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by Vrinda Jagota

Before coming to Paris for the se-
mester, I invested in two pairs of 

heels that I imagined were going to be 
the height of fashion. (Because in the 
idyllic Shangri-La Paris I imagined, 
everyone dressed exactly like me and 
I could casually recount in typical 
Godardian soliloquy the “sunlight 
oozing onto my (perfect) hair like a 
slice of the decadent fromage I just 
ate on my picnic with Jean Luc God-
ard himself” without anyone calling 
me out on my unchecked levels of 
Tumblr and/or delusions).   
     I haven’t thrown out an article of 
clothing since the 7th grade, so fitting 
myself into two suitcases was a bit of 
a challenge. But I did it, largely with 
those shoes as my guide. If I couldn’t 
create at least three outfits with an 
article of clothing that involved the 
heels, I didn’t pack it. 
     I realize just how ridiculous I sound. 
A life centered around shoes? Could 
there be a more trivial existence? 
All jokes aside, the way we choose 
to dress is of course important, of 
course a dynamic conversation with 
the hundreds of other people, adver-
tisements, and celebrities we run into 

and observe every day, and should 
not be discounted as frivolous.
I must admit, I don’t often wear 
heels, but the times I have, they made 
me feel stylish, more put-together 
than my normal when-I-wake-up-
you-can-see-where-I-was-sleeping-
because-I-was-outlined-by-a-perim-
eter-of-breadcrumbs-from-sandwich-
es-I-fell-asleep-eating self, and, most 
importantly, empowered. As I am 
literally taller, I am more able to have 
a physically horizontal relationship 
with the people around me. Every 
step I take makes a distinct clacking 
sound, and the shoe becomes an ex-
tension of who I am and how I define 
my physical presence, which is taller, 
louder, bigger. I am the bionic wom-
an, Inspector Gadget, part catwalk, 
part shoe, all awesome. 
     But I came to Paris, and a few 
things happened. First, I realized 
that my shoes don’t quite fit into 
the normal fashion here. Unlike the 
mod plastic low-cut boots and clas-
sic black pumps that frequent the 
metro, my forest green wedges and 
brown leather heels stand out. People 
stare at my feet rather than my face 
when they meet me. This realization 

was the first indicator of difference, 
of discomfort. The Paris I had imag-
ined, that I felt comfortable in, was 
really just a projection of myself, a 
counterfactual constructed based on 
my unique experiences- one that as-
sumed all the great parts of my Amer-
ican life and changed any semblance 
of difference I had ever felt so that I 
fit in perfectly. Unfortunately, reality 
necessarily falls short of imagination. 
Then, my (female) friends and I had a 
few negative encounters with men on 
the street, often while wearing heels 
and dresses. We were whistled at, 
whispered at, yelled at, approached, 
even chased out of stores by men who 
felt our “feminine” heels and mere ex-
istences as women in the same space 
as them was an invitation. My friend 
was even pushed to the ground by a 
man when she wouldn’t talk to him. 
More than once, I have had to call a 
friend pretending to be busy and not 
phased by the unwanted and aggres-
sive attention. I find myself reliant on 
my male friends, because cat callers 
respect the presence of other men in a 
way that they would never respect me 
as an autonomous woman. 
     Suddenly, high heels became a 

marker not of the power of my femi-
ninity, not a display of what I enjoyed 
and celebrated most about my iden-
tity and my body, but a reminder of 
how my woman-ness is often defined 
by someone other than myself, that 
displaying feminine qualities makes 
me an object for men to talk at. In 
heels, my stride is about the way my 
legs look to an outsider, not about 
where I’m walking, not what I want.
I am left wondering what kind of 
constructed Paris those men live in. 
Is it one where as soon as anyone ex-
presses interest in something verbal-
ly, they get it? Can I, in their Shan-
gri-La, walk around saying “Subway 
Meatball Sub but seriously, no banana 
peppers this time or I’m switching to 
the wish-fulfilling reality with more 
bars in more places.”? Amazingly, I 
fear this delusional perception of the 
world is actually the case. As a man I 
met at a party over the summer once 
seriously told me, women who don’t 
acknowledge his “compliments” are 
rude and unappreciative, and have 
earned his subsequent heckling. 

Continued On Page 7
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EDITORIAL

Ask a liberal about the LGBT 
movement and you’ll likely 

get a response speaking of the need 
for full marriage equality, and the im-
pressive progress that has already been 
made to achieve this.  More interest-
ingly, if you take away the benefit of 
directed thoughtfulness that eliciting 
a question provides, and simply note 
what conversations take place, the 
equating of the LGBT movement with 
marriage equality will likely become 
even more stark.  Now, ask a conser-
vative what they think about marriage 
equality, and assuming they don’t pull 
a Rick Santorum and compare homo-
sexuality to pedophilia or bestiality, 
you might get a response like “We 
can’t change the definition of mar-
riage!  Marriage is between a man and 
a woman; if we allow homosexuals to 
marry they’ll try to change the defini-
tion again.  They’ll try to make mar-
riages between more than two people 
next.”   Perhaps these conservatives 
have a point.  Perhaps it is time for us 
to question why the only recognized 
structure for a romantic relationship 
is between two people.  Perhaps it is 
time to ask ourselves what the current 
structure is predicated upon, and who 
benefits from this system, and more 
importantly who does not.

When we think of relationship 
structures, and of monogamy, it is 
important to remember that marriage 
as an institution in western society was 
traditionally and historically a tool of 
the patriarchy, a way, as author Jew-
elle Gomez puts it, to “steal women’s 
property.”   Through traditional rituals 
of marriage, such as wives taking their 
new husbands’ last names, women, 
who were treated as little more than 
property, were literally “branded,” 
their husbands taking the ownership 
role previously held by their fathers.  
As part of their marriage vows, women 
promised “to love, cherish, and obey” 
their new owners.  Monogamy, as a 
cultural and moral ideal, was imposed 
upon women so that women could not 
stray from their dominant and posses-
sive husbands.  Men on the other hand, 
were free to take mistresses and other 
lovers outside of the confines of their 
marriages.  This ugly paradigm still 
exists today, with women who enjoy 

many partners labeled as “sluts” while 
their male counterparts are congrat-
ulated as “studs.”  Similarly, while 
it is no longer considered entirely 
permissible for married men to sleep 
around indiscriminately, the blame for 
such infidelity is typically placed, not 
upon the cheating husband, but upon 
the wily mistress whose temptations 
could not be resisted. I mention this 
traditional conception of marriage and 
of monogamy, for two reasons.  One, 
because our cultural understanding 
should tell us that this historical struc-
ture of marriage has slowly evolved, 
women no longer have to take their 
husbands’ last names or vow to obey 
them, and if this previously unalter-
able fact of relationships has in fact 
altered, perhaps others can as well.  
And two, to illustrate how mandatory 
monogamy (the absence of other rec-
ognized relational structures) is both 
sexist, that is, oppressive to women, 
and heterosexist, as it places the tra-
ditional heterosexual model of rela-
tionships as the natural and the ideal 
towards which queer people should 
strive to replicate.

