


T H E  M O O NVOL. 24 ISSUE 5
APRIL 2022

NATURE’S ISSUE
PAGE 2

ADDRESS FROM EICS
Hello World!

Let us welcome the bright blue skies and other lovely 
feats of Spring! ‘Tis April, the month dedicated to 
nature. Please enjoy our great content, and as always, 
we encourage you to frown, question, smile, and maybe 
even submit something.
 You may have noticed that we have a new 
section in The Moon. We are happy to announce a great 
addition to our current team—the long-awaited reporters 
have assembled and are ready to provide you with news 
and coverage on campus. Yay!
 Anyways, here are some facts about nature that 
you may or may not know (we certainly didn’t):
• It seems unlikely that anyone could die in quicksand
• There were once 7 feet tall penguins
• Armadillos are bulletproof
• Happy Guinea pigs jump around like popcorn
• Your femur is stronger than concrete

With Peace, 
Adomaitis and Lynch
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this month’s 
contributors...

and those whom we owe our 
gratitude...
Our readers for giving us great feedback and 
tolerating our mistakes

Co-Star for the amusing wise nonesense that we so 
like to believe

Kind folks who smile to strangers 

Perfectly cooked sticky rice for soothing the soul

The birds who have begun to sing their songs too early 
in the morning for the alarm that can’t snooze

Hoodies for helping to stay low on low days

And to everyone who helped to put out this issue, 
thank you!

The Moon 
is the student newspaper of St. 

John’s College-Santa Fe. We produce 
free, monthly publications that feature 

news, opinions, satire, cartoons, and other 
feats of student journalism. Any opinions 
published are held by the writer of each 
given article. Submissions are accepted. 

However, we reserve the right to decline However, we reserve the right to decline 
to publish submissions or edit as to publish submissions or edit as 

we see fit. we see fit. 
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CORRECTIONS:
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ANNOUNCEMENTS
A PALPABLE POLITY PLEA

Do you enjoy passionate discussions on club charters, 
long tangents about the inner-workings of Weigle 
finances, or having the power to say no when someone 
asks for Polity money? If so, elections for Polity are 
upcoming, and we need you to run. We will beg if you 
ask us to. 
Contact any Polity officer, and we will happily tell you 
what we do.

MEDEA COMING TO YOU SOON
Chrysostomos presents Medea, April 30th and May 1st, 
at the Great Hall, 7:30 pm!

ATHENA MENTORS PROGRAM
Did you know there is a mentoring program designed 
for female identifying students?  Interested in having 
a female mentor support you as you navigate your 
academic, social, personal and professional journey 
while at SJC?  Find out more by contacting Christine 
Guevara at Christine.guevara@sjc.edu and she can help 
pair you with an available mentor. And read more about 
the program in this recent article on sjc.edu: https://
www.sjc.edu/news/athena-mentoring-program.
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NEWS & HAPPENINGS
MEASURE FOR MEASURE

 In early March, Chrysostomos performed 
Shakespeare’s Measure for Measure. Directed by Jaxson 
Oakley (‘22), the comedy saw stellar performances 
by David Adah-Ogoh (‘22) and Campbell Lozuaway-
McComsey (‘22) as Escalus and Pompey, as well as a 
wide array of memorable and funny performances by the 
cast. Although the play was hindered by some technical 
issues, especially transitioning out of the intermission, 
the sheer charm and energy in the last act more than 
made up for these shortcomings. 
—MacKenzie Krider (‘23)

NEWS & HAPPENINGS

 On March 8th, the recently formed Clean Air 
Committee held an open discussion centered on the role 
of smoking at St. John’s. The discussion was perhaps 
inevitably contentious, as some viewed smoking as 
a means for social gathering and a byproduct of the 
college’s emphasis on individuality, while others saw 
the secondhand smoke and cigarette butts as unpleasant 
and detrimental to the college’s attractiveness. Although 
common ground was sometimes sparse, the meeting 
landed on a few small improvements which both camps 
could agree with, such as reopening the Meem smoking 
location to redirect some of the Peterson crowd, offering 
after-seminar snacks in the coffee shop again in order to 
create an alternative non-smoking gathering area, adding 
more trash cans around smoking areas, and possibly 
renaming the Clean Air Committee to something more 
impartial. 
 While small changes like these will likely take 
effect soon, the Committee stressed that its power is 
very limited. Christine Guevara, the school’s Director of 
Health and Wellness, stressed that any major changes to 
school policies are unlikely to take place until at least 
the start of the next school year, and a complete shift to 
a smoke-free campus is a step the college might make 
“six, ten years down the line”. In the short term, all the 
Committee can do is gather information to present to 
the Senior Team, but the decisions that the Team makes 
on this issue must ultimately try to fairly represent the 
interests of the current student body. 
 Data from the recent smoking survey reveals 
that 21% of its 406 total respondents are smokers, and 
66% of the respondents are exposed to secondhand 
smoke multiple times per week. However, this data 
does not fundamentally answer whether students 
want smoking policies to change. Should the Peterson 
location be moved? For those who want to have a voice 
in the process, information about a second town hall is 
expected to be announced in the coming weeks. 
—MacKenzie Krider (‘23)

