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The convenient truths presented to us by 
those in power are not the only truths out 
there. As we pull the covers off of corrupt 

institutions and realize the inhumanity of the 
world’s higher-ups, we see that the truths they’ve 
created are only one side of a much larger story. 
In the wake of 2020, the false dichotomy between 
those who create truths and those who simply 
accept them is coming undone. A new reality is 
coming into focus, where truth is not a definitive 
idea created by the few, but rather a kaleidoscope 
of lived experiences, ideas and opinions created 
by the many. Every addition to this multi-
dimensional truth—through writing an essay, 
sparking a conversation, creating art—can resist 
commonly-held hegemonic and unjust ideas. 
   We publish Babe Lincoln because we believe 
that the imaginative truths of students are 
worth being circulated in a format that inspires 

discourse, debate and critique. Through a 
continuous process of reading and questioning, 
we can expand our definitions of what the world is 
and should be. As we break down the oppressive 
thought regimes that permeate every aspect 
of our society, we’re in desperate need of new 
ways of seeing the world around us. We need to 
imagine realities that simultaneously inspire us 
and challenge us to do better. So read what other 
imaginations have to offer, question everything, 
and partake in the political act of piecing together 
your own truth. 
   This magazine, Babe Lincoln’s fourth issue, 
has been in the works for over a year due to 
COVID-19. It contains articles and artwork 
created throughout 2020. Interpret this 
magazine’s content as a time capsule of 2020—a 
record of what we wanted to reimagine in the 
year that was. •

Jeanne Bedard ’22, Editor-in-Chief

Letter from the Editor



Decolonization is a multi-continental, anti-
imperialist movement that gained momentum 
after the Second World War. Multiple Asian and 

African states achieved autonomy or independence 
through either diplomacy or violent revolution, 
leading to the creation of many free states. The crimes 
that colonial powers employed on these states before 
decolonization were heinous and tremendously 
harmful to their development as free states. However, 
the decolonization movement allowed for these 
countries to begin progressing much more efficiently, 
and today we can see many former colonies slowly but 
surely catch up to their more “western” counterparts.
   Decolonization never reached Puerto Rico. With 
526 years of colonial oppression, enslavement, 
discrimination and misrepresentation, it stands as the 
oldest colony in the world.
The United States has successfully created an entire 
nationality of second-class citizens, people who are 
not represented in terms of politics, society and 
economics. 
   In the Treaty of Paris of 1898, when Puerto Rico 
passed from Spanish possession to the US, Puerto 
Ricans born in Spain were allowed to apply for US 
citizenship, while island-born Puerto Ricans were 
barred from this. This meant that Spaniards on the 
island had two options: to return to Spain, or become 
US citizens through naturalization. Those defined as 
“insular” Puerto Ricans, over nine hundred thousand 
inhabitants, remained in or were brought down to 
oppression by US colonial rule. 
   In 1917, insular Puerto Ricans were finally granted 
US citizenship through the Jones Act. Many Puerto 
Ricans believed that US citizenship would bring 
them one step closer to decolonization. However, the 
Jones Act was passed for two reasons: the United 
States needed more soldiers for the First World War, 
and to restrict maritime trade from Puerto Rico to 
other countries (except the US) by taxing Puerto 
Rican trade ships. This maritime law meant that if a 
Puerto Rican wanted to trade with other countries, 
they would profit much more if they shipped through 
the US, which means the US greatly benefits from 
Puerto Rican exports. Even with this alternative, the 
territory’s ships were still taxed at US ports, while US 
ships were not taxed at Puerto Rican ports. So in some 

ways, United States citizenship buried Puerto 
Ricans in an even deeper colonial status.
   For the longest time, people on the island did 
not realize the extent of how much the United 
States takes advantage of the small archipelago 
and its inhabitants. A few years after the Jones 
Act, Pedro Albizu Campos and Luis Muñoz Marín 
entered the fray and began to give Puerto Rico a 
fighting chance, even if only intellectually. Albizu 
and Muñoz Marín were two political figures who 
greatly boosted the island’s awareness of the 
territory’s political status; people started learning 
that they had been exploited under the Spanish 
Crown, and now under United States Imperialism, 
while other Latin American countries achieved 
independence one hundred years before. Albizu 
was a stout Puerto Rican independence supporter, 
even using radical means to fight for it. Muñoz 
Marín began as an independence supporter, but 
later turned to “estadolibrismo,” which meant 
he supported less foreign control and more 
foreign aid to the island. Albizu was captured 
and tortured for his radical nationalist ideals, but 
did vastly increase Puerto Rican consciousness 
of US oppression. Muñoz Marín did not achieve 
independence for Puerto Rico, but rather 
politically reformed the territory, and improved its 
internal and external economy. Both figures have 
made Puerto Rico what it is today.
   The small territory continues its silent war 
against half a millennium of colonization. This 
is a nationality with an identity crisis, it exists in 
limbo, an eternal ‘in-between’. Puerto Rico has 
a vast population of mixed-race people. Puerto 
Ricans are foreigners born with US citizenship. 
Puerto Ricans are people who learn Spanish and 
English simultaneously. Puerto Rico is a free, yet 
associated state. It is a colony with a free heart. It 
is a country with no freedom. 
   So many years of colonialism have left it with 
an overwhelming desire for freedom, but an 
undeniable need for aid.
   And because of this, Puerto Ricans settle.
   And since they settle, the United States does not 
care. • 

Politics

The Oldest Colony
by CARLOS CORRADA ’22
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bo, an eternal ‘in-between’.”

A Seat at the Table 2020 LINNEA FIEDLER-HOERLE ‘22 University of Hartford 



“I guess they are the lesser of two evils, so I will vote 
for them,” “Third parties have no chance in US 
elections, so I’ll just stay home on Election Day” 

and “A vote for a third party is a vote for Trump” are 
all statements I’ve heard as a political science student. 
While I don’t always agree with these sentiments, I can 
understand why voters would draw such conclusions 
given the current voting system here in the United 
States
   Our current voting system is called first-past-the-
post (FPTP), and as any political science student worth 
their salt knows, it is a voting system that requires 
a candidate to simply receive more votes than any 
other candidate, known as a plurality of votes. A FPTP 
system generates sentiments like the ones above 
because as long as the winning candidate needs more 
votes than any other candidate, voting for a smaller 
candidate means throwing your vote away, as it won’t 
land in the two major pools.
   Luckily, there are alternatives to this voting system. 
One that I am a huge personal fan of, Ranked Choice 
Voting (RCV), is gaining traction in Massachusetts. 
This particular voting system has voters rank their 
candidate choices instead of casting only a single vote. 
When the votes are counted to determine who wins the 
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election, if one candidate has more than 50 percent 
of the votes they win right away. However, if no 
candidate has over 50 percent, the candidate with the 
lowest amount of votes is eliminated, and voters who 
marked that candidate as their first choice have their 
votes reapportioned to their second choice candidate, 
and so on. This system means that the candidate 
that wins the election ends up with 50 percent of the 
vote or more, which is known as a majority of votes. 
This system also means one can vote for third parties 
without any stain on their conscience. If a voter 
selects a third party candidate who gets eliminated 
early on, they have not ‘wasted their vote’, as it will be 
reallocated to a major party candidate ranked further 
down on their ballot.
   This past summer, I volunteered to gather signatures 
and make calls for Voter Choice MA (now known as 
YES ON 2 due to its success getting onto the ballot, 
and for which I am now interning), an organization 
currently advocating for RCV to replace FPTP voting 
in state-level elections, including House and Senate 
races, which successfully became ballot question for 
the November 2020 election in Massachusetts. YES 
ON 2 has many achievements to their name already, 
with the RCV signature gathering drive being the first 
campaign in the history of the United States to be 
approved to gather signatures electronically, as well as 
being the largest signature gathering campaign in the 
history of Massachusetts, having gathered more than 
20 thousand valid signatures.
   I urge everyone interested in repairing our 
democracy, anyone who has ever wanted to vote 
third party and anyone who is fed up with the way 
politicians are elected to advocate for RCV. RCV is a 
common sense electoral reform and gives the people 
the power to vote with their conscience. •