Non-monogamy is such an alien 
concept in our contemporary US cul-
ture, that it is probably worth spending 
a paragraph explaining and justifying 
its worthiness and validity, though in 
a hopeful future this will not be nec-
essary.  Monogamy, the practice of 
two and only two people agreeing to 
romantically love and have sex with 
each other exclusively, is of course a 
model that can work very well, but it 
is by no means the only model or the 
best.  Just as two people can agree to 
love each other exclusively, so can 
three or four or five.  A larger group 
can have a long term relationship 
founded upon intergroup love, trust, 
and fidelity.  There is no reason, apart 
from heterosexism and heteronorma-
tivity, that this form of relationship 
should not be recognized.  Similarly, 
two people engaged in a romantic re-
lationship with each other can agree to 
allow their partners to sleep with other 
people without in any way detract-
ing from their love for one another.  
Monogamy, though it is conceived 
as the only natural form that relation-
ships may take, is in fact only one of 

a diverse array of ways to structure 
relationships, all of which should be 
seen as equally valid and respectable.

There is an absolute lack of repre-
sentation of non-monogamous love 
in popular culture and the media.  
Literature, film, and television portray 
monogamous relationships nearly ex-
clusively.  This lack of representation 
causes real and significant harms; 
people engaged in alternative relation-
ships are sent an implicit message that 
their love is not real, and possibly not 
moral.  People who are not engaged 
in alternative relationships are sent a 
message that monogamy is the only 
legitimate option, and are not aware 
of the alternative structures that they 
might choose to pursue and which 
might enrich and beautify their lives.

People engaged in non-monoga-
mous relationships are also excluded 
from the many benefits and rights that 
married couples enjoy.  These benefits 
are many in number, and it would not 
be useful for this editorial to attempt 
to list and explain each of them.  Ad-
ditionally, due to the legal system’s 
current presumption of monogamy, the 
administration of these benefits would 
have to be restructured and rethought 
to be inclusive of non-monogamous 
relationships.  This restructuring is 
possible and not unduly arduous to 
achieve, but it is not Cornell Progres-
sive’s place to precisely delineate 
the ways in which this restructuring 
should take place.  One right however, 
which is important to discuss, is the 
ability to legally adopt and raise chil-
dren.  Though it may be inconceivable 
to many for a child to be raised by 
more than two parents, this structure is 
actually common.  It was only with the 
Industrial Revolution that the modern 
nuclear family began to supersede the 
traditional extended family structure, 
where children were raised not just 
by two parents, but by a network of 
grandparents, cousins, aunts, uncles, 
and other family all either living in the 
same household or living close to each 
other, and playing significant roles in 
the rearing of children.  

Queering Relational Structures: 
Against the Privileging of Monogamy

Continued on Page 3
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The Problem with the New SAT 
On Standardized Tests Amanda Aragon

Starting in 2016 there will be a new 
SAT format, which, according to 

College Board is supposed to be “more 
focused and useful than ever before”. 
Gone are the guessing penalties and 
mandatory essay in favor of a return 
to the original 400 to 1600 point scale. 
The writing section will also undergo 
major revisions, as it will now contain 
evidence-based questions. In a similar 
vein as the document-based questions 
on Advanced Placement exams, ev-
idence-based questions will ask stu-
dents to interpret and analyze various 
sources. College Board assures us 
that these skills will be invaluable to 
students in college and in their future 
careers. High school students will just 
have to take their word for it as they 
shell out $51 for an exam to tell them, 
and their colleges of choice, how pre-
pared they are for the rigors of higher 
education.
     In addition to making the test 
more focused, the new SAT changes 
are supposed to make the test fairer. 
Based on information collected by 
College Board, the SAT seems to be 
more correlated with income than it 
is college success. Average mathe-
matics, writing, and reading scores 
are lower for students coming from a 
low socioeconomic background and 
consistently higher for students with 
wealthier parents. The new changes 
aim to rectify this inequality, as does 
a partnership with Khan Academy, a 
popular online study guide website, 
which will provide all students with 
free test preparation. 
     This is not the first change made 
to the SAT that has been justified with 
promises of increased usefulness and 
equality, and it certainty will not be the 
last. In 2005 College Board removed 
analogies in the critical reasoning sec-
tions. These analogies were supposed 
to be based off of real life situations, 
but the questions were often vague, 
ambiguous, and biased towards par-
ticular groups. For example, one now 
famous analogy questions required 
the student to understand the associ-
ation between oarsman and regatta, 
which pertain to rowing, a sport 
usually practiced by those of a higher 
socioeconomic status. In addition to 
removing these analogies, an essay 
was added in an attempt to score the 
writing abilities of all students and to 
minimize the difference between the 
high and low scores. The mathematics 
section was also made harder in order 
to avoid the grade inflation that was 
occurring due to the rising number 
of perfect raw scores. These changes 

were also supposed to create a “more 
focused and useful” SAT. So will the 
2016 changes accomplish what the 
goals of the 2005 changes were?
In 2005 Dr. Les Perelman, a director 
of undergraduate writing at Massachu-
setts Institute of Technology, analyzed 
the essays from the 25 minute essay 
portion of the SAT. He found that he 
could reliable predict the scores based 
on the length of the essay. The essays 
were often filled with factual errors, 
since College Board does not penalize 
for incorrect facts. The essay was a 
practice in quantity not in quality. A 
400-word essay, even if completely 
wrong, was reliable scored higher than 
a 100-word essay. Teachers argued 
that the test was encouraging poor 
writing skills in students because it 
emphasized quantity and shallow 
analysis over depth and methodical 
reasoning and arguments. This study 
was done while the College Board 
website was emphasizing the need to 
assess student writing performance in 
order to better predict college success. 
But apparently in 2016, that will no 
longer be necessary as a measure of 
success.
     Some have argued that the real 
reason for these changes has been 
because of competition from the ACT. 
More and more colleges are allowing 
students to send in either an SAT or 
ACT score. The ACT has an optional 
essay and a science section and a 
composite score is taken based off of 
performance in four different sections. 