TOWN HALL: CAMPUS SMOKING POLICIES

 As the Ukrainian crisis continues to dominate 
international politics, the student body combined with 
Karl Walling to have a conversation on the conflict. The 
discussion was preceded by a 30-minute lecture by Mr. 
Walling, a retired interrogator for the U.S. Army. Mr. 
Walling provided a packet for the students containing 
quotes and references regarding the definition of war, 
its causes, and analyses of various kinds of strategy 
from authors such as Thucydides, Sun Tzu, and several 
modern military strategists such as Clausewitz and 
Alfred Mahan. Alongside these quotes, he explained the 
motivations and strategies of each major party in the war 
with the “DIME” paradigm, which organizes decision-
making analysis in reference to a state’s diplomatic, 
informational, military, and economic power. 
(cont. on next page)

LET’S TALK UKRAINE: 
JOHNNIES DISCUSS WAR THROUGH CLASSICS

CONVERSATION ON HEALTHY MASCULINITY
STUDENT LIFE’S FIRST EFFORTS TOWARDS SAFETY

 After a troubling atmosphere at Symposium, 
the Student Life administration was jolted into 
action as they invited Casey Cornelius, a renowned 
sociologist and public speaker, to start a conversation 
on healthy masculinity among the Johnnie community. 
The conversation took place on the 9th of March, 
inaugurating the first of its kind in St. John’s College 
history. 
 A few weeks prior to the conversation, Casey 
met with six random students from campus to “test the 
waters” of the St. John’s community with regards to the 
sort of masculinity present on campus. 
 After talking to one of the six students invited, 
it was stated that the questions asked were basic to the 
cause of such a meeting. The major questions asked were 
about students’ opinions on masculinity, the problems 
on campus, and how unhealthy or toxic masculinity 
has been represented on campus. “There was a lot of 
discussion going on about what masculinity is, which 
was a question posed by a student and not by Casey, 
who would have been the appropriate person to ask 
that question”, a student expressed when describing the 
occurrences of the meeting. 
 The selected students were pleased to see some 
action taken by the administration, but they remained 
skeptical of our volatile administration on such crucial 
matters of student safety. (cont. on next page)
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NEWS & HAPPENINGS

 Roughly 25 out of more than 300 Johnnies tuned 
in to hear Casey’s remarks on healthy masculinity. 
 The conversation highly resembled the structure 
of a lecture as Casey Cornelius was introduced to the 
community. Initially, he acknowledged that his remarks 
are not meant to be accepted by everyone. Being a 
sociologist, Casey did not shy away from accusing the 
principles of society itself of determining masculinity. 
 Casey set 4 features that would prove vital in 
understanding masculinity and behavioral patterns: 
Family & Society, Women, Other Men and Ourselves. 
He pleaded that a lack of recognition of such an 
approach would lead to a detrimental effect on us. These 
detrimental effects were death and suicide as individuals 
not opening up about their traumatic experiences made 
them completely vulnerable. 
 He remained informative and empathetic 
towards his topic, maybe even a little sympathetic. Casey 
used the example of another college to explain to us 
the “misconceptions” around the behavior in men. This 
particular college fraternity had displayed misogynistic 
and traumatic remarks towards women on their campus. 
Casey sympathetically considered this act as a “mistake” 
on the part of the perpetrators, implying that such 
actions should be dealt with compassion rather than 
rigorous caution.
 While confronted with the questions of 
Johnnies, Casey was hinted to diversify his conversation 
to more than just the heterosexual male. Subsequently, 
the conversation became centered towards practicality. 
Johnnies posed necessary questions to which the 
solutions included: to be authentic, respect the 
boundaries of others and start difficult conversations. 
 To sum it up, the event provided us with 
some eye-opening facts about how society has formed 
a corrupted concept of masculinity. However, whether 
this has satisfied the origin of this conversation is 
still to be answered. The practical application of such 
a conversation might also be under scrutiny as the 
College’s policies on student safety remain idle despite 
constant discomfort throughout the academic year. 
—Shaheer Naveed (‘23)