Vote With Your 
Conscience: The 
Case for Ranked 
Choice Voting
by BEN COHEN ‘22

POLITICS

“If a voter selects a third party candidate who gets eliminated 
early on, they have not ‘wasted their vote,’ as it will be 
reallocated to a major party candidate ranked further down 
on their ballot.”
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Up in Arms: Does the 
Left Need Guns?
by CHRIS ORNDOFF ‘21

As we see the events unfolding before us and read 
the news, it is natural that we might rethink 
positions we’ve previously held. In this article, I 

wish to discuss one view that I have shifted on within 
the past few months. While you might expect me to 
mention civil liberties regarding facemasks or the 
role of government in public health, those are not the 
policy positions that I’ve shifted on. Rather, I have 
shifted my views on guns. Certainly, I have not shifted 
my stance on mass shootings being an all-too-regular, 
horrendous occurrence in the United States. However, 
I now believe that an increase in gun ownership and 
training might be a good thing, putting me at odds 
with many of my college-going or liberal friends.
   I began to shift my view after the murder of George 
Floyd and the resulting aftermath. As protestors 
were tear-gassed and beaten, right-wing militias 
were handed bottles of water by the police only to 
later kill people. While my fellow citizens were being 
pulled off the streets by the federal government into 
unmarked vehicles and taken to undisclosed locations, 
I remembered President John F. Kennedy’s quote 
“those who make peaceful revolution impossible 
will make violent revolution inevitable.” I thought to 
myself: the left needs more guns. As I was thinking, 
our government attempted to dismantle the Post 
Office in an attempt to disenfranchise millions of 
voters relying on mail-in ballots to vote in November. 
I cannot help but think of Malcolm X’s quote, “It’s 
time now for you and me to become more politically 
mature and realize what the ballot is for; what we’re 
supposed to get when we cast a ballot; and that if we 
don’t cast a ballot, it’s going to end up in a situation 
where we’re going to have to cast a bullet. It’s either a 
ballot or a bullet.”
   This is not the first time that there has been a split 
between the liberal center and the left over guns. In 
Karl Marx’s “Address of the Central Committee to the 
Communist League,” he famously states, “the whole 
proletariat must be armed at once with muskets, 
rifles, cannon and ammunition, and the revival of the 
old-style citizens’ militia, directed against the workers, 
must be opposed” and that “under no pretext should 
arms and ammunition be surrendered; any attempt 
to disarm the workers must be frustrated, by force 
if necessary.” It is important that Marx directed this 
critique at the democratic (or liberal) petty-bourgeois, 

not the feudalists or monarchists. Leftist workers 
argued that they needed guns to protect themselves 
not from the right, but from the liberals who would 
remove the workers’ means to revolt against the 
powers that be, in an attempt to elevate themselves to 
bourgeois status.
   I am sure some will be upset or weary about my call 
to advocate for increased gun ownership and training. 
As I mentioned at the start of the article, I am keenly 
aware of the problem that America has with guns and 
mass shootings. To others, it is not the issue of guns 
itself that they will disagree with me on but rather the 
rationale behind my call for their acceptance. They 
will claim I’m calling for an armed revolution or a civil 
war, which cannot be further from the truth. I will not 
remove the concept of justified violence in defense 
of liberty, freedom, nor democracy if it comes down 
to that. Still, I am not calling for anyone to rush to 
violence as a first resort. Nevertheless, if the right is 
going to have guns, the left should too, just in case. •

POLITICS

Untitled 2020 by 
LINNEA FIEDLER-HOERLE ‘22 University of Hartford

“Leftist workers argued that 
they needed guns to protect 
themselves not from the right, 
but from the liberals who would 
remove the workers’ means to 
revolt against the powers that 
be, in an attempt to elevate 
themselves to bourgeois status.”
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Who knew that the well-intentioned insertion 
of the two simple words “under God” in 
the Pledge of Allegiance would become an 

American controversy? In retrospect, it should be no 
surprise that over the years some would take offense 
to these words being added to the Pledge of Allegiance. 
President Eisenhower may have had the best of 
intentions in urging Congress to add the words “under 
God” to the Pledge of Allegiance, but as I reflect on this 
implementation, it seems outrageous. Communism 
may have been the catalyst for the inclusion of the 
words “under God” in the Pledge of Allegiance, but is 
it truly acceptable when considering that this addition 
contradicts classic American values?
   During the Red Scare era, Americans feared the 
threat of communism and were deeply concerned 
about how this could impact the fate of democracy. 
Communism was considered extremely undesirable 
and even godless. Eisenhower strongly urged Congress 
to allow the change to the Pledge of Allegiance as a way 
to distinguish Americans from the godless Soviets. By 
incorporating the words “under God” in the Pledge of 
Allegiance, the intention was to evoke an image of an 
exceptional America united by religion.
   Americans enthusiastically accepted this adjustment 
to the Pledge of Allegiance because of the strong 
urge for conformity at the time, and the addition 
also seemed to be a logical step towards rejecting 
communism. What was ignored, however, is the fact 
that the change to the wording contradicts the core 
constitutional value that “Congress shall make no law 
respecting an establishment of religion.” Today, the 
words “under God” are out of place in the Pledge of 

Recite What’s Right
by NICOLE JANEIRO ‘23

POLITICS

Allegiance as a result of the U.S. progressing towards 
being a more religiously open and diverse nation.
   Those who find comfort in including the words 
“under God” in the Pledge of Allegiance emphatically 
agree that these two words should remain. 
Proponents of the phrase argue that God is embedded 
in American culture and appears on other official 
documents (such as currency), so it’s imperative to the 
Pledge. However, opponents argue that uttering the 
Pledge of Allegiance in of itself is not constitutional. 
Jehovah’s Witnesses have decided it goes against 
their beliefs to salute the flag or recite the Pledge of 
Allegiance. In 1943, the Supreme Court ruled that 
it was unconstitutional to force students in school 
to recite the Pledge in response to a lawsuit brought 
forth by the West Virginia State Board of Education. 
As a result, students now have the option to opt out of 
participation in the recitation of the Pledge. Moreover, 
some oppose it due to the inclusion of the phrase 
“under God” and have advocated to have the phrase 
removed. It is not logical for the first amendment of 
the United States’ constitution to provide freedom of 
religion while also forcing a recitation that disturbs 
this core constitutional value. 
   It is crucial that we shall evaluate and critique what 
is deemed to be “American culture” in order to evolve 
as a nation. It is our obligation and responsibility to 
change the course of our nation’s future so that we can 
contribute to a more progressive image of “American 
culture.” The recitation of the Pledge of Allegiance 
was intended as a way to enhance patriotism, but 
overtime communism has become less of a concern 
for the United States, so there is no point in keeping 
the words “under God” in the Pledge. Even though 
people can now opt out of the recitation of the Pledge, 
it makes sense to remove the “under God” phrase in 
order to remove the associated religious connotation 
altogether. The words “under God” go against a core 
value of the constitution. Instead of allowing this 
American controversy to persist, we must remember 
our essential value of progressive reform and make 
the change to remove the words. 
   The words “under God” go against a core value of 
the constitution. Instead of allowing this American 
controversy to persist, we must remember our 
essential value of progressive reform and make the 
change to remove the words. • Three Flags 1958 by JASPER JOHNS
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has supported the Libyan government amidst a bitter 
civil war which has ravaged the country ever since 
the 2011 death of Muamar Gaddafi. Since then, an 
opposition force led by General Khalifa Haftar has 
seized control of a sizable portion of the country’s 
territory and has been threatening the capital of 
Tripoli for months. Turkey has again found itself 
facing off with Russia, which has provided Haftar’s 
forces with vital support. To solidify their relationship, 
Turkey and Libya’s official government signed a 
maritime boundary deal which effectively rewrites the 
Mediterranean’s economic zones and heavily favors 
Turkey in terms of energy exploration. The agreement 
resulted in widespread backlash, particularly from 
Greece, as the minutiae of the deal treats the Turkish-
occupied portion of the Greek island of Cyprus as its 
own territory. Amidst long-standing tensions of illegal 
Turkish energy exploration in Greek waters and daily 
airspace violations by Turkish jets, Erdoĝan’s Libyan 
project may very well lead to additional geopolitical 
tensions much closer to home.
   Turkey is navigating a slippery slope; its leader 
is intent on cementing his nation as an established 
Mediterranean power which wields unbounded 
influence beyond its borders and well into the Middle 
East and North Africa. Its interventions in Syria and 
Libya have attempted to advertise a military prowess 
not commonly associated with Turkey in the 21st 
century, yet in doing so Erdoĝan has found himself 
increasingly alienated on all sides; Russia, a state 
with which Turkey has enjoyed positive relations as of 
late, is on the other side of multiple proxy wars which 
are dangerously careening towards open conflict. 
The United States has decried Turkey’s purchases 
of Russian S-400 missile systems and its violent 
treatment of Syrian Kurds, supplementing an already-
complicated relationship between both countries. 
NATO is finding itself in a politically awkward position, 
as one of its member states is openly aggressing 
another in the form of Greece. 2020 is a pivotal year 
in Turkey’s history, one which could very easily shift 
out of Erdoĝan’s favor and prove that the authoritarian 
president has bitten off more than he could possibly 
chew. •