The option of the ACT has taken many 
students away from taking the SAT, 
and it seems as if College Board is 
trying to maintain its student base 
with claims of being a more reliable 
measure of college success. 
     However, it turns out that this 
claim is   not very reliable. Many 
studies have found that the correlation 
between SAT scores and first year 
college GPA is very low, explaining 
only 10-20% of grades. In fact, it’s 
interesting to note that the SAT used 
to stand for Scholastic Aptitude Test, 
but the correlation with intelligence 
was difficult to establish. Therefore 
the acronym changed to the Scholas-
tic Assessment Test, which implied a 
correlation between performance and 
scholastic ability, but this too was 
difficult to establish. So today College 
Board says that it stands for nothing. 
Since the early 2000s, they have 
claimed that the SAT is just a name, 
not an acronym. So it seems as if the 
SAT stands for nothing because they 
cannot get their test to reliably predict 
any measure of student success, per-
formance or general intelligence. 
     The SAT is supposed to predict 
how well a student will do in college. 
It tries to correlate scores by collecting 
data on students’ high school GPAs 
and classes. So why should a test act-
ing as a substitute for GPA and classes 
be used in assessing college readiness 
instead of actual GPA and classes? The 
SAT has a history rife with inequalities 
and it seems as if the test has more 

history of revisions than history of stu-
dent academic assessment. Instead of 
fixing symptoms of a broken system, 
isn’t it time to solve the underlying 
problem present in a test that contin-
ues to fail to accomplish its goal? We 
need to figure out what we’re really 
measuring, because it certainly isn’t 
academic ability.
 CP

Photo Courtesy of educationisphysical.files.wordpress.com

EDITORIAL
Continued From Page 2

 Having three, four, five or more 
loving committed individuals raise 
a child is not a radical idea; it is in 
fact the historical and cross-cultural 
norm.  Keeping this in mind, people 
engaged in loving partnerships of 
three or more should have the same 
right to adopt and raise children as 
a partnership of two.  It is good for 
the joyful parents, and it is good for 
the children who get to be raised in 
a nurturing, loving, supportive envi-
ronment.

 Sixty years ago, interracial 
marriage was a radical concept.  Just 
twenty years ago, same-sex marriage 
was unthinkable.  It took the courage 
and dedication of countless individ-
uals to cause changes to these status 
quos, to liberate society from these 
terrible oppressions.  Though forced 
monogamy has been naturalized, it 
is no more natural than intraracial 
exclusivity, or forced heterosexuality.  
It is time to end the privileging of 
monogamy and fight for the legiti-
macy and worth of each and every 
relational structure, to make crucial 
changes both legally, and culturally.  
It is only after we do this that we 
can live in a country where we can 
proudly proclaim “liberty and justice 
for all.” CP
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Judge Rules in Favor of NYPD Discrimination
Jonathan Jaffe  On Islamaphobia

. 

Unfortunate news arrived for 
New Yorkers this month, as the 

Associated Press has revealed yet 
another misguided attempt on the 
part of the New York Police Depart-
ment (NYPD) to preserve the safety 
of the city’s residents. Specifically, 
the Associated Press revealed that 
the NYPD has been using a surveil-
lance program to monitor the city’s 
mosques and Muslim community 
organizations. While one would as-
sume that this type of surveillance 
would fall under the category of ra-
cial profiling, the NYPD has found 
legal justification in labeling Muslim 
groups as terrorist organizations.
     In designating mosques and Mus-
lim community organizations as ter-
rorist groups, the NYPD gains the 
legal vindication necessary to spy on 
members of the Muslim community 
by way of paid informants. Especial-
ly troubling is the fact that the NYPD 
does not need any evidence against 
these groups in order to spy on them.
     Interestingly, these newly revealed 
activities on the part of the NYPD are 
strikingly similar to the now notori-
ous stop-and-frisk program. Given 
this precedent, it seems that agencies, 
such as police departments, have be-
come increasingly reliant on profil-
ing as a mechanism for identifying 
potential criminals. In spite of the 
fact that these measures are becom-
ing more common, there have been 
no reports that these programs are 
actually making New York safer. For 
example, the New York Civil Lib-

erties Union reported that between 
2002 and 2011, nine out of ten people 
who were stopped by NYPD’s offi-
cers acting under the jurisdiction of 
stop-and-frisk were completely inno-
cent.
     In two court cases held in October, 
the NYPD claimed that a Muslim sur-
veillance program did not exist, but 
these assertions contradict much of 
the evidence introduced in the case. 
In spite of the department’s claims, 
Dr. Ahmad Jaber, who served as an 
advisor to the NYPD’s Muslim Advi-
sory Counsel resigned in response to 
allegations that NYPD was spying on 
the city’s Muslim population. Jaber, 
who also serves as the President of 
the Arab American Association of 

New York, stated that he felt betrayed 
by the acts committed on the part of 
the NYPD.
     A concession made by head of 
the NYPD Demographic Unit fur-
ther undermined the value to Muslim 
profiling on the part of the NYPD, 
conceding that not a single lead has 
been generated by these practices un-
der his watch. While this initiative is 
yet to prove beneficial, a U.S. district 
judge upheld its legality on February 
20 2014. While the same court ruled 
against stop-and frisk practices 6 
months prior, the justification provid-
ed for the discontinuity between the 
decisions stems from the fact that the 
NYPD is searching for terrorism in 
the most likely place possible.

     It seems shocking that the court 
made the decision to allow discrim-
inatory practices on the part of the 
NYPD, finding legal support in the 
vague characterization of its practic-
es as “counterterrorist.” Neverthe-
less, discriminatory practices on the 
part of the NYPD serve to further 
divide the New York community, vil-
ifying the city’s Muslim population. 
Perhaps, the NYPD should satisfy 
its desire for information about the 
Muslim community by engaging the 
community itself, as opposed to spy-
ing on the community and disturbing 
it in the process.

by Gabi Lustig

In early February, Congress passed 
The Agriculture Act of 2014 after 

three years of talks. The senate vot-
ed 68-32 to approve the five year bill, 
which had major bipartisan support.  
The new bill authorizes programs 
that will affect all of America, and it 
builds on important gains made in the 
last five years while simultaneously 
implementing new reforms. 
The new farm bill eliminates direct 
payments, a system that paid farm-
ers regardless of their losses. It also 
continues crop insurance, which will 
allow farmers to choose between 
Price Loss Coverage and Agricultur-
al Risk Coverage depending on their 
own needs, as well as establish a per-
manent livestock disaster program. 
The 2014 Farm Bill continues USDA 
Rural development programs, sup-
ports rural businesses, and continues 
authorization of capital internation-
al market development. With these 
new reforms comes a new effort to 
promote conservation, research, and 
renewable energy efficiency—all ef-
forts to keep the agriculture world 
moving with technology. 
     All of these new efforts are said 
to strengthen the US economy. The 