  • diMe: On the Russian side, there is a massive 
desire from Putin to reestablish a Russian empire, 
and the first step to achieving this would be 
capturing Ukraine through military means. As stated 
in the packet, “Ukraine warns it is an appetizer, not 
dessert!”  
   • DImE: Using diplomacy, informational and 
economic power, the West has imposed heavy futile 
sanctions on Russia. Its main objective is to absorb 
Ukraine into NATO and to defend NATO allies 
through non-military means. 

 Mr. Walling concluded that the Ukrainians 
have displayed diplomatic mastery, receiving much 
support from NATO. The Ukrainians are also winning 
the “information” war meaning that they are superior at 
creating propaganda to win sympathy for their cause. 
The Discussion 
 Following Mr. Walling’s talk, the floor was 
opened for discussion. Students questioned the fact that 
Ukraine, despite not being a NATO ally, was receiving 
a great deal of support from NATO. In other words, the 
motivations behind the West’s backing of Ukraine were 
brought into question. A response given was that the 
invasion of Ukraine by Russia sets a dangerous precedent 
for NATO’s enemies and might compel countries such 
as China or Iran to invade whomever they saw fit. It is 
up to NATO to put a stop to this.  
 Multiple students raised the point that NATO 
allies such as Turkey are currently in conflict with the 
Kurds, who have similar demands to the Ukrainian 
people (decentralization, federalism, and minority 
rights, etc.) which are not given the same level of 
attention by NATO. To this, Mr. Walling noted that in 
war, hypocrisy is inevitable: “The deplorable actions 
of certain NATO members [Turkey] are not going to 
have European or global consequences in the same way 
that Russia invading Ukraine will”. The precedents 
which are set would have catastrophic effects for global 
stability. 
 The vigilance with which such a crucial 
conflict has been discussed was commended by many 
Johnnies. This has set a precedent for the college to 
explore discussions around the globe that yearn for 
attention such as Palestine. Continuing these crucial 
conversations is incumbent upon everyone at the college.
—Husayn Ahmad (‘25) 

MAINTAINING OUR NATURAL ENVIRONMENT:
INVASICE SPECIES AT ST. JOHN’S COLLEGE

 Jeff Clark, the Landscape Supervisor for our 
Buildings and Grounds Department, runs a team 
of three full-time employees working alongside six 
to seven students per year. Mr. Clark, growing up in 
Albuquerque, spent much of his time in nature where 
he was able to find “[...] a source of refuge and interest.” 
Upon entering college, he decided to professionally 
pursue his enthusiasm for plants by studying 
horticulture. Horticulture, or “the art and science of 
growing vegetative and ornamental plants,” allows him 