Erdoĝan is Leading Turkey Down 
a Slippery Slope

Recep Tayyip Erdoĝan is a baffling individual 
in Turkish politics. He is a polarizing leader 
who nevertheless maintains  popularity among 

Turkish citizens, and he has taken decades to forge 
what he calls “the new Turkey,” his vision of a self-
sustainable nation with both economic and military 
prowess. In this vision, he holds supreme political 
power. In recent years, Erdoĝan has personally 
shepherded the transformation and overhaul of 
the Turkish presidential system into one which 
consolidates many powers to the president. Since 
then, his accumulation of power has been nothing 
but staggering; amidst declarations of neo-Ottoman 
ambitions both domestic and foreign, Turkey’s head 
of state is on course to cause irreparable damage 
to a nation which cannot sustain his impractical 
aspirations.   
   Turkey is heavily entrenched in its foreign 
interventions in Libya and Syria, contributing to the 
growing proxy conflicts conflagrating in a region still 
reeling from the fallout of the Arab Spring in the early 
2010s. Erdoĝan’s operation against the Syrian Kurds 
has put Turkish troops at odds with more than just 
Syrian and Kurdish opposition forces. Russia, now 
firmly establishing itself in the Middle East and Africa 
in the wake of a general American military withdrawal, 
has contributed heavily to the Syrian regime in the 
form of destructive airstrikes, mercenaries, and 
supplies. Turkey and Russia, normally on good terms, 
have found themselves on opposite sides of the 
conflict, resulting in some very tense encounters. In 
late February at least 30 Turkish troops were killed 
in a devastating airstrike in northern Syria, which is 
dominated by a Russian aerial military presence. Lines 
in the sand are being drawn, and any prior positive 
relationships Erdoĝan may have had with Putin are at 
risk of diminishing. As Turkey mulls over its increasing 
military casualties, the severity of the fighting has 
resulted in a substantial refugee outflow into Turkey as 
thousands of displaced Syrian families flee the ongoing 
violence, a problem which Ankara cannot handle for 
much longer. 
   Syria is not the only area of Erdoĝan’s foreign policy 
plans for greater Turkish influence; for years, Turkey 

by NICHOLAS LEKKAS ‘20
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On the evening of May 25, 2020, four 
Minneapolis police officers murdered George 
Floyd. After his death, there was an outpouring 

of support for the Black Lives Matter movement. 
Thankfully, there have been some changes to police 
departments being implemented across the country 
in an attempt to fix the systematic issues that haunt 
policing in America in the face of overwhelming 
protests. Nonetheless, while it is essential to talk 
about policing and its vast problems, there is another 
facet of systematic racism that has reared its head 
during the weeks of protests. What I’m talking 
about is the sudden amount of corporations that are 
signaling their support for the Black Lives Matter 
movement. It has gained some attention, but not 
nearly enough.
   More support for the movement is a good thing, 
even from corporations, but are these measures of 
announcing their support truly helping or merely 
distracting us from the systematic racism that exists 
in the actions of these very companies? For example, 
Roger Goodell, the Chairman of the National Football 
League, finally denounced racism after years of 
bowing to pressure to crack down on players kneeling 
during the national anthem. Yet his statement is only 
words, not actions. Goodell’s statement involved no 
mention of Colin Kaepernick or the injustice done to 
both him and other players of color over the history 
of the NFL. If Black lives truly mattered to the NFL, 
they would not only publicly apologize to Kaepernick 
but provide restitution for the years of both pay and 
his dream of playing in the NFL that he lost because of 
their actions.
   Amazon is another company that jumped to 
support the Black Lives Matter movement. However, 

Corporations 
and the Black 
Lives Matter 
Movement
by CHRIS ORNDOFF ’21

“If Black lives mattered to Amazon be-
yond a slogan that they use for PR, then 
they would provide safe employment con-
ditions and a living wage to their workers.”

POLITICS

Treasure 2019 by KANNETHA BROWN
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according to journalist James Bloodworth, Amazon 
workers pee in plastic bottles instead of going to the 
bathroom out of fear of disciplinary action. Another 
report by the labor group “Organize” supports this data 
by finding in their survey that 74% of employees avoided 
going to the bathroom for fear of getting a warning 
and that 55% of employees have started suffering 
from depression since beginning to work at Amazon. 
The Morning Call, a daily newspaper in Pennsylvania, 
surveyed a worrying trend at Amazon warehouses in 2011 
after an emergency room doctor reported Amazon to 
federal regulators after treating multiple Amazon workers 
for heat-related illness. It turned out that Amazon 
was forcing their workers to work in 100-degree heat 
with no air conditioning. During particularly hot days, 
Amazon arranged to have ambulances parked outside 
the warehouse to take workers who became sick to the 
hospital. 
   Amazon is also the company that fired Christian Smalls 
for organizing a strike over working conditions amid the 
COVID-19 pandemic. Smalls, who is Black, was called 
“not smart, or articulate” by Amazon General Council 
David Zapolsky in an internal memo. Zapolsky also 
stated, “We should spend the first part of our response 
strongly laying out the case for why the organizer’s 
conduct was immoral, unacceptable and arguably 
illegal, in detail, and only then follow with our usual 
talking points about worker safety. Make him the most 
interesting part of the story, and if possible, make him the 
face of the entire union/organizing movement.” 
As long as profit is at stake, Amazon does not care about 
the lives or livelihoods of its workers, let alone Black 
workers. As of the latest diversity update by Amazon in 
December 2019, 26.5% of their warehouse employees 
in the United States are Black. If Black lives mattered to 
Amazon beyond a slogan that they use for PR, then they 

would provide safe employment conditions and a 
living wage to their workers.
   The NFL and Amazon are not the only companies 
at fault here, as there are far too many to list in just 
this article. Nevertheless, if these companies truly 
cared about Black lives, they would do more than put 
out a post on social media proclaiming that they were 
wrong in the past. Anyone can claim that they support 
Black lives, but what matters is the actions they take 
to support Black lives. Until these corporations put 
their money and their efforts where their mouth is, 
their statements will remain just that, words. • 

“If Black lives mattered to Amazon be-
yond a slogan that they use for PR, then 
they would provide safe employment con-
ditions and a living wage to their workers.”

POLITICS

7 4 % 
of employees 

avoided going to 
the bathroom for fear 

of getting a warning and 
that 55% of employees 
have started suffering 
from depression since 

beginning to work 
at Amazon.