new reforms get rid of wasteful loop-
holes, therefore cutting the deficit. It 
directs specific programs that help 
promote the rural economy, as well 
as provides services that help exist-
ing farmers remain in good standing. 
The conservation efforts also help 
the economy by protecting wildlife, 
which create tourism opportunities. 
The bill helps ensure that the US will 
stay securely self-sufficient and it 
reduces the risks of farming so pro-
ducers can maintain their livelihoods. 
However necessary the bill was, not 
everybody is pleased with the final 
product. The Agriculture Acts will 
cut $8.6 billion over the next ten years 
from SNAP (Supplemental Nutrition 
Assistance Program) in addition to 
the $5 billion already cut earlier this 
year. With participation in SNAP at 
an all time high, food providers are 
being put under great pressure. These 
cuts seem drastic but the final result 
landed between the House’s propos-
al to cut $40 billion and the senate 
proposal to cut $4 billion. Congress 
also eliminated billions of dollars in 
subsidies to farmers of corn, wheat, 
cotton and rice.
     The bill reflects a shift in the types 
of farmers that will benefit from 
taxpayer money. Organic farmers 

and fruit growers will benefit great-
ly from the new changes—reflect-
ing the increasingly organic shift in 
American eating habits. The empha-
sis on healthier foods holds great-
er appeal to constituents and those 
voting on the bill. This is evidenced 
by the fact that funding to traditional 
commodities was cut by nearly 30% 
while funding of organic products 
and fruits and vegetables increased 
by 50%, to about $3 billion. Fruit 
and vegetable farmers will now have 
greater access to crop insurance, and 
subsidies will be given to help aid the 
transition from traditional to organic 
farming. Following the healthy trend, 
food stamp programs helping those 
in low-income neighborhoods gain 
better access to fruits and vegetables 
also received help from the new bill. 
Significant changes in the country’s 
eating habits and nutrition policy 

have increased the power of the or-
ganic segments of the market. 
     After two and half years of negoti-
ations, Congress finally passed a new 
farm bill last month with great biparti-
san support. Previous farm bills have 
run into trouble galvanizing national 
support because they traditionally 
pitted region against region, but this 
bill was different in that it aimed to 
support the entire agricultural indus-
try. Additionally, much of the conser-
vative support stemmed from a new 
relationship between the agriculture 
industry and the National Rifle Asso-
ciation, because the bill will protect 
several hunting programs.  Healthy 
programs have become more politi-
cally popular because of the national 
efforts to combat childhood obesity 
led by Michele Obama. 
 

Changes to Come in US Agricultural Policy

Photo Courtesy of The Guardian

CP
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Rethinking the Efficacy of Strategic Action
On Authoritarian Rule in China Evan Harley Janssens

The scope and nature of political 
liberalization, and the transition 

to democratic governance, in modern 
China is hotly debated among schol-
ars and political pundits alike. Many 
people hold dear the conviction that 
economic prosperity – specifically, 
capitalist, market-based development 
– leads to the eventual adoption of 
political democracy. On the contrary, 
the rise of an autonomous capitalist 
elite often portends the longevity 
of authoritarian politics, rather than 
systemic change in political and eco-
nomic institutions. This is a crucial 
insight of history, overlooked by many 
Westerners who place undue faith in 
the Chinese ‘red capitalists’ to effect 
democratic reform. 
     The core of the issue of China and 

democratic transition concerns the 
degree of adaptability of the Chinese 
Communist Party. A ‘self-perpetuat-
ing system of crony communism,’ as 
one scholar put it, is, by no means, 
immune to internal socio-economic 
dynamics – all of which pose grave 
consequences for authoritarian rule. 
Indeed, the regime and its Beijing 
consensus face, at present, a critical 
juncture. Its future grip on power de-
pends on the timing and substance of 
political and economic reform (trans-
parency, accountability, and structural 
macroeconomic overhaul being at the 
top of the list). As such, the demands 
of strategic action are immense and 
complex, necessarily magnifying the 
challenges of sustained one-party 
rule. An appreciation of the uncertain, 
interactive process of strategy casts a 
pall over the ability and willingness of 
the CCP to promote rapid economic 
growth, quell social unrest, and main-
tain political hegemony. 
     Ultimately, the possibility of polit-

ical upheaval is a function of the adroit 
political management of the Chinese 
Communist Party. The socio-econom-
ic dilemmas that the elite face may, or 
may not, indirectly lead to democratic 
governance, but they almost certainly 
will deprive the Party of its national 
monopoly over political-economic 
power. And in the absence of reform, 
it is likely that burgeoning costs of 

strategic policy planning will topple 
the elitist, pro-growth system. Rising 
income has little to do with it, as some 
would prefer to think, in line with the 
logic of modernization theory. Modern 
scholarship has underlined the highly 
‘embedded’ nature of state-society 
relations of the Beijing consensus. The 
efficacy of co-optation and control on 
the territorial integrity and economic 
progress of China is also frequently 
praised. For their part, the Chinese 
elite naturally lends credence to the 
increasingly global view that their 
model is superior to Western liberal 
democracy. State-building is rarely 
paralyzed by partisan bickering and 
legislative gridlock á la Washington. 
Things get done. Unfortunately, for 
the Chinese red capitalist elite, and 
especially for the world economy, the 
system is not stable, but silently atro-
phic. Institutions and constitutional 
rights that emphasize individual lib-
erty and independent judicial decision 
are sparse. The distribution of income 
and wealth is increasingly skewed 
towards the few. The economy is not 
likely to generate the high rates of 
growth as it once did in the previous 
decades. There are many reasons to 
be skeptical about the longevity of the 
Consensus. But, one elementary factor 
is particularly significant: the one-par-
ty regime’s hold on power is limited 
by the complexity and dynamism of 
strategic action. 
     In order to dampen the needs and 

wants of millions of impoverished 
‘noncronies,’ (i.e. those who benefit 
little from pro-market reforms) and 
to sustain the elitist developmental 
agenda, all that is needed is constant 
shifting and fine-tuning. The winners 
from market liberalization and ‘crony 
communism’ will continue to preserve 
and expand their accumulated trove of 
wealth, as long as the underemployed 
masses receive a measly tax break or 
an income subsidy from Beijing. By 
striking a balance between elitism and 
populism, the system will tread along 
its engraved path-dependency, secur-
ing the Party’s monopoly over political 
power. The aforementioned portrayal 
of party-led development contains an 

erroneous, implicit assumption re-
garding the strategic process for CCP 
political leaders: it is straightforward. 
     Strategy formulation and imple-

