used humor as a political tool to critique today’s political 
environment and uplift the voices of the marginalized, it 
seems like other countries like India –that are influenced 
by the West- are starting to follow suit. The conservative 
parties of India have an issue with this ‘infiltration’ as it 
undermines many of the orthodox, traditional norms that 
are pervasive in India’s social environment. The Shiv Sena’s 
violent reaction was never really about the Snapchat video; 
it was the principle behind it that angered them: Who is 
Tanmay Bhatt, unhinging the cemented values of respect by 
disrespecting his elders who have brought fame to India?
   At the end of it all, such a conflict is a testament to the 
much larger difference between the older and younger 
generations of the country. The influence of Western media 
is a new phenomenon for the country, and it’s inevitable 
that today’s urban youth will mirror their thoughts based 
on what the Bill Burrs and Melissa McCarthys are saying. 
In face of this crossroads of attitude, we must be cognizant 
of the mechanisms we use to ‘call people out’:  To call out 
Bhatt on a bad joke through Twitter may stem from our 
relativist idea of what is a ‘right’ or ‘wrong’ joke. However, 
we must not stand idle when a political party issues violent 
threats simply because the party’s feelings were ‘hurt’ by a 
20 second video. ·

world, far lower than the 2.2 needed to sustain generational 
succession, even lower than Japan and Sweden. As China 
modernized in the 1990s, people adapted their lifestyles 
and the fertility rate dropped. By lifting the one-child quota 
nationally, the state expected to see an increase in fertility 
rate, which never came. In response, the Central Committee 
of the Communist Party is using pervasive methods to 
encourage couples to have more children.
   

The News channel on China Central Television (CCTV), which 
is a major state-owned medium that people rely on for daily 
news, has hinted at the second-child issue with increasing 
frequency since the deregulation was implemented. The 
annual state-run Spring Festival Gala (again produced by 
CCTV) is also used to set the tone for public understanding 
of social policies, and thanks to the increasing awareness of 
gender roles and the spread of feminism, some people also 
realize that it has a tradition of misogyny as well. This year 
during the Spring Festival, the Gala used a skit as a reminder 
that procreation is the bedrock of family stability, featuring 
a wife who filed for divorce because she blamed herself for 
not having kids. The skit told that couples who are infertile 
should try all means necessary, like in-vitro fertilization, to 
have children, otherwise the marriage will fall apart. This 
skit has become a heated topic online, especially among the 
urban educated, who deem this message as a low move to call 
for more child births. The values of the skit are “refreshingly” 
rudimentary and don’t set up a modern model for women 
either. 
   In the past years, skits on the Gala have teased henpecked 
men, divorced women, and women who don’t fit beauty 
standards. What’s more, the show’s intolerance of people’s 
personal choices seems like an attempt to divert public 
focus from corruption, pollution and standards of living. 
Such efforts to interfere with people’s lifestyles are just one 
example of the state’s control towards life; a bolder move 
soon follows.
   “The People’s Daily,” widely regarded as the conservative 
mouthpiece of the party, suggested legalizing surrogacy. The 
article, titled “Not Having Second Child is a Real Worry,” was 
published on February 3, mere days after the propaganda-
studded Spring Gala. According to the article, the 
deregulation of One-Child policy is thwarted with infertility: 
“For the 90 million core families who fit the conditions to 
have a second child, 60 percent of the women are 35-years-
old and above, and 50 percent are 40 and above.” Several 

China’s One-Child policy is one of the best known 
state policies in family planning. But neither its 
implementation nor deregulation were choices made 

by the Chinese people. The state, or rather, the Communist 
Party of China, has constantly been trying to control – or 
at least to influence – citizen’s lives, which is most visible 
in matters related to procreation. The Communist Party of 
China’s decision to allow married couples to have a second 
child formally came into effect in 2016, generating much 
debate. However, to the surprise of many, the actual total 
fertility rate is estimated to be 1.047 births per woman in 
2015, not the officially claimed 1.6. This is the lowest in the 

“Once “the people” becomes 
“the population,” individuality 

and personal autonomy 
become meaningless.”  
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in the first place? Feeling surprised, appalled or worried, 
the people in these heated discussions haven’t touched on 
the core issue here, which is: When a conservative state 
newspaper talks about surrogacy, it’s using big news to let 
you know how serious it is on increasing fertility rate, and 
how capable it is to really make it happen. It’s sending a 
clear message that isn’t so different from the following: “Our 
birth rate is too low, now if you don’t do as I say, I’m going 
to meddle with your life even more”. The fundamental issue 
here is the state’s unremitting attempts to decide for the 
people whether to have children, when to have, how many 
to have and how to have them.
French philosopher Michel Foucault suggests that power 
permeates people’s everyday life and sets standards for 
individual behaviors. He demonstrates in The History of 
Sexuality, how power executes in terms of life is through 
monitoring, administering, intervening, fostering, rectifying 
and optimizing life, “subjecting it to precise controls and 
comprehensive regulations.” In China’s case, the Communist 
party appears like a control freak that won’t let itd people 
decide for themselves. As the embodiment of state power, 
the party asserts a series of disciplines on how to live. 
   The regulations in procreation are merely one way to testify 
its immense remit; the outspoken call for women to “return 
to family”, the use of traditional values to define gender 
roles, the core family paragon, the contested sex education 
of youngsters, and the ambiguous attitude towards LGBTQ 
people are all active endeavors to mold a pattern that will 
hopefully become the ideal for all people. Those are actions 
taken by the state to draw a framework of life, leaving some 
peripheral choices for the people and claim it is for their 
own good. 
   Once “the people” becomes “the population,” individuality 
and personal autonomy become meaningless. The state in 
a broader sense, not just China, is exerting its power in the 
most direct and blatant form by taking control over life. ·

medical experts interviewed in the article indicate that “it’s 
time” to legalize surrogacy for those who are infertile due to 
old age or illness, that “ethics shouldn’t impede technology, 
but instead should encourage development”. One expert 
also made it clear that the only way to legalize it is through 
volunteering, that the state should prevent commercialized 
surrogacy from occurring.
   The reaction to this statement so far hasn’t been positive 
on social media; bloggers and users on Weibo have criticized 
this move in various ways. Most of them condemn the “No” 
claim towards commercialized surrogacy. It is unsound 
to assume women want to volunteer in surrogacy and it 
is indeed taking objectification of women to a new level. 
Netizens exclaim that the state has never recognized 
women’s value other than reproductive capabilities. How 
exactly can the state conclude that surrogacy must be 
legalized, when the wage gap, maternity leave, severe sexism 
in college admissions, the thousands of women trafficked, 
and the policy-level discrimination against single women’s 
reproductive rights remain contentious and unresolved? In 
the context of such stark disregard of women’s rights, there 
is a deep worry from the state – that young and healthy 
couples are not having more than one child, not because the 
policy restricts them, but because of a lack of will. Either the 
state has overestimated this generation’s willingness to raise 
more kids, or it is reluctant to admit that after decades of 
urbanization and capitalization, the costs to raise a second 
kid are well beyond the income level of most young couples. 
Not to mention, there has been a change in mindset from 
the out-of-date “More kids, Greater happiness” notion that 
dominated for centuries, towards one that accommodates 
modern life and individual freedom.
   Legalization of surrogacy for the infertile may sound 
progressive of the state, but in fact, it is camouflaged concern 
for citizen’s reproductive habits. Since it’s utterly unnecessary 
and premature for our society, why was surrogacy proposed 
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How we collect data to solve a problem has a significant 
impact on the eventual policy outcome. In India, 
farmer suicides have been a disturbing phenomenon 

for the past 30 years. Farmer suicides demand a conversation 
not only about agricultural development, but also about the 
social cohesion and political mobility of rural society in a 
transitioning economy. 
   Emile Durkheim described suicide as a negative 
consequence of industrialized society. B. B. Mohanty looks 
at two districts (Amravati and Yavatmal) in Maharashtra, 
the Indian state with the highest recorded number of 
farmer suicides, to explain how the Durkheimian theory 

frames farmer suicides as the result of a “historically 
specific combination of social and economic causes”. He 
convincingly argues that suicide is a deceptively easy term 
to understand. Everyone knows what it means, but often 
the definition requires more nuance than just the taking 
of one’s life. In the case of immense external pressure, it is 
hard to distinguish suicide (a voluntary act) from murder 
(an involuntary act). 
   In India, there seems to be an urban and rural component 
to what type of suicide is regarded as socially acceptable. 
In a rural context, suicide is “the effect of social cohesion 
expressed in terms of community disapproval”, whereas in 
an urban setting it is the result of extreme dividualization, the 
ultimate lack of community. Most importantly though, this 
complexity of suicide is not reflected in the measurement of 
farmer suicides. There is little to no data about immediate 
community pressure or community perceptions of suicide. 
       India is a transitioning economy. About 850 million 
(out of 1.2 billion) people live in rural areas, and 60% of this 

population depends on agriculture. The 1990s saw a global 
emphasis on trade liberalization and the opening of India’s 
economy for the first time as an independent nation without 
British rule. This opening of the economy led to a loss of 
competitiveness for Indian farmers, especially in cotton 
production. Add to this to other neoliberal policy changes 
(declining public investment, reducing access to formal 
sources of credit and waning of agricultural research), and 
an agrarian crisis had started to develop. 
  The method of data collection, in this case by the National 
Crime Records Bureau (NCRB), frames public perception 
of problem of farmer suicides. P. Sainath writes about the 
NCRB 2014 change in the categorization of suicide data, 
making it incomparable to previous years. “Farmer” as an 
occupation category was divided into “agricultural laborers” 
and “cultivators”. Each of these individual categories 
showed a decrease in suicide rates as compared to “farmer” 
from previous years. But, the data showed a  245 percent 
increase in suicide rates in the job category “others”. There 
hasn’t been an audit of the new numbers. Farmer suicides 
are a sign of agrarian distress - a systematic problem caused 
by the changing nature of agriculture. It is not poverty 

that drives farmers to suicide, but “pauperization and 
immiseration, a distinction between actual and expected 
status”. 
   Srijit Mishra from the Indira Gandhi Research Center 
computed suicide rates looking at data from the NCRB in a 
disaggregated form to come 
to the conclusion that public policy should focus on 
livelihood enhancing strategies because even through all-
India aggregate data suggests a stable suicide rate, as soon 
as you break this down into states it is clear that suicide rates 
in the  “big” agricultural states are increasing. Moreover, 
when one considers that it is mainly small farmers who are 
entirely dependent on agriculture that commit suicide, it is 
all the more important to invest in livelihood development. 
   The conspiracy theorist in me wants to say that in the case of 
farmer suicides in India, it seems as if there is vested political 
interest in only presenting farmer suicides as an economic 
phenomenon. The 2014 change in government (Congress 
to BJP) and the subsequent emphasis on economic growth 
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BY CAROLINE COSTA ’17