“

”
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George Floyd’s murder, committed by the 
very same people we expect to “protect” our 
livelihoods and “serve” our communities, is only 

one instance that reflects the racism integrated into the 
society and mindset of not just America, but the world. 
I previously had a “color-blind” or “I don’t see color” 
attitude, meaning I believed 
that we should not consider a 
person’s race as a reason for any 
predispositions or judgments 
that our minds are so frequented 
with. But lately, the more I think 
about how the world constructs 
race, the more I realize how 
the idea of “color-blindness” is 
inadequate and flawed. 
   If we treated equality the 
same way we understand it 
mathematically, we would 
inevitably find ourselves in 
a socially-disturbed society. 
All histories, contexts, and 
realities must be considered 
comprehensively when thinking 
of what it truly means to live 
and be equal. These inequalities 
can easily be understood by the 
economic and social realities we 

face today. To illustrate a mere summary, I’ll point 
to some statistics in a range of different indicators of 
society.
   According to the Bureau Of Labor Statistics, the 
unemployment levels of Black Americans, both men 
and women, are much higher than White Americans, 
Asian Americans, Hispanics, and all other races. This 
also reflects on both living standards and average 
incomes, which again is a stark contrast to other racial 
groups. The factors listed in the chart systematically 
lead into each other, causing a never-ending cycle of 
poverty and inequality. While these are some of the 
more general factors causing economic inequality, the 
last two factors can only be explained by racism deeply 
ingrained in the socio-cultural backbone of the United 

States, which far overpowers 
all other economic and social 
tensions faced.
   Although these statistics only 
summarize some of the inequality 
faced by Black Americans 
every day, it clearly shows that 
this inequality is structurally 
interconnected, constantly 
perpetuating violent, racist 
events such as George Floyd’s 
murder in what I think of as a 
“discrimination cycle.” 
   Color-blindness cannot be the 
answer for the same reason you 
wouldn’t tax a billionaire and a 
broke college student for the same 
amount of money. This might 
seem like an over-used argument, 
but a dangerously high  number 
of people today still claim that 
discrimination ceased to exist and 
that affirmative action is unfair. 
   We are far from achieving the 
truest form of equality, but the 
least we could do is recognize 
these structural imbalances in 
order to understand how uniquely 
racist our societies are. Although 
this level of understanding and 
reflection will never bring back 
George Floyd, Ahmed Arbery, 
Breonna Taylor or the hundreds 
and thousands of other Black 
American lives lost, it will equip 
us to influence public values in the 
right direction by resisting hate in 
our social spheres, regardless of 
our racial background. •

Visualizing 
Anti-Blackness 
in America
by AKIB JAMAL ’22

POLITICS

“If we treated equality 
the same way 

we understand it 
mathematically, we 

would inevitably find 
ourselves in a socially-

disturbed society.”
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Americans are getting disillusioned with electoral 
politics. We’re becoming more aware of the 
ways political institutions hijack the votes of the 

people—from methodical disenfranchisement at the 
polls to corporate donors influencing policy agendas to 
the disenfranchisement of six million people who are 
convicted of felonies. We saw how the summer’s Black 
Lives Matter uprising against the police state arguably 
accomplished more to combat systemic racism than 
a decade of voting ever could. On top of existing 
frustration and jadedness surrounding electoral 
politics, Bernie Sanders suspended his campaign for 
the second time—in the midst of a global pandemic 
exposing the very pitfalls of late-stage capitalism that 
his campaign set out to fight against.
   What if our disillusionment with electoral politics, 
particularly presidential elections, isn’t pessimistic at 
all? It’s not pessimistic to believe political change is 
a project that needs to take place both at and beyond 
elections—galvanizing people in their everyday 
lives. This is exactly what Bernie’s two presidential 
campaigns succeeded in doing. Political observers, 
pundits, and analysts could debate Bernie’s campaign 
strategies in endless debates and op-eds, theorizing 
all the ways in which the campaign failed. However, 
failure is out of the question when we see the 
campaign’s goals as a larger movement that transcends 
the election of a president.  
   Bernie’s campaigns brought about a widespread 
critique of capitalism, all the way from career 
politicians in Washington to working class caucus-
goers in Iowa. Working class demands finally had a 
large platform on the national stage and discussions 
across the country demystified “democratic socialism” 
as a collectively-owned and democratically-run 
government. There is an alternative to boundless 
capitalism, and the working class saw their leverage 
and interest in this revolution brought to the public eye 
by Bernie Sanders. 
   It’s necessary to realize that the campaigns would 
not have gotten as far as they did without the collective 
frustration of the people. Bernie Sanders did not make 
people frustrated, nor is he a messiah. He provided 
a platform for forty years of despair over neoliberal 
policy, a broken health care system, big banks, endless 
wars, a growing wealth gap, and corruption in politics. 
The movement is powered by the people, not a 

candidate. No single politician has a magic cure to fix 
everything deeply wrong with the United States. This 
became even more palpable when Bernie stated he is 
not in favor of defunding the police, a blow to many of 
his supporters who have witnessed the polices’ blatant 
overfunding and violent abuse of power. 
   Since 2016, membership of the Democratic Socialists 
of America has grown from 5,000 to almost 70,000 
members. During two Sanders campaigns, thousands 
of volunteers and staffers mobilized the working class, 
learning the techniques of unions and grassroots 
organizers. Volunteers canvassed for voters in small 
working class towns, talked with slaughterhouse 
workers as they got off their shift in the middle of 
the night, joined striking United Auto Workers and 
overall embraced the importance of everyday people 
in effective organizing. Voters who were disregarded 
by typical large-donor-funded campaigns saw their 
needs translated into urgent demands by a popular 
candidate. 
   Bernie isn’t the first politician to use the campaign 
as a means of demonstration against elite electoral 
politics. In 1972, Shirley Chisolm ran as a Black, 
feminist woman who flaunted her anti-establishment 
views with pride. Thanks to her unapologetic 
campaign, a socialist policy agenda was brought to 
national attention. More recently, in 2019, Governor 
of Washington Jay Inslee ran in the Democratic 
primaries with a campaign centered solely around the 
deteriorating environment. Because of this pragmatic 
decision, climate change was a major topic in the same 
democratic debates that formerly ignored it. 
   When we decide to see political change outside 
the realm of elections, the campaign becomes a 
demonstration. Bernie lost the chance to be president 
twice. Yet still, without winning what he set out to 
fight for, his campaign demonstrated the frustration 
and despair of millions fed up with political norms. 
By using the campaign itself to express widespread 
frustration with campaigns and elections in general, 
the movement critiqued the mainstream channels of 
change from the inside. 
   The campaign didn’t play into the typical 
compromises, pandering, and empty promises of 
elections. It imagined otherwise—a political revolution 
that transcends mainstream politics and sustains 
ongoing pressure. After caucuses are over, 
haphazard primaries have come to close, 
delegates are counted, and Bernie signs off 
as our candidate, everyday people have the 
power to pressure the political institutions 
who disregard them, who try to tell them 
their struggle is their own fault. The 
socialist revolution did not end in 2020, 
it’s underway as we speak and it’s nudging 
us to rethink what we deem politically 
possible. •

How Bernie 
Politicized Us 
Beyond the Polls
by JEANNE BEDARD ’22

POLITICS



Art in a Pandemic: How 
Galleries Went Virtual 
After COVID-19
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by ELIZA BROWNING ’22

The COVID-19 pandemic caused an 
unprecedented shutdown of museums and 
cultural institutions, forcing some to shutter 

for over six months and others permanently. Under 
phase three of the Massachusetts reopening plan, local 
institutions were allowed to reopen in early July, but 
some major museums such as the Museum of Fine 
Arts remained closed until late September. In the 
absence of lucrative foot traffic, museums were forced 
to find alternate ways to appeal to visitors, including 
online gallery showings, Zoom seminars and virtual 
masterclasses. Despite the challenges of quarantine, 
museums and arts organizations discovered 
innovative new ways to engage, educate and increase 
accessibility for all visitors.
   Recognizing people’s reliance on the arts for comfort 
and entertainment in times of crisis, some museums 
made an effort to expand free virtual programming for 
a wider audience. The Whitney Museum of American 
Art in New York City offered screenings of works in 
the collection, weekly talks on critical topics in art 
history and summer studio classes geared toward 
children and the general public. These wide-ranging 
programs, all free and easily accessible, helped to 
break down existing barriers in museum-going. While 
research has found that museum visitors tend to 
skew disproportionately white, educated and middle 
to upper class, the Whitney expanded the reach of 
these programs to an audience beyond New Yorkers 
able to afford the entrance fee. Similarly, the Dutch 
Instagram account “Tussen Kunst & Quarantaine” 
and the Getty Museum launched a viral challenge 
encouraging people to recreate their favorite works of 
art with materials found at home. The massive success 
of this campaign helped to reinforce the importance 
of stay-at-home orders while entertaining art lovers 
and families and keeping people engaged with their 
favorite museums.