mentation is not a static, linear pro-
cess. In the real world, it is dynamic 
with a host of interconnected actions 
and reactions. Collective strategy 
making is often ‘emergent.’ That is 
to say, it transpires not from the sole 
direction of the main strategist, but 
from the collective group’s on-go-
ing interactions, and intersubjective 
perceptions, of the opportunities and 
risks of its environment. Furthermore, 
strategic decision-making is often in-
cremental and additive across a broad 
spectrum of actors. A central, uniform 
Party strategy to tightly contain ‘sub-
versive political activity’ is infeasible 
since any strategy process is partially 
contingent on externally determined 
phenomena – phenomena that are also 
continually reassessed by a multiplic-
ity of ‘actor-strategists.’ One implica-
tion of the foregoing is that strategic 
thinking cannot be planned to antici-
pate intrinsically uncertain outcomes 
– like mass political mobilization, or 
societal protestation of rising national 
inequity. For instance, when the prom-
inent scholar Bruce Dickson argues 
that the elite “can employ strategic ac-
tion to survive indefinitely despite rap-
id economic and social development,” 
it is unclear what is meant other than 
that of co-optation, corruption and 
simply “watching…for signs of civil 
society.” Individual, rational economic 
incentives may be strong for joining 
the Beijing consensus, yet the system 
itself is constructed on a platform of 
unsustainable economic expansion. 
In particular, the social tensions of 
inequality, engineered by decades of 
export-led growth, threaten to unravel 
the facade of ‘strategic uniformity’ in 
authoritarian policy to bolster growth 
and equity. It is an elusive goal, as mil-
lions of disenchanted Chinese workers 
and farmers alarmingly realize. 
     In addition, if botched, the transi-

tion to a consumer-oriented model – a 
‘rebalancing’ of the macroeconomy 
towards less investment and more per-
sonal consumption expenditure – will 

likely exacerbate socio-eco-nomic 
polarization, and decrease the political 
legitimacy of the elite. According to 
Nobel laureate, Paul Krugman: “China 
is in big trouble…the Chinese model 
is about to hit its Great Wall, and the 
only question now is just how bad 
the crash will be.” If the regime is 
as handicapped economically as it 
has proved politically, how will the 
‘self-perpetuating’ system respond to 
the repercussions of its self-induced 
crises? Uncertainty fuels crises; the 
more prevalent it is, the more diffi-
cult it is to formulate and implement 
strategy on a coordinated macro scale. 
It is hard enough as it is to stabilize 
the whirlpool of expectations in the 
advanced economies of the West. Cro-
ny communism would likely unravel, 
along with the declining legitimacy of 
its national stewards. Given the un-
deniable reality of dynamic strategic 
action, and the seeming reluctance to 
reform on the part of elites, the cost of 
maintaining future systemic preemi-
nence –in both political and economic 
arenas – is exorbitantly high. 
     In a context of nonlinear, partially 

unplanned formulation and implemen-
tation of strategy, it is apparent that 
authoritarian rule is beset with system-
ic threatening obstacles. Consistently 
poor economic performance would 
decimate the cozy pact between the 
private sector and the state. A decline 
in growth may result from a lethal 
combination of demographic aging, 
environmental decay, endemic corrup-
tion, and rising social unrest. There is 
a growing body of economic evidence 
that identifies income inequality as a 
major impediment to future economic 
growth. China’s Gini coefficient has 
risen from around .3 to .47 between 
1980 and 2006. Popular resentment 
over the CCP’s negligence in the 
continuation of stark disparities in 
income and wealth is likely to surge in 
a probable backdrop of structural mac-
roeconomic maladjustment. Further-
more, regime collapse could follow a 
prolonged, severe financial crisis, in 
a similar way the East Asian crisis of 
1997-98 contributed to the downfall 
of Indonesian authoritarianism under 
Suharto. In fact, the Chinese ‘shadow’ 
banking system exhibits features that 
lend to acute financial panic: crony-
ism, weak regulation, and poor risk 
management. In the event of market 
failure, the probability of ‘capital 
flight’ increases as the CCP loosens, 
either via fiat, or illicit means, its 
capital account controls. The resulting, 
indirect effects on real output in the 
goods-and-services market would cer-
tainly tarnish the Party’s legitimacy, 
especially in the eyes of the ‘noncro-
nies.’ As one Chinese scholar, Minxin 
Pei puts it: “Should China’s financial 
sector suffer a meltdown, the economy 
would grind to a halt and social unrest 
could become uncontrollable.” The 
foregoing points to the enormity of 
challenges to one-party authoritarian 
rule, and the inherent complexity in 
effective policy response. CP
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The debate on what some call 
the “pollution” of sports by pol-

itics is ongoing and in stalemate. 
Some believe that both politicians 
and sportsmen must avoid any kind 
of involvement of politics in sports. 
Others argue that politics is an inte-
gral, inseparable part of any sporting 
event and that sport is all the more 
relevant for that. The goal of this ar-
ticle is not to add to that discussion 
of how things should be, but rather to 
explore how things are.
     The Olympic Games is the most 
global sporting event. Every two 
years the world stops to watch the 
opening ceremony and then billions 
follow the successes or the failures of 
their national Olympic teams. Host 
nations take pride in their statuses 
and guests are eager to make their 
anthems heard and to get their flags 
raised in the foreign land. 
     For 17 days, the host city becomes 
the center of the world’s attention. 
Naturally, the Olympic village be-
comes a place of not just rigorous 
athletic competition, but also, a place 
of cultural dialogue and political 
messages. The Nazis turned the 1936 
Berlin Olympics into a demonstration 
of their self-proclaimed racial superi-
ority.  The other German Olympics, 
the one held in 1972 in Munich, 
was overshadowed by the shocking 
terrorist attack on the Israeli team, 
which killed eleven people. In 1980, 
65 capitalist nations boycotted the 
Moscow games, which was followed 
by the Soviet boycott of Los Ange-
les Olympics in 1984. International 
Olympic Committee is a political or-

ganization too and their decision not 
to invite a country to the competition 
means a major disapproval of its pol-
icy. In the 1920s Germany was omit-
ted from the invitees two times and 
in 1964 South Africa was disqualified 
because of the apartheid system. 
    In ancient Greece, as a sign of re-
spect for Gods, all war would cease 
in the period of Olympics. But the 
world is a different place now. Today, 
the time of the Olympics is charac-
terized by increased political threats. 
The fixation of world’s attention to 
this event creates the ideal circum-
stances for launching unpopular un-
dertakings. The best example of this 
would be the Russia-Georgia war of 
August 2008, which Russia initiated 
on the first day of Beijing Olympics 
in a calculative move to minimize 
the international community’s atten-
tion to the conflict. The area occu-
pied by Russia in 2008, Abkhazia, 
is just within 30 miles from Sochi 
and this has led Georgia to consider 
a complete boycott this year. Rus-
sia has used the Sochi Olympics for 
political purposes too. While in the 
limelight, during and immediately 
before the Olympics, Russia was try-
ing to present itself as modern and as 
democratic as possible. In December 
2013, after years in detention, Putin 
released members of the Pussy Riot 
and Mikhael Khodorkovsky, anti-Pu-
tinist activists recognized as political 
prisoners by the Western World. But 
right after the Olympics, Russia has 
become extremely politically active 
again, pressuring Ukraine’s govern-
ment to sign a military and econom-