Western Sahara: An 
Independence Struggle 
Forgotten by the World

Just south of Morocco, west of Algeria and Mauritania in 
northwestern Africa, there lies the disputed territory of 
the Western Sahara. This territory was a Spanish colony 

until 1976, when it was annexed by Morocco. A guerrilla war 
with the Polisario Front, a liberation group comprised of 
members of the Morrocan Sahrawi ethnic group, followed 
soon after. Western Sahara is home to a mix of cultures and 
ethnicities, including the Sahrawi ethnic group. Formerly 
a nomadic group, the Sahrawi people have been forced to 
adopt a settled lifestyle, mainly living in urban areas or 
refugee camps. For some who are born into the camps, this 
is the only life they’ve ever known. Some have relocated to 
Mauritania and Algeria, but a significant number still live in 
Western Sahara. Some of these refugee camps have existed 
for so long that they resemble small cities, with their own 
infrastructure and schools. Today, a sand berm cuts Western 
Sahara in half, a wall that runs the length of the territory 
from North to South. This is roughly 12 times the length of 
the Berlin wall. Morocco constructed this sand berm in the 
1980s, and today controls roughly 80 percent of Western 

Sahara. A heavy Moroccan security presence continues to 
exist in the region.
   Western Sahara remains a territory in limbo, physically 
divided, controlled primarily by Morocco. At present, 
much of the economy of the territory is also controlled 
by Morocco, and use of its natural resources is contested 
between Morocco and the Polisario Front. Like other 
postcolonial countries and territories, the Western Sahara 
has experienced changes in its power structure several times 
throughout its history, and continues to be pushed and 
pulled between rival factions.  
   Agency has still not been handed over to its people, and 
until Morocco and other surrounding nations, as well as the 
United Nations, recognize its independence, its people will 
continue to be denied autonomy. Granting independence 
to Western Sahara will provide hope, mobility, and better 
prospects for the Sahrawi and other groups currently living in 
refugee camps. The unnecessary division of  the country and 
its people is reason enough for the Moroccan government 
to hand control of the country over to the people of Western 
Sahara and come to a peaceful agreement with the Polisario 
Front. The right to self-determination in Western Sahara 
has been a long time coming, and only makes sense for its 
people and for the region as a whole.
   Before I traveled to Morocco, I had no idea that such a 
conflict existed in the Western Sahara. As an International 
Relations major, I find it interesting to consider what is and 
is not included in American news sources, research, and 
curriculums. Beyond the ongoing conflict in the Western 
Sahara, I think it is valuable to examine where we focus 
our attention and reflect upon where our priorities lie. Who 
is on our radar? What global events get primetime news 
coverage? Ongoing wars and humanitarian crises often lose 
our attention as issues we perceive to be more pressing come 
to our attention. I believe, however, that if we learn about 
the Berlin Wall, we should also learn about the sand berm. ·
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(like the “Make in India” campaign’s efforts to attract 
foreign investment in Indian industry) hasn’t created much 
of a political space to challenge capital-heavy industry with 
small-scale diversified farming. Without easily accessible 
multifaceted data, the topic of farmer suicides will 
continuously be lumped in with other political debates - Bt 
Cotton, GMOs, irrigation intensive farming, water scarcity - 
to name the most common. 
   A summary of the information collected in the case studies 
above demands that farmer suicide be addressed with 
economic, social, grassroots, public health based, political 
and bureaucratic solutions. I think much of the problem 
lies in the fact that agriculture, throughout India’s post 
independence history, has alway been viewed as a means 
towards some other ends.  The transfer of agricultural 
resources to the rest of the economy is seen as a positive 
and universal phenomenon by modern economic thinkers. 
Alternative livelihood development for rural, farming 
communities is a secondary concern. The Indian elite, the 
Indian government and the rest of the capitalist world see 
agriculture as simply a necessary industry to continue on 
some path of Newtonian capitalist growth. But perhaps 
reframing agricultural development as an end in and of 
itself might develop an industry that one can comfortably 
depend on. It is not so much of a paradox to be modern and 
agrarian. ·



Wikipedia Government:

Our nation’s founding hypocrisy 
is that it’s “by the people, for 
the people.” Only about half of 

Americans even wanted independence 
from Britain –  but the revolutionaries 
spoke louder. Our white, educated 
founding fathers wrote our constitution 
pretending to represent all of America. 
Their mission was to protect certain 
inalienable rights– but only for people 
like them. They intended for black people 
to remain enslaved, women to remain 
subservient and without the right to 
vote, native peoples systematically killed 
or assimilated, and the uneducated or 
poor to remain voiceless. While we’ve 
made progress since 1776, that admirable 
phrase perseveres as a fundamentally 
American delusion. Our representatives 
don’t share the same demographic, 
socioeconomic, educational make 
up as their constituents, nor do they 
share their constituents’ interests. The 
1% buy elections, define our political 
landscape, and perpetuate many of our 
country’s original unfortunate racial and 
socioeconomic inequalities. To make 
matters worse, our legislation is written 
in the arcane language which lawyers 
have continued to build on, making the 
increasingly convoluted and esoteric 
system unintelligible to laypeople.
   The internet has renewed hope for the 
possibility of direct democracy. Since our 
representatives continue to fail us, maybe 
our best hope is to fire them and give their 
jobs to computers– as has occurred in so 
many other industries. As Uber, Nest, 
and Tinder find unprecedented success 
“internet-ifying” and decentralizing 
previous industries, it seems absurd that 
no one has considered doing the same 
for our government. Wikipedia may 

happen if we abandoned our extensive 
vetting process for members of our 
government? James Suroweicki, author 
of The Wisdom of Crowds, suggests that 
perhaps we shouldn’t underestimate the 
masses. He cites Francis Galton, who 
sought to uncover the incompetencies 
of the average voter by collecting and 
analyzing 787 amateur guesses at the 
weight of an ox. While uneducated 
individual guesses varied immensely, 
the mean was almost exactly right: 
the ox weighed 1,197 lbs, compared 
to an average guess of 1,198. Galton 
was so impressed by this finding that 
he ultimately admitted “the result 
seems credible to the trustworthiness 

our legislation is written and voted on by 
the crowd– by people, for people.   This 
would be more responsive to rapidly 
changing public demographics and 
opinions, more accurate in representing 
people’s views, give all people equal stake 
and say, take power out of the hands of 
the very wealthy and very educated, and 
make legislation more legible and more 
accessible. 

Since our representatives 
continue to fail us, maybe our 
best hope is to fire them and 
give their jobs to computers.

Continued on page 20

serve as the most applicable example 
of this useful decentralization, having 
become the most popular reference in the 
world. Dispersing power to many people, 
rather than just a small number of 
authors and editors –as with traditional 
encyclopedias– allows Wikipedia to be 
much bigger and more responsive to new 
information. 
  Furthermore, it empowers a much 
broader range of people to contribute so 
that no single authority can monopolize 
truth telling. That model of dispersing 
organizational power, which continues 
to transform myriad industries and 
institutions, could be just as effective in 
government– although it certainly would 
have challenges.
   For example, some people still think 
that laypeople are undeserving of power. 
Uneducated, potentially disinterested, 
irrational: what terrible things would 

BY LIAM GRACE-FLOOD ’17

of a democratic judgement.” Similarly, 
contestants on “Who Wants to be a 
Millionaire,” can, when faced with a 
question they don’t know, either phone 
a friend who they’ve previously identified 
as a smart, knowledgable person, or 
poll the audience. While most people 
would expect the experts to outperform 
the crowd, such experts only answered 
correctly 65% of the time, compared to 
an incredible 91% correct crowd. In both 
these examples, diverse groups of people 
outperform even the smartest individuals 
in almost every way– so long as there’s a 
suitable system to aggregate opinions. 
   And that’s exactly what the internet offers: 
a great way to aggregate people’s ideas. 
Instead of entrusting our government to 
those few smart people we think will know 
the answers, we should instead establish 
a wikipedia government, in which all of 

The Internet’s
Potential to Renew and 
Improve Our Democracy

”
“
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It is widely known that gender roles can influence and 
shape behaviors as well as experiences, to the extent 
that we may be performing them subconsciously during 

our most basic reaction: fear. Understanding differences 
between how men and women experience fear, can give 
us insight into the effect of societal gender roles and how 
these gender roles shape even our most primal behaviors. A 
study conducted in the late 80s tested how women and men 
reacted and perceived each other when viewing horror films. 
The study concluded that men who were rated as “macho” 
by women were perceived to be less scared than their 
actual self-reported fear. Women who were perceived as 
submissive were rated more scared than they self reported. 
The study also found that women reported themselves as 
more fearful when in the presence of a “macho” male than 
in other company while men rated themselves less scared 
in the company of submissive females. The results imply 
that gender performance may be responsible for the divide 
between men and women and their experiences with fear.  
In light of those intriguing results, I began an experiment to 
modernize those past studies on gender performances and 
horror film viewing to test the role of gender performance. 
A few Wheaton psychology students and I designed an 
experiment in a modern day, liberal setting and based on 
previous research, we hypothesized that a female will be 
more fearful when in the presence of a male than in the 
presence of another female. We hypothesized that a female 