   Teenagers and young adults were perhaps the most 
receptive to virtual opportunities, and a wide variety 
of social media accounts, publications, workshops 
and programs sprung up in the wake of the lockdown. 
Harvard students Jessica Lao and Carissa Chen, 
along with Jessica’s sister Sarah Lao, launched the 

CULTURE

Supernal Tendons 2020 by EMILY GRAY ’22  
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“Dear Loneliness” project, an initiative to collect and 
document handwritten letters from around the world 
chronicling the upheaval and isolation caused by 
the pandemic. So far they have received over 35,000 
handwritten letters, which are currently displayed in 
an online gallery and Instagram account as well as 
an upcoming physical exhibition space. Pre-existing 
online programs such as the COUNTERCLOCK Arts 
Collective also connected young artists from around the 
globe and provided the space to create and showcase 
an online gallery of work. These virtual opportunities, 
created by and aimed at high school and college 
students, hope to facilitate connection in isolation 
while providing new and accessible opportunities 
for young and emerging artists. Although museums 
including the MFA, the Institute of Contemporary 
Art in Boston and the Metropolitan Museum of Art 
canceled their summer internship programs, the 

Whitney chose to move their fall 2020 internship 
opportunities online, expanding their applicant pool 
to college students around the globe.
   At Wheaton, gallery director Elizabeth Hoy 
curated the exhibition Postcards from the 
Pandemic, which collected poems, photographs, 
drawings, sculptures, letters and other creations 
to document individual experience. The postcards 
were displayed physically in the Beard & Weil 
Galleries on campus as well as on the gallery 
website and social media, enabling members of 
the community to access them through a variety of 
platforms. This split approach which characterizes 
hybrid learning will likely remain in place well 
beyond the pandemic, allowing the public to engage 
with art on a greater variety of levels. While the 
pandemic has reinforced the entertaining and 
healing power of art, museums have come to realize 
that their collections no longer have to live within 
the walls of museums, but can become more greatly 
accessible to a global public. ·

“Recognizing people’s reli-
ance on the arts for comfort 
and entertainment in times of 
crisis, some museums made 
an effort to expand free virtual 
programming for a wider 
audience.”

CULTURE
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When asked the cliché question many music 
journalists ask prominent figures in punk 
rock—is punk really dead—former Dead 

Kennedys frontman Jello Biafra responded: “In some 
ways maybe it should die so that it can be reborn.” 
While he implied that punk will always exist in 
different forms, to believe that over 50 years after 
the Velvet Underground first played in New York 
that punk rock would look and feel exactly the same 
is to completely misunderstand the purpose of the 
movement. Every great movement in punk has come 
as a reaction to contemporary political and cultural 
currents. The hardcore movement came as a response 
to how the great pioneers of punk rock had sold out 
and become corporate. The Riot Grrrl movement came 
as a response to the lack of criticism of patriarchal 
and oppressive institutions within the hardcore 
movement, but now the hardcore movement is more 
hypermasculine than when it began. The trend now is 
to go backwards: to steal the “look’’ of punk and not its 
message. 
   The first time I took the Northern Line on the 
London Underground to Camden Town, I was 
expecting the cultural hubbub that was home to the 
Clash, but it walks a thin line between paying homage 
to its history and contradicting it by profiting off of 
it. When you walk down Camden High Street you are 
inevitably greeted—or rather harassed—by residents 
holding signs that say “Help Punk Get Drunk: £2 
per Photo.” They’re completely decked out in outfits 
ripped from the British punk scene of the 70s and 80s: 
Docs a mile high, mohawks, leather vests; it’s almost 
as if they’re costumes from some lost HBO mini 
series. “Dressing punk” is not a way to enter the scene; 
anything that is anti-establishment should never be 
commercialized. 
   Now there is a very small subcategory of TikTokers 
whose content revolves around posting 
aesthetic footage from their hardcore shows and 
trashing e-boys. E-boys embody the paradox of 
making punk mainstream while looking hot in front of 
a camera wearing chains and beanies and lip-syncing 
to Suicidal Tendencies, when they are in fact overly 
confident in themselves and are more than secure in 
their place in society. The hardcore scene has been and 
always will be starkly different from the conventional 

punk movements that I’m addressing. There’s no look 
or feel to hardcore other than the occasional shaved 
head and shirtless white boys. Hardcore therefore 
transcends time and does not need to be “reborn.” The 
irony of the commercialization of a subculture suck as 
punk and hardcore comes when Urban Outfitters sells 
a Bad Brains: Banned in D.C. T-shirt for $39.99 when 
that album was written as a testament to the negative 
effects of life under capitalism. 
   In 2020 anyone can buy their way into the 
subculture of their choice simply by buying some 
posters and some overpriced jeans, but we can’t blame 
anyone who chooses to do so. Maybe we weren’t in 
fact born in “the wrong generation” but in fact our 
generation has been so burdened with the aftermath of 
war, climate change and fascism that we think turning 
back to Jack Kerouac and the beatniks or going to 
Haight Ashbury will help us process it all. Right now 
we need punk rock—just leave Sid and Nancy out of it. 
· 

Punk Is Dead
Capitalism and the Slow Decay of Punk Rock
by KATE CONSTANTINE ’21
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   Fashion today blurs the lines between masculine and 
feminine, but nevertheless, the pockets on women’s 
clothing today remain 48% shorter and 6.5% narrower 
on average than men’s (and sometimes they’re even 
fake!). Take, for example, women’s “boyfriend” style 
jeans. They are designed to mirror men’s jeans by 
making them far looser and more baggy, yet make no 
use of the added space and instead continue to have 
disproportionately small pockets. This also is true for 
skinny jeans where pockets are sized according to the 
intended wearer—men’s skinny jeans are all well-
equipped with sufficient pocket space for their needs, 
while women’s are not. Pockets in men and women’s 
respective clothing have remained gendered despite 

the supposed blurring of gender boundaries, 
illustrating an institutional unwillingness to 
grant women equal pocket power—that is, 
equal power.
   The joy, amazement, and quite frankly, 
disbelief that I felt when I found a pair of 
jeans in which I could fit my whole hand in 
the front pocket is rather telling. I had never 
owned a pair of jeans with such deep pockets, 
but I was suddenly aware of how much easier 
I was able to go about my daily routine. 
Instead of having to rummage through a 
messy pile of things in an oversized handbag 
in search of my phone, wallet or keys, I 
simply reach into my pocket and pull it out. 
Instead of carrying my phone, wallet or keys 
in hand or asking someone to carry them in 

their pockets, I carry them myself, and I feel secure 
knowing I can actually feel my most valued possession 
on me.
   Pockets add functionality to clothing. By limiting 
women to unfunctional, pocketless clothing, are 
we effectively reinforcing a system which implies 
women don’t have a functional role in society? We 
need to shift the way we understand women’s roles in 
society to one which is equal to men’s, and in order to 
accomplish this, women need equal access to basic, 
spacious pockets. These limits placed on women’s 
ability to navigate public places limits their ability to 
be fully participatory members of society. Women’s 
longtime struggle for pockets, therefore, is more than 
a fight for room for her belongings, it is a fight for her 
room to belong. · 