ic agreement with it, causing mass 
demonstrations and a regime-change 
in the neighboring state. 
    It is no surprise that not only 
countries, but various communities 
and activists too, use the Olympics 
to express their political messages. 
This year it was the Russian and in-
ternational LGBT communities. As 
concern grew over the years about 
the status and treatment of the sexu-
al minorities in the Russian Federa-
tion, international LGBT community 
and LGBT rights activists called for 
increased civil liberties in Russia. 
When the parliament in Moscow 
passed what is referred to as the “an-
ti-gay propaganda law”, which, prac-
tically, made it illegal to publicly de-
nounce the discrimination of sexual 
minorities and to advocate the equal 
rights for heterosexual and same-sex 
couples, Sochi Olympics emerged as 
a possible tribune to criticize the law 
and to show support for the Russian 
LGBT community. The President of 
Germany, Joachim Gauck, refused to 
travel to Sochi, stating the concern 
for LGBT rights as one of the rea-
sons. To discuss a possible boycott 
was on the agenda of other European 
countries too, but when David Cam-
eron rejected the idea, explaining 
that presence would be more effec-
tive than absence in fighting anti-gay 
prejudice, his approach predominated 
over the more radical one. The most 
memorable moments included the re-
lease of the video were the Swedish 
LGBTQ community is seen perform-
ing the Russian anthem and the cre-
ation of rainbow-colored matryosh-

kas, Russian traditional dolls, by the 
Canadian artist Danilo Santino. Also, 
Channel 4 of the United Kingdom 
colored its logo with rainbow colors 
during the Sochi Olympics. Perhaps 
the most powerful message was de-
livered by the Olympic Committee of 
the United States, which substituted 
government officials with openly gay 
sportsmen in the country’s delega-
tion. 
    Numerous athletes showed their 
support for anti-homophobic move-
ment in Russia too. Among the most 
discussed protesters were the Ger-
mans, who marched into the open-
ing ceremony with rainbow colored 
uniforms. Cheryl Maas, one of the 
openly homosexual sportsmen at So-
chi, wore a glove with a rainbow and 
a unicorn at Snowboard Slopestyle 
Qualification, which she showed to 
the camera after the performance. 
    Each and every Olympic games has 
been affected by politics. Many are 
remembered more for these politics 
than for the records set at the games. 
Athletic contest has always been en-
tangled with ideological battles and 
political hostilities. One might ap-
prove of this entanglement or not, but 
there is no way to deny this. Games 
of 2014 have had perhaps one of the 
most distinct political profiles. Sochi 
Olympics will be remembered for its 
opposition to Russia’s anti-LGBT 
law. It was the Olympics, people will 
say in the future, when the majority 
of the world stood together to con-
front the discrimination of sexual mi-
norities in Russia and elsewhere. 
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Olympics and Politics: An Inseparable Bond 
Giorgi Tsintsadze On Sports and Politics

Have you ever wondered where 
the leftover food from Cor-

nell’s dining halls ends up? What if it 
could be donated to people in need 
in Tompkins County? John Lowry of 
Cornell’s Food Recovery Network sat 
down with The Cornell Progressive 
and discussed the club’s past actions 
and future plans that aim to combat 
food insecurity in the region.
      The Food Recovery Network’s 
(FRN’s) mission is to recoup leftover 
food from campus dining halls and 
donate it to food banks. Three stu-
dents from the University of Mary-
land founded FRN in 2011, and the 
movement has since spread to 53 
colleges across the country. At Cor-
nell, the Food Recovery Network 
started to materialize about a year 
and half ago, after Lowry, an EcoRep 
who worked at West Campus’ Beck-
er dining hall at the time, attended 
a sustainability conference at Brown 
University, where the second FRN 
chapter showcased its work. After 
recruiting a manager of RPCC din-
ing and other students, Cornell’s new 
Food Recovery Network chapter be-
gan to turn this important idea into 
a reality. 
      Becker dining Chef Tony Kveragas, 
CALS Professor Jane Mt. Pleasant in 

the Horticulture department, CALS 
Professor Robert Gravani in the Food 
Science department, and Cornell 
Dining Manager of Staff Training and 
Development Therese O’Connor have 
“gone above and beyond their job de-
scriptions” in helping the club in ar-
eas such as sustainability and food 
safety, according to Lowry. This week, 
the FRN will speak with the Tomp-
kins County Health Department be-
fore beginning a food recovery pilot 
program that will occur after Thurs-
day night dinners at Becker.
     After dining hours, the food will 
be cooled to below 40 degrees to pre-
vent the growth of bacteria, and then 
placed into sealed containers in iced 
coolers. The Friendship Donations 
Network, a large organization that 
distributes food to local pantries, will 
deliver the food to locations such as 
Loaves and Fishes, the Tompkins 
County Red Cross, and Caroline 
Food Pantry. The pilot program will 
aim to prove that this system works 
and can be integrated into dining 
halls throughout campus.
     While cutting down waste and feed-
ing people in need simultaneously is 
certainly an auspicious goal, Lowry 
stresses that the latter is the project’s 
focal point. “Dining has done an awe-

some job at cutting down waste,” he 
says. “This project isn’t as much about 
waste as it is about food insecurity. 
Parents sometimes eat just one meal 
a day so that their children can eat... 