The Impact of Gender 
Socialization in Reactions 
to Horror Movies

BY HALEY KNIGHT ’17

will also perceive a male counterpart to be less afraid than a 
female counterpart.
   Participants were randomly assigned to either a female-
female group or to a female-male group. Groups were asked 
to view a two and a half minute horror clip with the partner 
they were assigned. Immediately after the clip participants 
were asked to fill out a brief survey assessing their own fear 
and their perception of their partners fear and results were 
compiled and analyzed. 
   The results partially supported our hypothesis. We 
concluded that a female in the presence of a male did not 
have a higher fear response than when in the presence of 
another female. However, females in the presence of a 
male did perceive the male partner to be less afraid than a 
female partner. Convenience sampling, small sample size, 
self-reporting, and clip selection are factors that could have 
adversely affected our results, but this preliminary success 
demands further study. Future inquiry should focus on 
physiological responses to fear and compare them to the 
self-reported results. More should be done to understand 
the male perspective as well. The best way to gain applicable 
results would be to use a BOLD fMRI (blood oxygen level 
dependent functional magnetic resonance imaging), which 
is imagining software that allows researchers to determine 
which areas of the brain are most active by measuring 
blood flow to those regions. Using this technology during 
movie viewings would give insight to neurological gender 
differences in horror film viewing. However, even with 
basic surveying, it’s clear that there is a strong relationship 
between fear and the gender binary. •

Cancer, Part One: History

Cancer: a disease that has impacted the lives of nearly 
every human being for centuries in some shape or 
form. Whether we have faced it ourselves, supported 

loved ones, or reminisced about our ancestors’ encounters, 
it has maintained a constant presence. But just how long has 
this illness truly plagued our existence?  The earliest known 
written record dates back to 3000 BC, during the era of the 
Egyptian people. Descriptions of this disease, among others, 
were discovered in an ancient Egyptian textbook titled the 
Edwin Smith Papyrus. The text offered surgical procedures 
and treatments for 48 traumatic cases, including injuries 
to the head and spine, non-cancerous tumors of the breast, 
wounds, and fractures. Unfortunately, cancer, though not 
so-named at the time, received no such information. The 

BY GENEVIEVE SPIESS ’17
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T
he electoral college, for example, gives voters in some states almost 5 times as much voting 
power as others. Voter ID laws, racist gerrymandering, and the prison industrial complex 
decimate minority voting power. Just as everyone is given a SS number in the US, everyone 

could receive a username and password to this wiki-legislation where they could propose and vote 
on legislative changes to finally achieve equality in voting power and representation in legislation.
   Despite potential security concerns and the possibility of  appropriation by people of  means 
who could adapt this system to suit their interests, there is still an radical potential for positive 
change in implementing such a system. With all the recent scholarship supporting such transitions 
in other sectors, hard evidence of  such decentralized structures’ efficiency in business, and their 
clear potential to renew our democracy, why isn’t anyone talking about implementing these models 
in government?
   It’s the same reason government websites look like they were made in the 90s and function so 
horribly: the government is l argely run by old people. It’s time for the youth to build a democratic 
system in their native media: online. So, I propose a simple model extended from wikipedia: one 
where anyone can suggest a change, but instead of  having to be approved by a small number of  
moderators, it must be up-voted by a quorum of  people. Different changes might need different 
numbers or proportions of  votes– and all those meta-rules could also be decided democratically.
   This is entirely feasible technologically, but less feasible politically. I bring these ideas to publication 
not to suggest that I have a fully-developed model, but only to spark thought that could leave to more 
democratic discussions on the possibility. As our political content and media become progressively 
more concerning and chaotic,  let’s turn away from trying to identify one person we think can fix 
things, to instead welcome a   much broader and more representative conversation. We’re in a better 
position than ever to uplift th e good intentions of  our founding fathers.

So let’s.

Continued from page 18
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text simply states, “There is no treament.”
   For centuries following, this was the final verdict. No 
one could understand what cancer was or how to impede 
its growth and there were no leads for possible treatments. 
Ancient physicians only learned to diagnose the disease 
based on symptoms of fatigue, extreme weight loss, fever, 
and tumor growth. The futility expressed in Edwin Smith 
Papyrus persevered: it was simply deemed fatal. It was not 
until the middle of the eighteenth century that John Hunter, 
a famous Scottish surgeon, discovered that some forms 
of cancer could be treated with surgical removal. In the 
nineteenth century, scientist  Rudolf Virchow, known as the 
founder of cellular pathology, introduced a new mechanism 
of studying cancerous tissues using a microscope. 
   Over time, other scientists emerged and offered their time 
and energy to the cause, and in doing so, slowly began to peel 
back the layers that shrouded this monstrous disease. One of 
the most influential contributors surfaced in the late 1940s. 
Often referred to as the father of modern chemotherapy, 
Dr. Sidney Farber made groundbreaking discoveries in his 
efforts to find a cure. For example, in a study conducted in 
1947, Farber administered folic acid inhibitors to sixteen 
children suffering from leukemia. Although the patients 
were not fully cured, ten of the sixteen reached temporary 
remissions. In the same way the nation raced to the moon, 
this first trial inspired a nation-wide race for the cure, leading 
many to believe a remedy would be discovered within a few 
years. 
   Through all of the research and trials conducted in the 
decades following, oncologists quickly discovered one very 
important factor; cancer is not one disease, but rather a 
family of different types. These various forms are alike in the 
ways that they attack the normal functioning of the body. 
Each cancer forms when cells in the body are mutated and 
begins to proliferate out of control 
and crowd out normal, healthy cells. 
However, the cancers differ with their 
location within the body, with the 
rates at which they spread and grow, 
and with their inconsistent response 
to treatments. Although this factor has 
prevented researchers from producing 
one single treatment option, it has led 
to the finding of many others.  
   Patients at this day in age are cared for by a range of 
treatments, which include surgery, hormone therapy, 
radiation, chemotherapy, immunotherapy, and targeted 
therapy. Some of these techniques work by targeting the 
pathways that control the growth of cancer cells, while 
others aim to kill off cells growing at the fastest rate. 
   Unfortunately, today, seven decades after Farber’s 
promising first trial, researchers and oncologists have yet 
to discover an overall “cure,” though the question remains, 
is a cure truly possible? With so many different forms in 
existence, it is easy for anyone to feel disheartened. Yet the 
history of cancer and our constant fight against it cofirms that 

every study conducted, procedure performed, or life saved 
brings humanity one step closer to solving the mystery. •

“Cancer is not one 
disease, but rather 
a family of different 

types.”

Cancer, Part Two: 
Evolution

BY RAYMOND ZHANG ’17

Largely started by Darwin, the Theory of Evolution has 
withstood critique and skepticism from the scientific 
community for well over a century, with researchers 

worldwide closely analyzing the legitimacy of data and 
evidence, and has since become widely accepted as fact by 
biological scientists. In essence, evolution, taking place over 
millions of years, works to help species and organisms adapt 
and thrive in their environments.
  On a more molecular level, evolution results from random 
changes in DNA, resulting in organisms with unique 
characteristics. Individuals with traits more fit for survival 
pass on their genes, slowly changing the population as a 
whole. Due to the low rate of DNA mutations, these changes 
happen on the scale of millennia. Thus, no one organism 
could observe the effects of this “natural selection” over the 
course of a single lifetime.
   Cancer undergoes evolution, too, but exponentially faster. 
This ability to adapt so rapidly to their environment come 
from a few reasons: Firstly,  cancer cells divide quickly, on 
the order of doubling roughly every day, much more quickly 
than the reproduction of complex organisms, who may have 
anywhere from a few years to a few decades between each 
reproductive generation. Second, cancer growth is a messy 

process. Complex organisms require 
the precise replication of DNA, but 
cancer ignores DNA proofreading 
mechanisms, allowing it to multiply 
quickly and efficiently, at the cost of 
high genetic instability but also greater 
genetic variation, which is the basis 
upon which evolution works. Third,  
treating  cancer drives evolution 
forward. When oncologists attempt to 

cure a cancer—whether through chemotherapy, radiation, or 
other treatments—they are, in effect, selecting for the fittest 
cancer cells. Those cells that have have naturally developed 
resistances, the fittest, are the ones to survive, spreading, 
or relapsing, into a new cancer with a greater immunity to 
therapy and a stronger potential for malignancy.
   Despite the decades of research dedicated to finding a cure, 
the disease’s ability to adapt to even the most cutting edge 
therapies seems limitless. Stronger and more toxic drugs 
seem only able to do so much in preventing patient relapse, 
before they eventually kill the people being treated.    
   Since the medical field seems powerless in conquering 
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cancer through traditional means of eradication, alternative 
strategies may become necessary. These strategies would 
have to overcome or even completely bypass the inherent 
adaptability of cancer cells.
   Perhaps one alternative, 
which recently has begun 
to gain popularity, is to 
control the disease, not to 
kill it. Instead of curing 
cancer by eradicating it 
from the body, these new 
drugs would target cancer’s 
ability to divide and spread. 
By preventing division, the 
cancer’s adaptability is also 
substantially inhibited. 
Especially with aggressive 
forms of the disease, 
controlling tumor size 
may be the best solution 
to extending patient life 
expectancy. 
   Finally, as with most illnesses, prevention is still the 
most effective measure against cancer. In recent years, 
studies have shown that diet and lifestyle are key factors 
in disease development. Additionally, certain vaccines 
or pharmaceuticals, most of which are still in trials, have 
demonstrated preventative effects. For example, the HPV 
vaccine is effective in reducing the risk of developing cervical 
cancer. Scientists are continuing to learn more about how 
different forms of cancer arise, and physicians will work to 
narrow down how to prevent cancers.
   Great strides have been made in treatment over the 
past century, but curing cancer may not be what clinicians 
originally expected. Though there is no definite answer for 
when we will find the cure for cancer, an extensive amount 
of resources, time, and effort are being spent to achieve this 
collective goal. ●

At around the two-third mark of his debate with Ted 
Cruz about the Affordable Care Act, Sen. Bernie 
Sanders said something important that cuts to the 

heart of the health care debate: “We need tens of thousands of 
more doctors in this country.” He followed up by describing 
the lack of medical care in the urban and rural areas where it 
is most necessary, and proposed a solution to meet this need: 
to increase government programs that subsidize the cost of 

medical school, in return for service in underserved areas. 
Fulfilling the needs of both doctor and community, this is a 
hugely important program -- but it is not a complete solution 
in creating the tens of thousands of doctors we need. 