 More Than Just a Pocket
by LOLA ROBINSON ’21

CULTURE

I have just one pair of jeans that have large enough 
pockets to comfortably fit my phone, keys, and 
wallet, and every time I wear them I have an 

uncontrollable need to point out the sheer size of the 
pockets. Guys shrug the comment off, unphased by 
its significance, while girls dote over the generously 
pocketed jeans and ask where I got them in hopes 
of sharing in the rarity that is a pair of jeans with 
spacious and functional pockets. The impossibly small 
and obscenely impractical pockets of women’s clothing 
may appear trivial on the surface – a nuisance and an 
inconvenience – but underneath lies a deeper political 
agenda. The dysfunctionality of pockets on women’s 
clothing reveals a long history of women’s exclusion 
from the public sphere. At the end of 
the day, pockets are more than just 
a means of storing basic necessities; 
they bridge the divide between private 
and public life, making the pocket a 
politicized space.  
   Freedom, power, and property 
ownership are all tied to money; 
therefore, hampering women’s physical 
access to money serves as a strategic 
mechanism through which women 
have been forced to remain dependent 
on men. By enabling a person to keep 
their phone, wallet and key as close to 
the body as possible, functional pockets 
grant the wearer a sense of power 
and security over their lives precisely 
because that power and security is no longer sterilised 
from the person themselves. They are responsible for, 
and have control over, their own sources of power. As 
a result, pockets offer a bridge into the public sphere 
by granting the wearer independence and freedom in 
day to day life. 
   Pockets are therefore a tool of inequality, whereby 
their dysfunctionality serves as a means of suppressing 
women’s independence in the public sphere by 
denying them the ability to effectively carry money, 
and by extension, wield power. The fashion industry 
has, in effect, facilitated women’s struggle for social 
and economic citizenship. Men can carry their source 
of independence and power with ease while women are 
forced to buy and carry handbags, or worse yet, rely on 
other people around them, effectively restricting their 
independence.

“Pockets are therefore 
a tool of inequality, 

whereby their dysfunc-
tionality serves as a 

means of suppressing 
women’s independence 
in the public sphere by 
denying them the ability 
to effectively carry mon-
ey, and by extension, 

wield power.”
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In the months that followed the explosive New York 
Times exposé on Harvey Weinstein, the #MeToo 
movement flooded social media feeds, magazine 

articles, and mainstream news broadcasts. A deluge 
of accused sexual offenders was forced out of the 
shadows, where the Internet rose to greet them with 
pitchforks in the shape of tweets and Instagram 
comments. For Weinstein, the backlash was swift 
and without mercy. In a matter of days, he went from 
a god amongst Hollywood elites to a social pariah, 
his permanent exile from society stemming from a 
perfect storm of the Internet’s most powerful tool: 
cancel culture. Nowadays, the public’s understanding 
of cancel culture has been corrupted, with each call 
for cancellation becoming more niche in reasoning, 
and met with increasing dismissal. But, at the end of 
2017, it represented, as writer Julia Serano asserts, 
a powerful equalizer for marginalized communities, 
“who understood the necessity of holding people 
responsible for their words and actions.” Cancel 
culture was then the perfect amalgamation of public 
shaming and social activism, thus becoming a vital 
medium in which the #MeToo agenda could be 
forwarded. 
   As cancel culture and #MeToo attracted more 
attention, more and more powerful men began to 
fall: Kevin Spacey, Matt Lauer, and Louis C.K., to 
name a few. Each news cycle marked a new, shocking 
revelation of explicit sexual assault, and the fervor for 
public justice clamored louder than ever. Then, on 
January 14, 2018, three months after the Weinstein 
stories broke, another accusation was leveled. An 
article on comedian Aziz Ansari was published by 
the website Babe, where an anonymous 23-year-
old photographer under the pseudonym “Grace” 
revealed “the worst night of her life” (Way). In her 
accusation, she claims that Ansari was over-zealous 
in his desire for sex and that he ignored her visual 
discomfort to satisfy his own sexual needs, making 
her feel “pressured” and “violated” (ibid). The article 
went viral, but as its notoriety grew, there was a 
tangible shift in public reaction. The ardent passion 
and unwavering support seen for previous victims 
faltered for “Grace.” Of course, there was still a vocal 

wave who praised her bravery and denounced Ansari 
as an abuser, but the lines between sexual misconduct 
and a “bad date” blurred and people found themselves 
unsure of which side they stood. 
   Previously, the vitriolic rhetoric used by supporters 
had been fueled by an unwavering assumption of 
moral superiority when faced with clear-cut cases 
of sexual assault and workplace harassment. The 
men they targeted were bad, and the crimes they 
demanded reparations for were worse, and they, by 
extension, were good for canceling them. But, when 
social media users were presented with a case where 
the question of if a crime even occurred saturated 
the victim’s statement, the movement found itself 
torn between two extremes. Some continued on their 
crusade, denouncing Ansari as an abuser and exiling 
him from mainstream culture. In contrast, others 
denied the claim in its entirety, writing off the victim’s 
feelings as an over-reaction, and demanding that she 

Aziz Ansari and the Terrible, No Good, Very Bad 
Accusation of Sexual Misconduct
by CAROLINE CHAFFIOTTE ’22
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Aziz Ansari and the Terrible, No Good, Very Bad 
Accusation of Sexual Misconduct

CULTURE

silence herself lest she damage the movement. The 
ambiguities surrounding the Ansari case exposed the 
rhetorical instability underlying #MeToo and cancel 
culture, which, in response incited a radicalization 
of the two conflicting factions, inadvertently 
delegitimizing the movement in the process.   
   In the Babe article, the language is inflammatory, the 
rhetoric demands vindication, and the portrayal of the 
sexual encounter is incredibly graphic. It was a story 
banking on the trend of the previous four months, 
mimicking the revelatory style of the Weinstein/C.K./
Spacey exposés, but equally capitalizing on its own 

salacious details. Author Katie Way forces attention 
through a direct appeal to pathos, anticipating that 
other women would understand, resonate, and relate 
to “Grace’s” experience of sexual discomfort and her 
hesitation to express said discomfort. That spark 
of sameness would then go on to inspire waves of 
outrage (and perhaps spur some Internet notoriety 
for herself). Way knew exactly what she was doing 
when she approached “Grace” for the article, and 
yet, ironically, because of her blind confidence in 
the story’s sensationalism, she had no concept of its 
vulnerabilities. The article is simply an amateurish 
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“In its attempt to liberate women from the suffering inflicted 
upon them by sexual predators, #MeToo unwittingly creat-
ed a binary in which their victims had to adhere; everything 
else that was too complex for a cursory moral litmus test was 
seen as a threat and destroyed.”  
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tabloid rehashing a traumatic event with no further analysis 
or critique of the underlying gender-power dynamics at play 
in the subtext (Shepard). The potential for the conversation 
spurred by “Grace’s” story could have been invaluable, as it 
would have opened up a dialogue concerning how men and 
women understand issues of consent; focusing specifically 
on the “imbalanced sexual 
power structures that plague 
us—the power structures 
that tell us a man’s desires 
are more significant than 
a woman’s” (ibid). But 
that conversation was lost 
as soon as the article was 
published, drowned out in 
online screaming matches 
that manifested immediately 
after. 
   Way got her wish: the story 
went viral, and for the next 
few days, it saturated every 
news outlet. Tweets poured 
in demanding Ansari’s social 
death—his cancellation. 
Internet users wanted blood, 
and it seemed that they 
would get it, as they had 
become accustomed to, but 
backlash began to mount. 
People found themselves 
questioning the legitimacy of 
the claim. Did this count as 
sexual assault? By “Grace’s” 
own detailing, she denied 
that the sexual encounter 
was rape (Way). “Then 
what was it?” became the 
dominating question. For 
many writers, the accusation 
did not represent a woman’s 
attempt to step forward, 
but a malicious degradation 
of sexual assault victims, as well as a targeted attack on the 
#MeToo movement. For instance, HLN host Ashleigh Banfield 
read an on-air open letter to “Grace,” in which she said, “I’m 
sorry you had a bad date” but that “what you have done is 
appalling” (North). Caitlin Flanagan of The Atlantic wrote that 
“Grace” was nothing more than a weak-willed, lonely woman 
desperate for attention and hell-bent on revenge for Ansari’s 
emotional rejection. In the rhetorical carnage, previous 
supporters of the #MeToo movement found themselves 
violently rejecting its most basic principle: believe the victim. 
Instead, they demeaned “Grace”, disparaged her, and made 