Food Recovery Network: The Becker Experiment
CP

we want this idea to inspire others” to 
find ways to combat food insecurity.
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DASH: Conversations on Queerness  Jessie Palmer
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Continued From Page One
What’s even more incredible is that 
I found myself nodding, buying into 
his rhetoric until I thought about it 
again, alone, a few hours later. 
Objectification is an easy word to use 
and a difficult concept to really talk 
about and believe in because every 
time one person cat calls at your bare 
legs, you begin to believe a little bit 
that everyone sees you this way, and 
if everyone sees you this way, then 
a world where someone is attracted 
to your personality, to the parts of 
yourself that are not the product of 
random gene sequences, is as imag-
ined as a Paris where everyone wears 
the same shoes as you. As with the 
stranger at the party and the strang-
ers on the street, it is incredibly dif-
ficult to believe in your own sense of 
relevance, in the importance of your 
favorite color or your thoughts, when 
so many other voices are telling you 
you’re only valuable for other rea-
sons.
Further, when tour guides, parents, 
friends tell you “not to wear that” 
but never reassure that you should 
be able to wear “that,” objectification 

inexplicably begins to feel like your 
fault, your cultural illiteracy, your 
self-absorbedness, your shallowness. 
When our bodies are policed from 
the moment we enter schools where 
we are punished if our clothing and 
our bodies are “distracting”, it be-
comes difficult to imagine feminini-
ty as anything but the counterpart to 
masculinity. 
It is a strange thing to feel your sense 
of self lifted from the physical limits 
of your body and defined by anoth-
er person’s desire, but that is what 
began to happen during my first 
few weeks in Paris, and that’s what 
my high heels began to symbolize. 
No longer was I a powerhouse- my 
shoes, which were initially a person-
al reminder of my strength, made me 
aware of my shaky footing, literally 
and figuratively, as a stranger unable 
to quantify the nuanced but numer-
ous differences between France and 
the US. A sense of style different 
from the norm and a height differ-
ence meant I stood out and reiterat-
ed my inability to properly articulate 
“don’t talk to me”, “I’m not interest-
ed”, “no”, without an accent, without 

stuttering. 
Of course, this objectification is not 
particular to Paris. Rather, it is a 
move to a new place, an alienness, 
an unfamiliarity with one’s surround-
ings, that makes evident how innate-
ly women must avoid this objectifi-
cation all the time. 
In the US, I know which streets are 
okay to walk on alone and which to 
avoid. It is a subconscious decision 
to go where I feel safest. It is only 
now, through travel, by letting my 
guard down, that I realize the extent 
to which I have always been forced 
to be hyperaware of my surround-
ings, how “comfortable” is often just 
“knowledgeable”, and that when I 
stop subconsciously avoiding ob-
jectification, when I don’t know to 
expect it and to do censor myself to 
avoid it, it will happen. Even in Paris, 
one of the biggest most romanticized 
cities in the world. 
My lack of knowledge is twofold: 
physical and cultural. I don’t yet 
know which streets or neighborhoods 
are safe and which to avoid. Further, 
I have a very limited understanding 
of what is unusual to wear. While it 

is always a good idea to understand 
which parts of Paris are safest, I feel 
more conflicted when it comes to em-
bracing the new standards to which I 
have been introduced. 
On one hand, I feel wary of impos-
ing my own far-from-perfect cultural 
norms. The standards I am used to are 
not better, just more comfortable. Yet 
on the other hand, consciously dress-
ing to “fit in”, acknowledging and ac-
quiescing that the best way to avoid 
objectification is to go unnoticed, 
also feels like a concession. While I 
may feel safer, the underlying issue 
is not solved if I dress differently to 
avoid unwanted attention because 
I am still being defined by male de-
sire. I am not gaining respect, just 
avoiding attention. As I mentioned, 
I have realized that all women are 
constantly modifying their behavior. 
But, upon realizing it, I am ultimately 
left uncertain about how to balance a 
desire for independence, a need to re-
spect the environment I choose to im-
merse myself in, and an overwhelm-
ing pressure to perform as expected. 

This Spring 2014, Cornell’s 
LGBTQ student union, Haven, 

officially welcomed the return of one 
of a formerly active organizations: 
DASH. Formally called “Direct Ac-
tion to Stop Heterosexism,” DASH 
has historically been dedicated to 
political activism and education, and 
since its return to campus, it has com-
mitted itself to continue these efforts.
     In Spring 1999, Cornell students 
founded DASH in order to promote 
issue awareness and facilitate discus-
sions with the community at large. 
The organization fielded a number 
of large-scale, thought-provoking 
initiatives aimed to educate and en-
gage Cornell. Events such as “Live 
Homosexual Acts on Campus,” and 
“Gay Jeans Day” prompted the public 
to examine their own perceptions of 
“gayness.” DASH’s work also drew 
attention to more overlooked caus-
es, like the American Red Cross’s 
discrimination against potential gay 
blood donors. In 2006, DASH dis-
solved, while other organization 
formed to meet new requested needs.   

     Roughly seven years later, sup-
port for LGBTQ equality has gained 
much more momentum and support.            
In 2006, a Gallup poll found only 
39% of Americans favored legal rec-
ognition of “homosexual marriage.” 
In contrast, a Washington Post poll 
conducted this past February declared 
that a record 59% of Americans sup-
port same-sex marriage. Within less 
than a decade, an overwhelming 
amount of progress has been made 
by the LGBTQ community to further 
support equality. 
     Despite these optimistic public 
opinion changes, there is still a great 
need for further education. Many 
Cornell students openly declare 
support for gay marriage, but often 
know little about other issues such 
as: transgender discrimination within 
the healthcare industry; polyamorous 
relationship rights; sexual assault 
within the gay community; and fos-
tering a welcoming, knowledgeable 
environment for those outside of the 
gender binary. 
     Recognizing this void, Cornell 
students began to explore the pos-
sibility of reviving DASH last aca-
demic year. In Spring 2013, DASH 
reintroduced itself to the Cornell 
campus at large by spearheading a 
queer awareness campaign called 
“My Queer Campus.” The group en-
couraged passersby to fill out cards 
explaining what made them “queer.” 
Students submitted responses rang-
ing from whimsical to serious-- all 
of which highlighted a unique char-
acteristic that escaped the restrictions 
of convention. DASH student leaders 
also held substantive conversation 
about the reappropriation of the word 
“queer.” The event prompted partic-
ipants to think about queerness, and 
its importance within the LGBTQ 
community. 
     In addition to providing informa-

tion to the greater Cornell and Ithaca 
area, DASH has also sought to act as 
a medium for introspection within the 
LGBTQ community. For example, 
this past February, DASH challenged 
gay Ivy-League members to examine 
their own exclusionary practices as 
manifested at the IvyQ conference. 
      IvyQ began in 2010 as a conference 
open to LGBTQ students and allies 
from the pan-Ivy league community. 
According to IvyQ’s mission state-
ment, the conference aims to “foster 
meaningful and productive social 
networks; and [educate] students.” 
The mission statement goes on to say 
that “IvyQ stresses the acknowledg-
ment and application of privilege for 
positive and lasting social change for 
LGBTQ communities.”
     Cornell DASH members chose 
to abstain from IvyQ this year after 
raising a series of criticisms about 
the event. DASH addressed and cir-
culated a letter stating: “We will not 
support a conference that creates an 
exclusive environment uninviting to 
people outside of the privileged ivy 
league and which alienates many 
even within the ivy league.” DASH 
also voiced concerns about the con-
ference being a safe space for all its 
participants. DASH members ex-
plained that, “the hook-up culture 
marginalizes asexual individuals and 
privileges certain body types. More 
so, the extreme pressure to partici-
pate in sex at the conference verges 
on sexually aggressive and may lead 
to non-consensual sex.”
     DASH stressed that it did not be-
grudge IvyQ members the opportu-
nity to network nor learn from their 
fellow peers; additionally, the group 
stated that their intent was “not to po-
lice hook-up culture.” Instead, DASH 
articulated concerns on behalf of past 
participants who felt uncomfortable, 
and unsafe within the sphere the con-