   Doctors come from all sorts 
of backgrounds. Many come 
from upper-class families and 
graduate from medical school 
with few debts, while others 
pay for school with loans or 
government assistance, or 
both. The  largest commonality, 
however, is that every doctor 
was a STEM student. Medicine 
is invariably practiced by 
those who likely had access to 
the quality science education 
required for admittance into 
medical school. And therein 
lies the problem: the root of 
America’s doctor vacuum isn’t 

just that medical school is expensive, it’s that American 
students do not have the benefit of a quality STEM 
education. This is not likely to improve under a White House 
administration that makes a virtue of willful ignorance, nor 
under Education Secretary DeVos, who has proved incapable 
of understanding the complex, intersectional issues that 
frame access to quality education.
   In addition, contrary to the empty promises upon which 
President Trump  coasted to power, coal is not coming 
back, and neither are a lot of the factory jobs which much 
of America’s working class held. Technology, not bad trade 
deals or immigrants, is transforming those jobs. If America 
truly wants to prepare for the future rather than the 1960s, 
it is time we wholeheartedly invest in STEM education and 
scientific literacy. To do so would mean an investment into 
the public schools 91% of our students attend, more focus 
on science-based entertainment and celebrity, and increased 
visibility of scientists and their discoveries. It’s been nearly 
two decades since Bill Nye was inspiring the kids on PBS, yet 
few figures have been able to fill the void he left. 
   We, as a country, seem to have it out for STEM education. 
The United States, according to  recent statistics, is 24th in 
the world in Science and 39th in the world in math. When 
about 40% of our population has up to a High School diploma 
or equivalent, and stay at such a low level in the world in 
these scores, how can we expect to keep up with the rest 
of the world, develop solutions to the problems we face, or 
understand the science-based issues our nation is struggling 
through? Our solution for our consistently middling scores 
in such categories is the placement of Betsy Devos, without 
even PTA experience in a public school, in charge of all 
public schools in the nation. While her secretaryship is still 
in its infant stages, her educational platform has called for 
increased funding for and special treatment of religious 
schools with notoriously poor STEM education, making me 
wary of our potential to improve in the rankings.

STEM Education is the 
Biggest Issue Facing This 
Country

BY GAVI COHN ’17
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   An ability to recognize and understand the modern 
theories that describe the operation of our world is not 
optional anymore. Unfortunately, it seems scientific interest 
is limited to the few times a year there is a story sensational 
enough to draw facebook clicks. One thing is certain though, 
the only way to create more doctors, lower health care costs, 
and end the healthcare debate is to invest in STEM education 
and inspire young people to begin the arduous path towards 
an MD. Only then, can we have the “tens of thousands of 
new doctors we need,” able to take advantage of programs 
lowering the cost of such an education. •

Today, glaring gender inequality is a given. Most 
people perceive that men and women occupy different 
social roles, and reassuringly, many understand this 

inequality as a problem. But, we rarely discuss why these 
divisions exist, and what minimal space we do dedicate to 
answering this question is often unnuanced and simplistic. 
   The obvious (and problematic) answer is that early humans 
were organized into social roles by the unique capabilities of 
their differently-abled bodies. Females, for example, were 
singularly capable of fostering life, making them mothers, 
while males were strong and fast, making them hunters and 
protectors. In this understanding, “gender” -- the distinct 
expectations for differently sexed bodies, and the enactment 
of those expectations -- arises only 
after this initial physical organization 
has taken place, and bodies designated 
male or female are accorded different 
social responsibilities that are then 
performed and entrenched over 
time. We acknowledge that those 
roles have evolved as have human 
societies complexified, but the 
fundamental separation of men and 
women, founded in their biological 
differences, persists. In short: sex 
first, then gender. 
     In this mode of thinking, biological sex is immutable, 
fixed, and most importantly, politically neutral. This seems 
intuitive, because to us, our bodies are. And to an extent 
this is true: our bodies as material facts are given. They 
cannot be constructed. Biological sex, however, is a human 
interpretation of these material facts, and often these 
interpretations will reflect the social realities in which we, as 
humans, are conditioned. We should be careful to posit them 

as objective, because social structures can efface themselves 
as objective scientific truths, effectively cloistering them 
from criticism. Think of eugenics.
   Those who are intersex, for example, continue to be treated 
in medical and social discourse with panic and disgust. 

Gender-atypical infants are subjected to treatment plans that 
emphasize normalizing them via gender reassignment and 
early genital surgery to “fix” their atypical genitalia, which 
medical anthropologist Katrina Karkazis notes has in some 
cases “caused irrevocable harm”. This compulsion within 
medical communities to place atypical bodies into distinct 
sex categories -- when their bodies are proof that such rigid 
categories do not exist -- reflects the influence of gender 
in biological sex. Intersexuality is construed as problem, 
not just socially, but medically -- because we discuss it in 
the context of a gender-sex system where sex gives rise to 
performative gender. When biological sex is unclear, no 
gender can be derived. In the vacuum of a gender, we impose 

one, perhaps based on phenotypical 
appearance, sexual desire, or behavior, 
and in so doing, assign the sex to match. 
Gender first, then sex.
   This begs the question, what comprises 
sex? What exactly, leads to the medical 
determination of male and female, or 
if neither, intersex? As intersexuality 
has become increasingly visible, many 
(western) models have arisen to answer 
this question, a process which has 
occurred concurrently with dramatic 

shifts in public opinion, particularly on gender roles and 
homosexuality. The second half of the nineteenth century, 
for example, saw the emergence of a taxonomy exclusively 
based on the analysis of gonadal tissue, where a person’s 
‘true sex’ was determined by the presence of ovaries or testes, 
rather than external genitalia or phenotypical appearance. 
This system distinguished between ‘true hermaphroditism’, 
where an individual possessed both ovaries and testes, and 
‘pseudohermaphroditism’, where a person’s gonadal tissue 

Like Gender, Biological Sex 
Also Exists on a Spectrum

BY PIA PARSI-MARCOUX ’19
EDITOR

“When biological sex 
is unclear, no gender 
can be derived. In the 
vacuum of gender, we 

impose one.”
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conflicted with their external sex. The gonadal model was 
popular, arguably because it reinforced the binarization of 
sex in a time when gender roles were increasingly in flux. 
 Still, it posed obvious problems. Some women, for 
example, had testes but otherwise appeared female. It was 
impractical for these women to live as men, and even more 
socially untenable for true hermaphrodites to live as neither 
gender. Furthermore, because the sexual desire of intersex 
people often conflicted with their true gonadal sex, it was 
of increasing concern that sex assignment according to 
true sex might, so to speak, create homosexuals. It became 
necessary that clinicians incorporate social realities into 
sex assignment, to avoid the impractical and undesirable. 
That sex identity is influenced by the sex of rearing (i.e., the 
sex the child is raised as), gender identity, sexual desire, 
phenotype, and so forth, indicates that it is not as immutable 
as we sometimes think. •

For Further Reading:  “Fixing Sex: Intersex, Medical 
Authority, and Lived Experience” by Katrina Karkazis.

The surface of Europa, a moon of Jupiter, is totally 
ice. Under this ice, there is evidence of a salty ocean 
which might support life. This summer, I, along with 

Professors Jason Goodman and Geoff Collins of Wheaton 
College investigated the dynamics along the ice-water 
interface on the bottom of this ice shell. Understanding how 
this boundary behaves can help us determine what’s going 
on throughout Europa’s ocean. Imagine a cup of hot soup: 
if you let it stagnate, it separates, but stirring distributes the 
broth and chunks consistently. Understanding what is going 
on in the ocean is useful not only regarding potential life, 
but also in understanding magnetic fields around Europa, or 
even gravitational interactions with its neighbors.
   The model we designed has parameters that mostly 
depend on temperature, which varies in the ice shelf linearly 
from -280 F on the outer surface to 32 F along the ice-water 
interface. Parameters like viscosity, density, and specific 
heat have a very sensitive relationship to how cool the ice 
is. The viscosity and several other temperature and pressure 
dependent parameters are then used to figure out how fast 
the ice is flowing, both from melting and glacier-like flow. 
All of these parameters change over time and with respect to 
one another, making this problem especially tricky.