her feel as small as she describes that night with Ansari. The 
message from these powerful women became clear: play by the 
rules or stay silent. Be easily identifiable in your victimization, 
or else it doesn’t count. In this sense, Serano’s prescription of 
cancel culture had already been corrupted, as the very platform 
in which marginalized groups could voice injustices was being 

used to silence one of their own. 
In its attempt to liberate women 
from the suffering inflicted 
upon them by sexual predators, 
#MeToo unwittingly created a 
binary in which their victims had 
to adhere; everything else that 
was too complex for a cursory 
moral litmus test was seen as a 
threat and destroyed.  
   In the immediate aftermath of 
the Ansari controversy, not much 
changed. Six days after the story 
broke, 1.5 million Americans 
attended the 2nd annual Women’s 
March (Lopez). Time passed, 
and more men were exposed 
and exiled, the cycle perpetually 
starting and restarting. Yet on 
July 9, 2019, a year and a half 
after his cancellation, Ansari 
returned to the public forum 
with his comedy special Right 
Now (North). In it, he details his 
experience of being canceled, the 
emotions he felt as he watched his 
career rapidly deteriorate around 
him. He is surprisingly honest 
in his recollection of the event, 
but missing from his narrative is 
“Grace.” He does not discuss her 
feelings; he does not acknowledge 
her pain; he does not offer a 
public apology (ibid). Her main 
purpose in the routine is to serve 
as commentary on the destructive 

nature of cancel culture, demonstrating that Ansari has not 
gained anything from this experience other than a newfound 
bitterness towards social media. The arguments on both 
sides lacked what author John Duffy would call phronesis: 
the Aristotelean concept of ‘practical wisdom’ or the ability to 
anticipate where and when a specific style of rhetoric should 
be used. Had #MeToo (and by extension cancel culture) had a 
stronger rhetorical understanding — knowing when to incite 
outrage versus when to critically analyze — the message of 
#MeToo would not have been lost in the frenzy of volatile 
language, projection, and caps lock. Ideas would present 

Ke. May, 2019 by KANNETHA BROWN
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with more targeted precision, misinterpretation would 
decrease, and consequences would be unavoidable. It 
could only be hoped that, by extension, Ansari would 
learn to understand the gravity of his actions and 
empathize with “Grace’s” feelings, instead of using her 
pain as an advertisement for his comedy special.   
   The Ansari case ultimately failed in its attempt 
to expose a predator due to the vitriolic rhetoric 
that spewed from both sides, the ambiguous nature 
of the accusation presented, and the fickleness of 
consequences. While #MeToo is nowhere near a defunct 
campaign for social justice (as seen by the recent 
Weinstein conviction), it still struggles to maintain a 
cohesive message and identity. Its use of social media 
also complicates its delivery as 280 characters and 
an immediate platform (no editorial process) has 
proven to be inadequate at handling the complexities 
surrounding not just sexual assault, but modern sexual 
relationships as well. Instead, it tends to accelerate most 
critical thinking to immediate inflammatory action, 
and suffocate nuanced debates. The implementation 
of phronesis is then critical to the future success and 
rehabilitation of the movement, as its use would 
motivate a coherent philosophy in which to guide it. · 

Nycia. March, 2019 by KANNETHA BROWN

“The Ansari case 
ultimately failed in its 
attempt to expose a 
predator due to the 
vitriolic rhetoric that 
spewed from both 

sides, the ambiguous 
nature of the 

accusation presented, 
and the fickleness of  of 

consequences.”
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Monumental dynamism has defined the zeitgeist of the twenty-twenties. As we have sojourned the many 
tribulations of this past year, a tintinnabulation of creative voices arose from the sites of our global quar-
antine. This section is a curated collection of “inside voices” featuring students from Wheaton to SCAD, 
chronicling our artistic reactions to 2020. The section is divided by and connected with one line, a linear 
motion that meshes and mocks the categorical specifications humanity is so anxious to impose. If this year 
has taught me anything its that when the crashing sounds of  chaos and discord threaten to overwhelm the 
mind, the most comforting feeling is to know that someone, somewhere can still hear you.

Emily Gray ‘22, Arts and Layout Editor

In Between Page 2019 by LINNEA FIEDLER-HOERLE ‘22 University of Hartford

Taking the Train to New York 
Before the Pandemic 

by ELIZA BROWNING ‘22
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In Between Page 2019 by LINNEA FIEDLER-HOERLE ‘22 University of Hartford

Taking the Train to New York 
Before the Pandemic 

by ELIZA BROWNING ‘22
 In late winter we boarded the T at South Station 
to carry us to a different city, as if from the border 
 of sleep to waking. The light through the windows 
bore down on the greening meadows and swamplands 
 of Connecticut, the tangle of railyards, 

the bright flashes of coast. Soon we would be underground. On 
the train we invented stories for the other passengers, the 
woman folded over a laptop, the man behind her 
 singing “Strawberry Fields Forever.” I kept looking outside 
at the trains passing parallel and their empty carriages 

 full of overhead light, imagining myself inside. And we 
were inside. When we got off at Penn Station 
 the sky piercing the MetLife building was as blue as heaven, and every-
thing was open: the tattoo parlors, 
 the bodegas, the horizon stretching to hold us in its grasp. 

During those last unreal days, we sat and watched time 
 repeat itself, the trains switching tracks and following each other from 
one century to the next. The hours we have left 
 together are not actually so long. Come linger at my doorstep 

masculine 2020 by EMILY GRAY ‘22
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ART
fall 2020 in 3 iterations
by SYDNEY EVANS ‘21

(1)

just a door away
watch   the sunrise 
nearly
every night  ,dampened
by pessimism   /impossible
to console  (as no 
one can
smooth the  concerned
brow  or the covers of
old books  all there is 
to do    is
listen    sometimes it
is icy   ;like we have come
to live in a 
glacier (imprisoned
by association  secrets  ,already
divulged  ,strangers in
a stranger 
new world  (bound 
in the maze
of indoor 
isolation 
meeting
in the 
flooded  
bathroom
and otherwise/ the 
    only
one who  understands
dismantling reality 
&&indulging sweetness 
we are
 a frantic forest
and if the thorns 
should grow
i would bleed 
dry

(2)

a cruel wall
can be married
to a warm room
harsh offhands&&
sensitivity to 
spines
OUCH  my skin
is too thin
(i will decide 
when to
fortify it
with you
  i shouldn’t 
need
a shield
trained language 
/brutality
please     ,soften 
we are 
magical
carissima
i see mondays
in your 
prophetic 
    dreams
and watch you 
breathe 
salt  ,only do not
cut me 
with it  
like a
pearled
 mermaid
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(3)

fused together
 like a bivalve
a reflection )(
in the  acidifying 
sea 
trials to 
raise the pH
so hard when we
are away ,my seraphim 
brother  our third
piece
we bend back
the bloody hands 
of time
at first 
i had to  think that
i must desire
 your 
preserved kiss
and now;though 
you are as a
marble statuette  
like the
ones you 
so study
instead
(a sister
the  doors
rattle but 
do not slam
for me it will
always
settle, a 
golden string
impervious to the 
blades of
 the fates
silent
&&
hanging 
in the stars

Solitude is Enriching 2020
by BROOKE MORGANTI ‘22



New Kind Of World
by AYANBI NAYLOR O. ‘23

Sitting here on the object where people usually come to relax their bodies; 
I’ve been told it’s expensive, comfy and sturdy but delicate. 
On that object is where I have chosen to execute my work. -- 

Trying to make sure each stitch mimics the one before it 
Eyes open, focused, attentive. Though this is something I can do with eyes closed. -- 

My fingers guiding it in and out 
as I craft beauty with my smooth hands 
and these long soft strands of yarn are plentiful  
and what I can form with them is simply impeccable.  
  ----------
That was just a small portion of my sometimes nice and tranquil time while inside. 
On the other hand, my brief time spent outside
is not that. 