ference. DASH challenged IvyQ to 
examine its past practices and com-
mit to making the conference a safer 
environment. 
     DASH’s objections also stemmed 
from the exclusionary nature of an 
Ivy-league conference that vested 
its educational initiatives in the “ap-
plication of privilege.” According to 
DASH, the LGBTQ community has 
historically aligned itself with, and 
supported, other oppressed groups. 
With such history in mind, DASH 
challenged IvyQ participants to re-
flect on whether this perception of 
privilege harmonized with the spirit 
of the queer community: “We be-
lieve it is pretentious and elitist to 
organize a group of queers around 
their ivy league association.” DASH 
argued that IvyQ does little to con-
tribute to each school’s neighboring 
community. While IvyQ strives to 
promote LGBTQ causes through 
“trickle-down” education of its 
“privileged” Ivy-league members, 
DASH advocates for direct interac-
tion between the schools and their 
retrospective communities. 
     As an alternative to Ivy-Q, DASH 
has proposed that Cornell host its 
own conference, open to the entire 
Cornell campus, neighboring col-
leges, local high schools, and the 
rest of the Ithaca and Finger-lakes 
community. Such a conference might 
better contribute to the specific needs 
of the area, as well as share Cornell’s 
plentiful resources with those who 
might benefit from them.
     While DASH has only been re-
activated for a short amount of time, 
its contributions have already been 
substantive. DASH has prompted 
students to examine their own as-
sumption about queerness, heter-
onormativity, and power structures.  
DASH meets Fridays from 5-6:00 on 
the 3rd floor of 626 Thurston.

CP
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The  lasT  ThoughT

I’d like to begin this article by making it clear that, while I understand the importance of identity politics in building coalitions and raising 
consciousness both within and between historically and currently oppressed groups, I am writing to begin to consider how we might con-

struct a social order that is, for lack of a better term, “post-identity.”
     Michael Schulman’s 2013 article in the New York Times, titled Generation LGBTQIA, is an interesting place to start the articulation of a 
post-identitarian world. He quotes noted queer and gender theorist Jack Halberstam, who insists, “people are seeing all the things that fall out 

The Trouble with Identity Labels

of the [gender] binary, and [demanding] that [other names] come into 
being”. It is interesting here to note the importance of language in 
constructing identity; indeed, it can be argued that half the trouble 
is coming up with a moniker describing your and others’ shared po-
sition relative to a societal “norm” and engaging in “pride politics.” 
But why is language so important? Why do people feel the need to 
“demand that other names come into being?”
     I’d like to spend some time thinking about how language functions 
in our society. As gender and critical theorists Judith Butler and Susan 
Stryker remind us in their essays, found in The Transgender Studies 
Reader, language is the basis of the materiality of the world(s) we 
each occupy. Judith Butler insists, “When one speaks, one speaks a 

     The issue of deploying sexual orientation as a marker of identity, 
around which social justice movements have been springing feverish-
ly over the last three decades, is particularly salient here. However, 
it is very easy to forget that the “lgbtqia” movement is inextricably 
tied to, and indeed defined by gender. Same-sex love, bi-gendered 
polyamory, transsexualism, transgenderism...the list highlighting 
the criticality of gender in “lgbtqia” discourses goes on infinitely. 
However, if we understand the language of gender to be a “violence 
[that] is the founding condition of human subjectivity,” and if we 
(read: I) insist that subversion and eventual egalitarianism can only 
be achieved in abolishing gender as an organizing facet of human 
order, why does it persist in our context?
     I recently attended a social justice movement workshop, where 
one of the speakers insisted that “knowing the power structure and 
becoming a part of it” is a central tenet of social justice movement 
building. However, wouldn’t this mean that, as bodies already marked 
as the spectral “Other,” we are simply buying into our own elision? 
I acknowledge that my use of the terms “we” and “our” is itself an 
indication that there is an “us” and a “them,” and that there is “some-
thing” that resides in, or on, each of “us” that brings “us” together, 
itself a problematic assertion considering I am attempting to pose 
provocative questions troubling the language of identity itself. But 

this paradox presents an opportunity to underscore the flaws of the English language; we are all already speaking in the terms of the policing 
(inter)national body. The terms we utilize to speak, as Butler reminds us, have themselves been speaking long before our arrival, and will 
continue to do so long after we’re gone. So, if what we can “be” and “know” is already delimited by what Michel Foucault calls “the politics 
of truth,” the forced and enforced limitation of epistemology itself, I would venture to say that we, as oppressed bodies in our own right, 
have a pressing responsibility to disrupt the terms upon which our subjugations have been fashioned into a material macrocosm. We must 
stop speaking to the enemy. We must stop speaking at all. 

Betrearon Tezera

language that is already speaking.” Language is instrumental to our 
self-definition, but there is something of language that remains beyond 
our available modes of knowing and speaking; it simultaneously consti-
tutes and exceeds us. Indeed, Susan Stryker notes, “language organizes 
and brings into signification matter that simultaneously eludes defin-
itive representation and demands its own perpetual rearticulation in 
symbolic terms”. This signification is essential to society, particularly 
when it is iterated as gender: 
     “bodies are rendered meaningful only through some culturally and 
historically specific mode of grasping their physicality that transforms 
the flesh into a useful artifact. Gendering is the initial step in this 
transformation, inseparable from the process of forming an identity by 
means of which we’re fitted to a system of exchange in a heterosexual 
economy.”
So then, if language in general, and the language of gender in particular, 
hail us all into being and into the normalized categories through which 
we are each transformed from human bodies into tradable commodities 
within the strictures of a strictly heterosexual matrix, why acquiesce? 

More importantly, considering the marginal positions women and 
“lgbtqia” people occupy in the contemporary workplace, wouldn’t it 
be more productive to “trouble” gender, and reveal it to be just another 
apparatus of policing bodies, and not a natural and justifying essence?

“Why do people feel the need to ‘demand 
that other names come into being?’”

“We, as oppressed bodies in our own right, have a pressing responsibility to 
disrupt the terms upon which our subjugations have been fashioned into a 

material microcosm.”

CP
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