   One element we focused on was whether or not the ice-
water interface is smooth. We asked: could ice mountains 
form over spots that are cool? Would the ice sheet be melted 
by locally warm water?  We decided to try to prove or 
disprove the existence of these mountains or melted pits by 

making a model which had a pit, then we would fiddle with 
parameters to see if ice flow could fill in this pit with nearby 
ice. We wanted to answer questions to help us understand 
the big picture of what’s going on all over Europa:  How fast 
can ice flow to fight against melting? How long does it take 
to fill in a pit half the thickness of the ice shelf? Is the ice-
water interface flat? What happens if we make an region of 
the water really hot?
        What we found was that any local inconsistencies would 
get flattened out very quickly. A pit half the depth of the ice 
shell could be totally flattened in less than 1000 years. It 
also turned out that areas with locally warm water could not 
cause significant melting. These results imply that ice flow is 
a very important factor in the evolution of Europa. According 
to this model, the ‘stirred soup’ model of Europa’s ocean is 
more likely than the stagnant boundary, which hints that life 
could theoretically exist in the Europa ocean; if the nutrients 
circulate throughout the ocean then life can thrive on them, 
but if nutrients accumulate along the ice then nothing will be 
able to live off it.
   Although we are still fine tuning some of the physics in the 
model, we are able to conclude that ice flow is going on along 
the ice-water interface, and could play a major role in the 
ocean dynamics. This is very exciting to people in the field 
of astrobiology since Europa is really one of the most likely 
places in the solar system to have life; everywhere on Earth 
we have water we have life. NASA aims to send a space probe 
there in 2020 which will give the most detailed photographs 
and data yet. However we will make no landing. This past 
December I was able to miss finals week to present my 
research at the 2016 American Geophysical Union in San 
Francisco, along with over 25,000 other earth scientists . •

Ice, Ice, Baby: A Hot 
Summer Spent Studying an 
Icy World

BY BEN CUTLER ’17
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   Quick survey: if I were to approach you and ask if mayonnaise 
was an instrument, would you have a response ready? Chances 
are you would, at least I’d hope so. Nevertheless, I’d likely still 
take that leap in future interactions—after all, even if you didn’t 
watch “SpongeBob Squarepants” as a kid, I’d bet that the image 
of Patrick dopily raising his hand in band rehearsal has likely 
graced your Facebook or Twitter feed at one point or another.
   Pop culture has a tendency to be generational; that is, the 
books, movies, and television that kids consume while they’re 
young are formative in shaping their interactions with other 
people their age. The proof of that influence exists not only in 
everyday conversations rife with childhood references, but also 
through constant reminders on social media. That’s right, it 
turns out that every “only ‘90s kids will remember” post has a 
broader purpose than just making us laugh—they all reinforce 
a cultural bond. 
   Evidence of our generation’s facility with childhood-related 
references derives from one of our most easily exchangeable 
cultural commodities: memes. Just look at the Mr. Krabs meme 
as an example; the blurry screencap of this familiar character 
looking wildly over his shoulder always conveys a sense of being 
caught off-guard by a sudden realization. When we apply this 
screencap to situations that our generation deals with in our 
everyday lives--such as, “when you turn in an exam and your 
classmates start talking and none of your answers match”--we 
in turn engage with multiple layers of reference. That is, we 
not only relate to this character that we know all too well from 
our childhood, but we also relate to the general feeling that the 
screencap is supposed to evoke, as well as to the specific feeling 
the caption presents us with. As a result, sharing this meme 
and others like it unifies us through a number of common 
experiences, which in turn is the function of nostalgia itself: 
community building through age-specific references.
   In a world where nostalgia is increasingly commoditized, it’s 
interesting to reflect on the value of our knee-jerk instinct to 
reminisce. Why exactly do we quote “SpongeBob” so much? I 
propose that it’s an age-dependent secret language; that is, we 

assume that most people our age watched the show when they 
were younger and therefore are in on the joke, so it feels safe 
for us to let those obscure references fly when we talk, text, or 
post amongst ourselves. In turn, generation-specific cultural 
codes are a mechanism of independence. After all, sharing these 
references with the added facility of the Internet is a powerful 
way to assert oneself as a separate entity than one’s parents or 
grandparents, since older generations don’t tend to gravitate as 
easily toward newer technologies. 
   It follows, then, that this function of independence works 
in reverse for generations besides our own. The exchange of 
nostalgic commodities continue to thrive for those who grew 
up in earlier decades, decades before the complexities of the 
Internet and its younger-skewing appropriators. Evidence of 
these exchanges manifest in more physical spaces than the 
Internet, like in nostalgia shops, where one can purchase toys, 
comics, and collectibles that date back as far as the 1950s. One 
local shop is appropriately titled “The Time Capsule”, a name 
which emphasizes the preservation of older pop cultural artifacts 
that otherwise would be replaced by newer brands. Overall, the 
literal exchanges--being the buying and selling of goods--that 
take place within these shops are powered by an absence of the 
new; in other words, our parents’ and grandparents’ nostalgia 
derives from a sense of wistfulness for “simpler times”, where 
the simplicity of childhood itself is paralleled by the simplicity 
of methods of cultural exchange. 
   Detailing these different exchanges of nostalgic commodities 
is not to promote divisions between generations. We can enjoy 
and reference media from generations besides our own, and 
older generations are capable of using technology to build 
community. Rather, this article is just to remark upon certain 
tendencies of cultural exchange among specific age groups. In 
addition, technology (or the absence of it) is just one example 
of how age-specific communities manifest themselves in the 
everyday. From spreads of laptop stickers to wardrobes full of 
the graphic-driven culture we all find ourselves in today. •

CULTURE

The Spongebob Network: How 
Nostalgia Can Socialize a Generation
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Don’t Tell Me To Calm Down:
The False, Gendered Dichotomy of Logic and Emotion

BY AUDREY DUBOIS ’17
EDITORIAL FELLOW

The convention of separating 

logic from emotion has been 

passed down through the history 

of philosophy, but it’s about time 

we admitted that the two are more 

closely intertwined than traditionalist 

philosophers are willing to admit. 

   The stoics of Ancient Greece 

endorsed a separation of reason and 

emotion. To them, the only problems 

worth considering were of rational 

value rather than their subjective 

sentimental attachment. They revered 

and abided by the nebulous concept of 

Logos (logic), which only allowed the 

study of empirical matters. This idea 

has persevered in the thousand-

year tradition of philosophy, 

passed down from generation 

to generation, much like an 

heirloom armchair that stopped 

beingcomfortable years ago. 

Cartesian skepticism discouraged 

reliance on feeling, for only 

what one knows objectively is 

real. Empiricists like Locke and 

Hume believed that only tangible 

evidence, like x or x, could be 
accepted as truth. Emotional 

attachments can neither be proved 

nor disproved, so they are “lesser” 

– undeserving of a spot on the lofty, 

coveted pedestal of Logic. 

   What was intended to be applied 
solely to metaphysics and ontology has 

unfortunately spread like ideological 

mold into the sphere of sociopolitical 

philosophy. Reason and emotion are 

believed to be intrinsically separable. 

All logical arguments take place in 

an abstract world, independent of 

subjective thought, where the only 

things that matter are validity and 

substantiated truth. In the real world, 

these arguments are affected by rage; 
by despair; by instinctual discomfort; 

by love. As a philosopher, I was taught 

that the only acceptable premises in 

true logical arguments are those that 

are completely divorced from feeling. 

Up until recently, I was unwilling to 

admit that emotion might have a place 

in argument. What reason dictates is 
the “best” choice (through induction, 

deduction, utilitarianism, what-have-

you) may not be the best for the well-

being of the decision-maker. 

   

Problematically, logic is unfairly 

masculinized. By contrast, women 
are historically associated with strong 

passion, and their emotion makes 

them unfit for scholarly thought. They 
are too motherly, too nurturing, too 

forgiving for critical thinking. This, too, 

goes back to Ancient Greece: Aristotle 

claimed that women were “inferior” to 

men and that they are “more jealous, 

more querulous, […] more easily moved 

to tears.” This attitude has manifested 

itself as centuries of systematic neglect 

and trivialization of women’s lived 
experiences. For example, according 
to nineteenth century doctors, women 

were prone to “hysteria,” rendering 

them too irrational to own property, 

pursue careers, or become educated. 

Women’s health problems are 
chronically underestimated because 

of the perceived overreactions. Men, 

contrastively, have a monopoly on 

trustworthiness, which translates to 

the power to decide who is right and 

wrong. This kind of power dynamic 

still shows up in assault cases, where 

the supposedly objective evidence of 

a rape kit undermines a woman’s 

word. We say objectivity is 
truth, but who decides the truth 

about someone’s feelings and 

experiences? Pitting emotion 
against truth creates a false 

dichotomy. 

   Often emotionality is used to 

not just minimize an argument, 
but to declare it completely 

invalid. I have seen arguments 

dismissed with “you don’t need to 

sound so angry;” “no need for harsh 

language,” “you need to calm down.” 

None of these addresses the argument 

itself, only the manner in which it 

is presented. “Emotional” is a more 

palatable rhetorical alternative to what 

might otherwise be called “not worth 

listening to”. Philosophy has long 

discredited emotional attachment as a 

weakness, but perhaps a little empathy 

is exactly what philosophy needs to 
move on beyond Ancient Greece. 

Anger and fear and joy and sadness 

can be legitimate reasons for taking 

action, and their presence does not 

compromise an argument or position. 

Emotion and logic are not mutually 

exclusive. Don’t tell me to calm down. ·
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Past scholarship has defined canonical works of art and 
literature as being able to withstand the test of time. 
This assumption is not true. According to Sela-Sheffy, 

in the cultural impact of canon debate in recent years, the 
theoretical conception of the canon still seems to be limited 
in terms of “the scope of problematization it incites as a 
working hypothesis for research into processes of canon 
formation.” I firmly agree with scholar Jane Tompkins, 
who argues that the focus of canon formation should rather 
be placed on the cultural values of who is authorized to 
determine its formation.
   Thus, it is vital to examine the ideological forces operating 
on those who authorize works in the canon; how they 
determine the way the world is or should be, as reflected in 
literature and in the works of art they place in it. As Tompkins 
argues, literary works are “placed” into the western canon 
not simply because they honor and mirror our deepest and 
most profound universal values, but rather because they 
embody the cultural values of those who determine their 
position in the canon. Therefore, analyzing and discussing 
who and what places works in the canon leads to a more 
productive examination of the canon itself. 
   While works in the canon are held as high culture, we – as 
students and critics of culture; popular, high, middlebrow, 
and everything in between – have the ability to challenge the 
canon at its core. By this I mean if we can be persuaded by an 

CULTURE
“I Love You!!”: 
Exploring Notions of Celebrity, 
Fanship and Our Collective 
Parasociality

BY CHRISTINA SMITH ’19
EDITORIAL FELLOW

If you’re a fan of the comedian Bo Burnham, then you 
pretty much know what to expect when watching his 
standup—that is, you never really know what to expect. 