It’s 
kissing through thick white 
material and holding synthetic 
nylon hands 
because these days bare skin to skin contact outside is dangerous  
unmasked faces are killer and are greeted with 
wide side movements and 
glaring multicolored eyes. 

We’ve become a new society  
One day the 
busy bustling fast paced skinny and wide loud and obnoxious fun filled diverse and 
different fully extended streets in front of me 
are now supposed to be subject but not limited to, 
everyone 6 feet apart,
don’t go outside without the proper protection, 
shouldn’t touch anything without proper coverage, 
“can’t come in here without a mask” 
the air we now breathe has the possibility to kill us.
“Stay safe, stay inside.”  
new guidelines and more extensions.

Crazy people draw more attention to the fucked up shit that’s occurring at our 
selfish discretion. 
Wow 
what a time to be alive in this 
New kind of world that we live in. 

The 2020 Diet 2020 by LILY DEMET ‘21
 University of Massachusetts, Amherst
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ah, plants
by SARAH SUTHERLAND ‘21

ah, to be a bamboo plant 
on my windowsill today. 

he does not have deadlines , or plans of any 
sort does not know the state 
of impending doom 

as simple as sunlight 
and a little h2o 

and he grows, albeit slowly 

up and up and up 
as we go down and down and down 

perhaps i shall sprinkle some water 
on this pandemic ? 
put our leaders in the sun 

and hope for empathy to grow 
for even those buried deep deep underground 
must dig upward towards the light 
in order to remain living 

but someone has taken our shovels… 

ah, to be a bamboo plant 

amelia 2020 by OLYMPIA 
DEMETROPOULOS
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ah, to be a bamboo plant 
on my windowsill today. 

he does not have deadlines , or plans of any 
sort does not know the state 
of impending doom 

as simple as sunlight 
and a little h2o 

and he grows, albeit slowly 

up and up and up 
as we go down and down and down 

perhaps i shall sprinkle some water 
on this pandemic ? 
put our leaders in the sun 

and hope for empathy to grow 
for even those buried deep deep underground 
must dig upward towards the light 
in order to remain living 

but someone has taken our shovels… 

ah, to be a bamboo plant 

Stuck Inside My House with the Samara 
Blues Again, Will Someone Get Me a 
Quarantini
by EMILY GRAY ‘22

On a scale of one to 
stroking Jim Morrison’s 3rd eye,
How is your youtube yoga going?

I’m trying meditation but moksha remains unattainable cuz
I’m also trying to avoid sarcasm
while deducing 
what degree of 
“incredible passion”
i can achieve in a text message

my rendezvous with his handwriting was accidental
his letters just sort of 
scurried into my hands from 
somewhere in my room I suppose I 
didn’t mean to reread those love notes
but now I’m dissecting the sweet spiders of 
wretched sap 
I burn their sticky ghosts in the gentle 
pyre of my mom’s votive candles

Is it kinky for me to ask you to break my neck?
Is it like when Jesus washed Shiva’s feet with his hair?
 (is that classified as heretical hedonism?)

On a scale of samsaric oblivion to 
ego death in the brahmanic ocean,
How would you rate this vegan cheesecake?
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How it feels to not live somewhere.

Bags. You live in bags.
You don’t sleep comfortably. 
You hide.
You ask: where is, when do, and to touch.

You can’t cry
Comfortably. 

You don’t cry. 
You don’t smile either.
You’re skittish.

You walk carefully.
On eggshells. Then pick them up after, so it doesn’t 
inconvenience the next person who walks there. 
So you don’t leave a trace of yourself there.
So no one knows you’re there.

You don’t get upset.
You comply.
You comply when you’re upset.
Your upset is quiet.

You quiet, has no place here either.
Too quiet if you’re not smiling. 
Too smiley and you’re missing something. Taking 
something for granted.

Comply because you have no place here.
You live in bags. 
You go where they go.

Your things move,
You move.
Straight like that.
Quiet but grateful.

Anger has no place here. 
Grief can’t show on your face here. 
You have no face here.
No freedom here. 
No free time here.
You: an extension of the person who brought you 
here.

You don’t demand here.
You sit pretty here.
Not too pretty and not for too long will you be 
sitting here.

You don’t walk around naked here.
Anyone will walk in whenever they want here.

You have no rights here.
You wait for directions here.
You’re told how to live here and if you’re not told 
you figure it out here.

But you should still know better here.
Still say yes here.
Know what you should be doing here.
Without complaint.
No second guessing or questioning here.

But you don’t have to be so uptight here.

Act light here.
Smile remember?
Smile.
Don’t breathe or take your time here.

Be on top of things here.
Be here.
Smile.

Find the balance on foriegn land here.
Uncharted territory is here.
Now You here.
Taking up space.

Displaced
by SHANAI WILLIAMS ‘23
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Move here.
No. Here.
Move, 
You not from here, 
Move from there.
MOVE. 
And take your bags with you.

You Can Make the Cut 2020 by COLE KILGUS ‘22 
Savanah College of Art and Design
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          unmute–
it’s your turn to speak
in your pajamas
with a caffeine headache
and sandman eyes
all on you
perched before the screen
like strange birds
pecking for attention
 
         mute–
         video paused–
times up,
same thing next week.
 

Missed Connections
by JOSIAH LUNDIN ‘20 
University of West Virginia 
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places
by LILY DEMET ‘21 

University of Massachusetts, Amherst

uprooted 
the way my pine bends 

great gashes along her trunk where 
shear has forced an opening i run 
my finger along the jagged perfo-
ration sap oozing acrid from her 

open wound i caress 
undress 

sit embryonic 
in the throne her roots make 

the curling of coccyx 
the way my spine bends 

form fits 
to her sacred space 

embraced im safe 
is this therapy

by
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Find this playlist + 
bonus tracks on Spotify!
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Follow the creatives
Linnea Fielder-Hoerle 
Oliva Doherty
Kannetha Brown
Emily Gray 
Caroline Chaffiotte
Eliza Browning 
Syndey Evans
Brooke Morganti
Ayanbi Naylor O. 
Lily Demet
Olympia Demetropoulos
Sarah Sutherland
Shanai Williams
Cole Kilgus
Cathleen Luo

Find this playlist + 
bonus tracks on Spotify!

ig: @scarydogface
ig: @oliviadoherty_art

www.kannethabrown.com
ig: @the.creative.wasteland 

https://counterclock.org
Rushlight Literary Arts Magazine
Rushlight Literary Arts Magazine

ig: @kvltbian
ig: @ayanbiii

www.overtherainbowarts.com
ig: @i.am.olympia

Rushlight Literary Arts Magazine
ig: @shanaibae

ig: @coleseyeview
https://catluo27.myportfolio.com/work



Get involved
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 flmmaking, poetry, art, 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 defnition of
how the world is and should be.

That’s you.That’s you.

Want to create for us? Email bedard_
jeanne@wheatoncollege.edu for more 
information.



Thank you
Parks & Recreation; for the name.

Davol-Taunton; for the paper.

Babe Lincoln’s Editorial Staff; for their humor, passion, countless tweaks, and amazing
 resiliency.

Contributors; for their insightful, subversive commentary and creative expression.

Rachel Pink and SAIL; for always supporting student-driven initiatives and taking the time to 
work through logistics with us.

Wheaton Student Organizations; for setting an incredible precedent for student leaderhsip.

Wheaton faculty; for encouraging student participation.

Pete Ferreira; for helping us access InDesign and PhotoShop when the pandemic forced us to 
create this magazine asynchronously.

Babe Lincoln’s founder, Pia Parisi-Marcoux, and foudning staff; whose passion for reframing 
political action inspires us to move this magazine forward.

And finally, the Roosevelt Institute, without which Babe Lincoln would not exist.



Babe Lincoln was created in 2015 by students at Wheaton College in Norton, 
Massachusetts. Babe Lincoln believes, more than anything, in the power and 

potential of Wheaton Students: to learn, think, debate and create with a critical 
eye to the world, to make change, to always strive for more—and for better. 