Take, for example, a blink-and-you-miss-it interaction from 
one of his recent comedy specials, what.: a momentary lull 
between one rapid-fire joke and another prompts a fan in 
the audience to shout, “I love you!” Without missing a beat, 
Burnham makes eye contact with the fan, he up on stage, 
she below in one of the first few rows, and replies, “You love 
me, that’s nice. You [actually] love the idea of me…it’s called 
a parasocial relationship. It goes one way and it’s ultimately 
destructive, but please, keep buying all my shit forever.”
   While Burnham’s statement was indeed humorous given 
its context, it is interesting to note how what he said can 
ring true (like much of his comedy). Given the current 
state of celebrity culture, a great number of people partake 
in parasocial relationships, defined by Findapsychologist.
org as “one-sided relationships, where one person extends 
emotional energy, interest and time, and the other party, 
the persona, is [usually] unaware of the other’s existence.” 
From this definition, it isn’t a stretch to conclude that, when 
taken to extremes, loving celebrities as a kind of idolatry 
can be unhealthy for both parties involved, that is, for both 
celebrity and fan. 
   In terms of the celebrity, they must handle a consistently 
less complex image of their humanity, for what their fans are 
so enamored with, ultimately, is a persona. Yes, perhaps that 
persona is rooted in truth; fun anecdotes told on late-night 
television and relatable posts on social media can certainly 
retain consistency and verity. But nevertheless, even 
with the greater chances for connection facilitated by the 
Internet, celebrities understandably tend not to reveal every 
detail of their real lives with the world. Even YouTube stars, 
whose personal lives are their brand, don’t necessarily tell 
all, and that can cause some problems. Just look at Colleen 
Ballinger, who, after about five years of posting happy and 
carefree videos featuring her boyfriend, then fiancé, and 
now husband, recently announced her plans for a divorce—a 
surprising twist for her 4 million-plus devotees. Now, 
Ballinger has to contend with cascades of public backlash 
over a private choice, since the majority of her viewers are 
younger. As she acknowledged herself, “[they] looked up to 
[her] love” as a model for what a healthy relationship should 
be.
   In turn, celebrity idolatry can be even more damaging for 

Good Art, For Whom?: 
A Critical Examination Of 
Canon Formation

BY AUDREY SPINA ’17

fans, since the particularly enamored must cope with a love 
that is almost certainly unrequitable. The hours, even days, 
that some spend tweeting their favorite stars—desperate 
cries of “notice me!” and “I love you!”—will likely go 
unacknowledged. And that can be devastating. Ultimately, 
this fannish love not only has the power to damage one’s 
expectations of more meaningful relationships, but it also 
can be devastating for one’s own self-esteem. After all, how 
must it feel to consistently compare oneself to an idea? How 
must it feel to consistently call into a void, praying for an 
answer from the one person you admire most, and receive 
little to no acknowledgement in return? 
    A quick caveat to conclude: there is absolutely nothing 
wrong with admiring celebrities. In fact, if you’ve ever 
met me, you’d know just how invested I can get towards 
my favorite stars. However, there comes a point when this 
relationship we all have with those we admire becomes 
harmful, even toxic. In the end, it is of growing importance 
that we learn to tell the difference between loving a person, 
and, as Burnham joked, loving the idea of them. ·
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It’s Just a Joke: 
Humor That’s for Everyone

BY AUDREY DUBOIS ’17
EDITORIAL FELLOW

If you’ve ever been on the receiving end of an insult, you 
may have been told “it’s just a joke.” Even if it has all the 
hallmarks of a joke (clever wordplay; people laughing; a 

banner that reads “Stand-Up Comedy Open Mic Night”), 
it may still not be funny. In order to distinguish between 
the amusing and the abusive, one must first wonder: what 
is the overlap between offense and humor? There are 
four main approaches to understanding the relationship 
between morality and humor: moralism, in which absolutely 
no ethically bad joke can be funny; ethicism, in which an 
ethically bad joke can be funny if the cleverness outweighs 
the offensiveness; immoralism (also known as Freud’s 
theory), in which jokes are funny specifically because they 
are an acceptable outlet for ethical badness; and amoralism, 
in which morality and humor do not interact at all.
   I cannot endorse ethicism, because it ascribes a ranking 
system that will vary depending on the sensibilities of the 
perceiver, which is known in philosophical circles as “a shitty 
argument”. I am also not persuaded by Freud’s theory of 
immoralism, partly because I am not persuaded by anything 
Freud says, and partly because jokes can be funny without 
victimizing anyone. Imagine giving your spouse a 24-carrot 
ring instead of a 24-karat ring. That’s literally hilarious, and 
no one is offended. This leaves us with two options: moralism 

established work’s intrinsic authority, can’t we be wrongly 
persuaded, too? As younger generations emerge into 
professionalism and replace the positions of those firmly set 
in the higher, literary and art establishment, we will bring 
with us our unique values, adding new works into the canon 
and possibly challenging what works have previously been 
set in place. 
  Visual productions and works of literature become 
reinforced as classic when they are continually being 
included in high school and college syllabi and when they 
are being analyzed by scholars and critics within academia. 
As student diversity increases at colleges each year and as 
those students delve deep into the arts establishment, I 
believe the canon will change dramatically, as we begin 
to replace and challenge those in the previous cultural 
hierarchy. By examining the institutional practices and 
social constructions that reinforce works in the canon, we 
can open up a more diverse and rich discussion for a way to 
garner values deeply embedded in works that reside outside 
of the western canon, which previously have been repressed 
by past generations of cultural literati groups. We must 
democratize the canon’s content in order to focus on the 
marginalized and underprivileged, which will lead to a more 
diverse and colorful collection of cultural productions. • 

and amoralism. These two are deceptively paradoxical,  but 
surprisingly similar in intent. Moralism proclaims that no 
ethically bad joke can be funny, because if it is ethically bad, 
then it ceases to be a joke at all. 
  Why might offensive comedy be considered funny at 
all? Humor is all about making or breaking connections. 
Referential humor, for example, rewards the brain for its 
pattern recognition skills. Puns are hilarious because they 
make connections between otherwise unrelated words and 
concepts. Absurdity takes the expectations of the audience 
and subverts them, forcing them to visit an imagined world 
in which strange propositions are accepted as completely 
true. The incongruity between the proposed reality and 
actual reality is what makes the joke funny. Racist, sexist, 
and generically stereotypical jokes draw a large connection 
between a large group of people, but generalizations require 
all members of a group to conform to a stereotype in order to 
work; when the jokes are told, the stereotype is perpetuated 
and individuality is erased.

 How To Make An Offensive Joke Funny

 Original
 Q: Is Google a man or a woman? 
 A: A woman, because it doesn’t let you finish 
 a sentence before making a suggestion.

 Puns: make a connection between otherwise 
 unrelated words
 Q: Is Google a man or a woman?
 A: You don’t know the answer? 
 Get with the program! 

 Absurdity: subverting the audience’s expectation for   
 a punchline
 Q: Is Google a man or a woman?
 A: Neither. It is a search engine and 
has no concept of gender identity. 

 Meta/Referential: the joke acknowledges that it is a  
 joke
 Q: Is Google a man or a woman?
 A: This is a trap. You’re trying to make 
 me say something sexist, aren’t you?

   In a perfect world, all humor would be amoral. We would 
be able to divorce the abstract realm of the joke-world from 
the subjects of the joke in the real world. But this world 
is not perfect. Many jokes about particular professions, 
ethnic groups, and religions rely heavily on stereotypes and 
generalizations. An audience can’t separate the subject of 
the joke from its manifestation in reality quite so easily as 
they think they can. The comedian normalizes the casual use 
of stereotypes. People confuse appreciating the cleverness of 
a joke with endorsing the sentiment. It’s not that people are 
dumb; it’s that the cognitive leap between abstraction and 
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Androgyny Is Not A Trend
BY TOM FENU ’19
EDITORIAL FELLOW

Over the past year, we have all witnessed how gender 
has impactfully shaped many of the events which have 
occurred. Whether it be the presence of two women 

running for office in the latest presidential election;  the 
highly publicized North-Carolina non-binary gender issue; 
the album “Lemonade” by Beyonce, drawing attention to the 
significance of the  intersectionality of being a black woman 
in America; or even a rise in the necessary talk of what male 
supremacy is and how it has permeated this election, we can 
see how gender awareness has increased in popular culture.
   During Fashion Month, I always have an outline of the 
schedule of the fashion shows to remind me when the shows 
would most likely come out on YouTube. As the seasons go 
by, we can establish certain trends according to similarities 
and distinctions between the work of the designers. One of 
the trends I found in Fashion Month Spring/Summer 2017, 
the most noticeable was the increasing gender fluidity, 
though it’s been popularized for a couple of years now. 
    Gender fluidity has proved itself as an asset to the epic 
shows of Fashion Month: the appearance of grunge in the 
Saint-Laurent by Hedi Slimane shows, the Fall/Winter 
Chanel show featuring a mixture of bling-bling street style 
whilst maintaining a sobriety in the cut and shape of the 
clothes, the rise of androgynous figures 
in the Women’s Dior, Fendi Men’s, the 
Walter Von Beirendonck Men’s Fall/
Winter 2016/2017 shows or the ground-
breaking Louis Vuitton advertisement 
featuring Jaden Smith wearing a perfecto 
leather jacket and a dress, released earlier 
last year. Thus, one can easily admit that 
gender neutrality is en vogue. 
    This so-called trend is not just a 
clothing style - it is an identity that has been violently 
persecuted by the dictates of our cis-normative society. 
It is a community immensely threatened by the stances 
held by the Trump administration. It is a community by 
which fashion designers have exploited and appropriated 
gender-ambiguity for a public that is not transgender. High 

fashion does cultivate male/female dichotomy, even just 
by having designers organize their fashion shows around 
menswear and womenswear. It thereby excludes non-binary 
individuals from the spectrum of potential clientele. This 
inherent fact reveals a more sinister problem behind the 
issue of non-binary appropriation - the clothes are not made 
for gender non-binary people. The clothes are made for 
people who are cisgender. Cisgender people who choose to 
dress in an androgynous style have the privilege of not facing 
the backlash that actual trans bodies experience everyday. 
Cisgender people have the ability to shed these clothes like 
a costume; trans and gender queer people do not have the 

same privilege. 
     We cannot continue hiding behind the excuse that fashion 
actually promotes awareness to trans issues, just like Kylie 
Jenner did not raise awareness to actual black issues by 
styling her hair in corn-rows. Whether or not we choose to 
believe that the intent behind the fashion industry’s usage 

of beauty androgyny over the past 
seasons was to raise awareness, let’s ask 
ourselves if this method was efficient. It 
wasn’t – trans killings increase by the 
minute, transphobia continually grows 
more prominent, especially under the 
authority of the Trump administration. 
  Granted, the role of fashion is not 
politically or socially motivated - it’s 

about boosting up our ego, and there is 
nothing wrong with that. Yet using such a deeply-rooted 
social issue and exploiting a persecuted identity in the sole 
goal to make cisgender people feel better about themselves 
is wrong. By wearing voluntarily gender-ambiguous clothing 
we do not help non-binary people or the rest of the trans 
community for that matter, neither do we normalize it. We 
just exploit it. ·

CULTURE

“The clothes are not 
made for gender non-

binary people. The 
clothes are made 

for people who are 
cisgender.”

instantiation is hard. You know how it is. 
    I’m not after radical comedy censorship, but getting a 
cheap laugh at the expense of someone else for instant 
gratification is not the kind of process that pays off in the long 
run. There is a bountiful wealth of inoffensive comedy to be 
had, enough to last us through this long cold metaphorical 
winter. If someone’s sense of humor is founded in  harmful 
stereotypes and insults, maybe it’s time to redefine humor. ·
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a relatively powerless position because 

American readers are not familiar with 

Chinese names and references. 

     There are many nouns in Chinese 

and Japanese languages that derive 

from European languages, because, 

for a time in both nations, Westerners 
claimed authority in constructing social 

orders. The more industrialized and 
modernized China becomes, the more 
often we see in Chinese that an object 

is named by its function or feature 

instead of by its corresponding word in 

English, German or French.  The word 

for “telephone” in Chinese is “Diàn 

Huà”, which literally means “electric 

dialogue”, but in the Shanghai dialect 

during China’s semi-colonial period, it 

was called “Dé Lǜ Fēng” , pronounced 
almost like “telephone”. If you were a 

Chinese person with no knowledge of 

English, it’d be impossible to know that 

the old Shanghai word means a machine 

for long-distance communication. 

     Nowadays China has greater power 

status, but the traces of western 

cultural primacy are still visible. Some 

things don’t even translate: Wi-Fi is 
“Wi-Fi”; some people call cherries 
by “Chē Lí Zǐ”. As the U.S. still is the 
dominant exporter for pop culture and 
technology, the use of English terms 

in colloquial Chinese is not surprising. 

In Japanese, this phenomenon is even 

The Power of Translation

In a talk at Wheaton College, MA 
last October, Ken Liu stated “to 

translate is to betray”. A Chinese-

born immigrant to the U.S., Liu is best 

known for translating Chinese science 

fictions “The Three-Body Problem” and 
“Folding Beijing”, winners of the Hugo 

Award for Best Novel in 2015 and 2016 
respectively, into English. The Chinese 

people regard him as a hero. 

   According to Liu, metaphrases, 

paraphrases, or imitates the source, 

creating meaning in the target 

language. In this process, translators 

face a dilemma of betrayal: to lose 

the originality in the source by 

domesticizing the material, or to 
end up with obscurity in the target 

language. Liu’s approach attempts to 

serve the source language – Chinese – 

faithfully. However, this is betraying 

and foreignizing for readers in the 
target language, English.

   Liu’s likening of translation to 

betrayal reminds us that language 

is highly politicized, and that 
rhetorical processes may mirror 

power imbalances between different 
cultures. Liu made a point about the 

often estranging effects of translations 
we see in the Bible, Greek mythology, 

or, from a Chinese perspective, most 

Western classics. For instance, the 
names in Greek mythology are never 

translated to English like names in 

Native American stories are; Dionysus 

stays Dionysus, rather than “from a 

land of Zeus”. While English reveres 
Latin and Greek because the Greek and 

Roman civilizations are the origins of 
western culture, Chinese and perhaps 

other non-western languages regard 

English customs with fidelity thanks 
to memories of imperialism. In 

translating from Chinese to English, 

Liu explains that Chinese culture lies in 

more common, as its lexicon contains a 
myriad of exotic words. The system of 
“romaji”, in which the Roman alphabet 

is used to represent Japanese sounds, 

exemplifies the westernized usage. For 
example, the character ‘   ’ is utterly 

foreign to the average English speaker. 

When written as “Ra”, however, it is 
easily understood. Clearly, nations that 

historically have struggled to catch up 

with more developed, industrialized 
countries tend to incorporate the 

European vocabulary into their own. 

It’s partly due to the influx of new 
items, like “Chevrolet”, into their 

cultures, that integrating a western 

word is easier than inventing a new 

one. More importantly, it can be by a 

level of diffidence and powerlessness 
when encountering modern items. 

   In addition to the incorporation of 

foreign words, the source language 

itself is somewhat suppressed. When 
publishing The Three-Body Problem, 

Ken Liu insisted on printing the 

author’s name as “Liu Cixin”, with the 
surname in front just as in Chinese. 

But the publisher said it would cause 

confusion in the wider pool of non-

Asian readers, so he was forced to 

compromise. I share the same concern: 

as a Chinese student in an American 

college, I insist to be called “Yao Lan” 
instead of “Lan Yao”. I want people 
from different cultures (especially a 
more aggressive American one) to 

respect mine, although it takes time 

to make progress. However, since 

Western media calls Chinese leader “Xi 
Jinping”, why not refer to me with my 

surname in front, too? Or, there could 

be an even easier solution for me – pick 

an English name. But is this a form of 

understandable yielding to the more 

powerful culture? ·

BY YAO LAN ’19
EDITORIAL FELLOW

“Chinese and perhaps 
other non-western 

languages regard English 
customs with fidelity 

thanks to memories of 
imperialism.”
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ART

I’m learning that there is an organizational structure of my 
body 
that I had been unaware of 
there is a metal rod connecting my head 
to my heart 
to my stomach 
I throw up headache 
get high on heartbreak 
and sometimes confuse the two. 
I’ll cry into the lap of any woman I meet 
but will almost certainly run away
from any new man
and I’m not sorry. 
My heart is a church organ,
preachers ask me to play it 
in front of the congregation and I will always oblige. 
My brain is melting, 
no I will not try and make more sense for you. 
All of my senses come together in my stomach 
and I don’t know if I’m angry 
or hungry  
or just waiting for something to bite into. 
I’m not sorry for biting too soon. 
Gotta learn what tastes good 
and what to spit back out. 
Poison will usually give itself away 
before sliding down your throat. 

So why did so many of my sisters swallow silently 
this bitter pill of hate? 

And some, not so silently 
clattering fist-fulls 
of orange dusted Rohypnol;
I’m confused. 
I mean sickened. 
I mean heart broken. 

Are we so repulsed by our own bodies 
that we must tear them down 
wherever they grow?   

Must we still treat men so god-like? 
53% of white women
voted to see our sisters brutalized 
dehumanized.

Do you see yourself in the pictures 
men have painted of you? 
You shouldn’t; 
he wasn’t looking.
Just took Adam’s rib and paint brushed 

an inverse reflection –
stuffed his fears into a skirt 

so he could finally push them around. 
He never learned 
how to play our music.  

Every woman
is filled with organs, 
with one that makes notes if you touch it right. 
I will not watch my sisters 
have the pipes ripped from their throats. •

FEMALE ORGANS
BY CALEIGH GROGAN ’18

BLEMISH BY CHARLOTTE HALL ’17
PHOTO BY IZZY DOW, ART INSTITUTE OF CHICAGO

MOTHER GANGA
BY E. SMITH UMLAND ’17

The Mother Ganga’s fingerprints
Imprinted upon the sand
Swirl with the lights
Of a mountain-bottom city
Her skin is lit with fire-sparks
It’s clear who’s in control

She is dark
She is impossibly deep
Despite how soft and light her bed is
As she flows she takes it all with her
Consuming sins and bodies
Like the offerings they are
Sunk through fire
She consumes that too

Mother Ganga’s body slakes
Only so much thirst
•
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ART
REACH FOR THE TRUTH
BY ANGELA M. HYDE ’19 EDITOR

FEMINISM BY HEATHER ROTMAN ’17
“I am a plague that shan’t be acknowledged” 
Lost and forgotten is my name
I anger those who rally on the streets,
as well as those who are locked up behind bars.
“It was her fault. She asked for it. She wanted it.”

I was absent when he struck her white face purpleblue
I was absent when he took her fighting pleas as consent
I was absent when he declared her a sinner for loving a 
woman
I was absent when he decided that her child would never 
be born
I was absent when he told her that she could never escape

I was there when he put words to the root of his troubles
I was there when he strummed her heart with his finger-
tips
I was there when he made love to her mind and her soul
I was there at her wedding when he danced with her new 
wife
I was there in the hospital room as he met his new baby 
girl

I shan’t be pushed into the darkest corners,
rather, light must be cast upon my name.
I must be adopted as every man’s child.
It’s nice to meet you, my name is feminism.• 

UNTITLED BY ROGER FREEMAN ’19
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HOMAGE TO A DREAM BY MARGARET WALTON ’17

WAKE UP... BY ANGELA M. HYDE ’19

Consult the oracle:
Teen Vogue says my horoscope is
20lbs overweight and the dough
has risen on my muffin top.
I have cracked stretch lines on my 
Bumpy rice-pudding thighs.
Better get balanced, Libra
those simple carbs are weighing
you down,
and you’re getting heavy.
Heavy like the weight of a world.
Your new lifestyle coach
Atlas is so beefy,
but always on his knees
Narcissus is beautiful
but he never eats,
and he certainly never drinks his calories.

Consult the skeletons in the closet,
compare them to the skeleton of my body:
I cough it up
the saltwater and stomach acid in my lungs.

I cough it up
to make room for more of -
Sea-urchin in my stomach -
I cough it up
making room for more -
This. 

This, your words, “you’re just
shaped like a dumpling,” and I’m
dumping my innards out 
making room for more
Metaphor.
Call me a pear.
Call me an apple.
This fruit doesn’t feed my brain, my heart,
doesn’t feed my bile washed soul.
Make me a grape, 
raised from the ground for fine wines
I will shrivel in the sun that is
reflected off the tanned hand
that drinks me up, juiced me down
and I cough it all up,
making room 
for those around me
while I shrink.  •

EDITOR
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ART
THOUGHTS FROM THE 
BACK OF A 
HORSE

BY PHIL DOWD ’19
SAINT MICHAEL’S COLLEGE

You could have fooled me 
If you told me being dragged behind a speeding horse 
would be worth it. 
And you did fool me. 
You tied me up by my feet, ankles already worn by this 
point,reassuring me that I would be just fine, 
that we would be just fine. 
You hopped onto the saddle, asked me if I was ready, and 
took off. 
 
You could have fooled me 
If you told me being dragged behind a speeding horse 
would be comfortable at first. 
And you did fool me. 
The grass, cool and green, it cushioned the bumps in the 
Earth. 
We passed beautiful flowers, colors unseen by the eyes of 
man. And the Black Eyed Susan’s 
Looked at us with jealousy. 
The air was sweet and crisp, and I was finally able 
To exchange the damp, dank air buried within my lungs for 
this air, our air. 
Sunbeams normally burn my Irish skin, but this sun, this 
sun warmed me, caressed me, 
And never even thought about burning me once. 
 
I don’t get outside much.  
 
But you could have fooled me if you told me I would forget 
that I was being dragged by a horse.  
And you did fool me. 
I can hear you yelling back at me now, “how are you?” and 
“we’ll be fine” and “the horse is so strong, don’t you think?” 
Horse? What horse? 
All I feel is the lush green grass, all I see is the flowers 
With colors not seen by man, all I taste is the sweet, crisp 
air! 
Plus the sun warms my skin instead of burning it. 
Horse? What horse? 
You could have fooled me by telling me that a rider would 
never kill their horse (what horse?). 
And you did fool me. 
You pulled out a pistol and shot the horse, right in it’s fuck-
ing head, while you were still riding it. 
Oh, that horse. 
You laid there for a while, like me, in the lush green grass, 
surrounded by flowers with colors not seen by man, the 
sweet crisp air all around us, and the sun that warmed our 
skin instead of burning it. 
You got up and you came to me, dusting off your shirt and 
pants. 

VIVISECTION
BY NICHOLAS WARD ’20

HAMPSHIRE COLLEGE

“That was a strong horse, wasn’t it?” 
Yeah I guess. 
“But I’d rather walk there myself.” 
 
You could have fooled me if you told me that being 
strapped to a speeding horse that is now a dead horse 
leaves you broken and bleeding, and with no knife to cut 
yourself loose you might as well stay there. 

You could have fooled me 
If you told me that being strapped to a speeding horse that 
is now a dead horse leaves you 
Broken and bleeding, and with no knife to cut yourself 
loose 
You might as well stay there.
 
Not this time. 
 
Now if you’ll excuse me, I’m off to see a man about a horse.
•
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ART
TEA HOUSE SMALL TALK BY YUHENG LI ’19

“15 years ago, when our country was in crisis, 
the Chinese international students in America plotted 
something bold, hoping to save their countrymen back 
home……. There are so many Chinese students in the Unit-
ed States they have a CSSA--” 
   (author’s note: Chinese Students 

and Scholars Association) 
“--at pretty much every school, but I doubt any 

of them could come close to pulling off what their prede-
cessors did in times of need. They don’t have the guts, the 
knowledge or the heart. They’d rather spend their time 
outside of class playing computer games or partying than 
reading a good book. The scholars of this great nation have 
their spines permanently broken. Never again will we arise 
like how it’s sung in the national anthem”

(referring to the lyrics from the Chinese 
national anthem, ‘Everybody must 

roar his defiance. Arise! Arise Arise!’)
“I look at young people today and I couldn’t help 

but smile. They are much more fluent in English than we 
were, they have hope and ambitions, and most important-
ly, they don’t feel pressured by national pride and patrio-
tism. Back then, all we ever thought about was liberating 
the country, fighting for survival, all that. Now? Chinese 
students, like all other students, are free to pursue their 
own dreams. They can look to become who they really 
want to be, instead of what they are expected to be. Many 
of my friends have grown cranky, they say that this gen-
eration is spoiled, that they have no sense of destiny. I 
think they are just jealous. They are jealous that the young 
people today enjoyed the freedom this country offers more 
than they did. What good is freedom if you don’t know 
how to use it? Like it or not, this is what freedom looks 
like, people have their own goals and they go after them 

BIG MAMA (MS. SLOE GIN) BY HEATHER ROTMAN ’17

 1.
He died for me,
but I shed not one tear.
For I am not mother,
the Lord is his father.

 2.
He took him into his kingdom
along with my little boy.
His cries echoed bullets;
earth wasn’t his palace.

         

 
3. 

They pricked his skin
with cold fingertips.

The devil found him shivering;
he had blood in his hairline.

               4. 
He asked me to love him

after he blackened my skin.
I forgave him for Jesus,

the devil was his friend. •

with zeal. For far too long Chinese people have been con-
fined, mostly by themselves.”

“The Safe Harbor is a closed forum we created. 
We are a group of Chinese students who actively care 
about American and Chinese politics. It is hard to find 
trustworthy comrades in a foreign nation, especially when 
you come from a country surrounded by controversy 
like China. We believe there are very good reasons to be 
involved in politics, despite what other Chinese students 
might say. For example, if you neglect the significance 
of recent executive orders, you will be oblivious to what 
could potentially come to you. When the time comes, the 
left won’t be reliable because they have no reason to care. 
Other minority groups won’t be reliable either, because 
they themselves would likely become targets, and would 
be too busy struggling to fight their own battles to provide 
support. When shit hits the fan for us Chinese students, 
the real help can only come from ourselves. Hopefully Safe 
Harbor could function as a last resort. Would you like to 
join? Perhaps another time.”

“There’s virtually no reason for us to care about 
politics. I mean, I understand why you might wanna follow 
the news, you don’t want to be completely unaware of your 
surroundings, but let’s face it. We are not citizens of the 
United States, in fact, we are not citizens anywhere. So 
what if you found out something bad about the govern-
ment, Chinese or American, would you be able to create 
a change? No! We are born into a dictatorship, there’s no 
such thing as political efficacy for us. I’ve learned here in 
the states that solving problems in a civilized manner is a 
privilege for members of a civilized society only. The more 
you know about politics, the more desperate you’ll get. I 
say just give up and let it be. What’s worse than being in 
hell is having to live it while knowing what heaven is like.”•
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ART
LET IT LIVE / LET THEM DIE BY ANONYMOUS

Let it live
Provide it with the chance to be loved and nourished
A human being is growing inside you 
And you have no right to take that away
But we have a right to you 
And your body
And your choice
 Give it a home
  And if you cannot provide one
        Give others a chance to raise it
       …        ...
        They had their chance
         They did not work hard enough to provide 
           Or to keep a home
                 It was their choice 

Their action
It is our right to justice

They had no right to do what they did 
I see no human, but a monster

They had their chance to succeed and flourish 
Let them die  • 

PRAYER BY NICHOLAS WARD ’20 HAMPSHIRE COLLEGE
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ART
SPECIMEN #3

BY MARGARET WALTON ’17
INDIAN IN MINIATURE

BY E. SMITH UMLAND ’17
11.09.2015

A dark-house soldier boy
Putting sparks out
On the back of his

transport truck

12.09.2015
My skin is too

ice cold
ice white

ice cream
to scar

Every scrape reveals
that deeper sweetness of privilege

14.09.2015
I’ve taken the moon

and you with the silver tongue
have been hidden

I’ve been given the orange-sun
and I can take your darkness

away
Again

16.09.2015
Here you can taste heat

You become a cup
glassed with condensation

You learn to hold the heat in your mouth
Taste it tame it swallow it enjoy it

You taste the heat
However you breathe

And it is good

19.09.2015
White washed building

blocks stacked
Filled with malachite floors 

and hanging silver keys
Floating through time

22.09.2015
Dusty-necked birds

Swallow a white lotus
temple where unpermitted

child laughter is the
Beginning and end of

the inside
outside gold and

silver metro station
sulphur explosions carrying

new names into all
these dusty throats38
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Want to create for us? Email parisi-
marcoux_pia@wheatoncollege.edu for 
more information.

You don’t need to be a Wheaton Student. 
You don’t need to study political science. 
You don’t need to be a writer. All you 
need is an idea.

Babe Lincoln believes that diversity of  
content should be complemented by 
diversity of  medium. We want to work 
with you to figure out how YOU are 
going to challenge paradigms, if  through 
documentary filmmaking, poetry, or 
dramatic presentation. 

We strive to push away from compulsive 
prototyping and work towards an 
innovative future, and for that we need 
creative, smart people to push us in new 
directions, to expand our definition of  
how the world is and should be. 

That’s you.  
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