REVERENCE: REVIEW OF CHRYSOSTOMOS’ 
SOPHOMORE SHOW ANTIGONE 

 Chrysostomos’ Sophomore show exceeded 
all expectations and delivered a side-splitting darkly 
comedic take of Sophocles’ Antigone, directed by Alex 
Finch (‘24). After a semester of the Sophomore class 
translating and analyzing the play, the cast and director 
were phenomenally well-equipped to bring the show to 
life with the kind of sense of humor of Johnnies. The 
show was powerfully defined by a refreshing translation 
of the play, treading the line of tragedy and dark 
comedy—a balance struck by the raw power of the actors 
at play and the careful, flowing, and intentional pacing. 
 Under the beautiful dynamic lighting of the 
Great Hall, which turned a bright red as the violence 
came to haunt every performer, Antigone was given 
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to blend his study of the natural world with his artistic 
side (this blend is visible both when one considers the 
plants chosen for this campus and the way in which 
they are situated). When it comes to invasive species 
management, Mr. Clark’s knowledge of the ecology of 
the desert southwest is not separated from his mission 
to plant a beautiful campus. 
 An invasive species is defined by the United 
States Department of Agriculture as “an alien species 
whose introduction does or is likely to cause economic 
or environmental harm or harm to human health.” 
The invasives that pose the largest threat on campus 
are Russian Olive and Saltcedar trees and Cheatgrass. 
Russian Olives are native to southern Europe and 
central Asia, Saltcedars to east Asia, and Cheatgrass to 
all coasts of the Mediterranean Sea. 
 Though they are scattered throughout campus, 
there is a heavy concentration of these plants in the 
arroyo. In line with the effects of most invasive species, 
their presence limits local biodiversity by outcompeting 
native vegetation (they have virtually no natural 
predators in this ecosystem). They also waste water, 
poison the soil, and drastically increase the possibility 
and intensity of wildfires. For Mr. Clark, it is clear that 
these species must be managed.
 There is an ongoing debate in the land 
management sector over the best way of dealing with 
invasives. Should our goal be the complete eradication 
of invasives, as federal policy has always been? Or should 
we find a new method of managing these plants, one 
that aims to incorporate them into our native ecosystem, 
implementing natural controls (which often involves 
introducing more non-native, yet non-invasive species)? 
The latter theory stems from the assumption that total 
eradication is impracticable. It also aims at limiting the 
use of mechanical and chemical removal techniques, 
such as mowers and herbicide.
 While the college has no official policy regarding 
invasive species, Mr. Clark incorporates his personal 
philosophy on the matter into every aspect of his job. 
He subscribes to the federal policy (which aims at total 
eradication) saying “Just because it seems impossible, 
doesn’t mean we shouldn’t try.” However, his approach 
is long term and aims more at keeping the invasive 
species population manageable—each year, he picks only 
a handful of individuals to remove. It is challenging to 
do more because the budget the school allocates him 
is specifically for maintenance, not development, of 
the grounds. Mr. Clark is, however, able to fit some 
management of invasive plant populations under the 
guise of fire mitigation and campus beautification.
 These three areas (invasive species control, fire 
safety, and campus beauty) highlight a tension Mr. Clark 
faces in his work. He must balance the environmental 
needs of the local area with the human needs of the 
school. However, he posits that there is not as stark of 
a contrast between them as is commonly thought. He 
recognizes that the local forest is relatively unhealthy 
due to the “[...] overproduction of plants [...],” enabling 
fires to burn more frequently and viciously, and that 
Santa Fe “[...] should be a grassland” (as opposed to a 

a new dimension of political absurdity, as each actor 
was a dominating and lively presence on the stage. 
The explosive, tyrannical rage of Creon was brought 
to life by the powerful stage presence of Scott Baxter. 
His quickness to shifting emotion not only assisted 
the comedic element, not initially evident in reading 
of Antigone, but also made the audience fearful of 
him, as if we ourselves are also the people of Thebes. 
A deep connection between Antigone and Ismene was 
immediately evident between Amelia Stockcummings 
and Antonia Bonnaire. There was also a strong choice 
to place emphasis on Antigone’s unsettling obsession 
with the proper reverence to the gods, which played off 
flawlessly in Antigone’s defiance of Creon.  
 One of the strongest components of the play 
was the smaller characters who stole the show during 
their brief times on the stage. Marcus Kinney was an 
unexpected dynamo of energy and had flawless delivery 
of lines, which had the entire Great Hall laughing as 
the Sentry. This laughter was later starkly juxtaposed 
by Delia Moon’s Tiresias who stole the very breath of 
the audience as she forced Creon to shrink into himself 
as she prophesied his misfortune. The Chorus (Kelly 
Kwon, Chaim Brandt, Hallah Herb, Barbara Lepala, 
Eddy Fleming) was precisely what it needed to be and 
more, as the lively group of actors were ever-present and 
constantly commenting on the action in front of them, 
and with some of the funniest moments coming from 
their commentary on Creon’s foolish defiance of divine 
law. 
 Chrysostomos’ Sophomore production of 
Antigone was a masterpiece, which even as I write this 
review casts a smile across my face thinking back to it. 
From this reviewer, Antigone gets a firm 4 children 
born of incest out of 4.
—Abram Klaassen (‘25)
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THE HEALTH OF STUDENTS IS OUR 
PRIORITY 

OPINIONS & REFLECTIONS

When referring to tobacco in this piece, I am referring 
to commercial tobacco products manufactured, marketed 
and sold by the tobacco industry. I am not referring to 
the use of sacred tobacco among Indigenous people. 
 It’s a known fact that commercial tobacco 
products aren’t safe or healthy. It’s also a known fact 
that flying releases emissions into the atmosphere. But 
that won’t stop people from doing them. While not a 
perfect analogy, both are activities and behaviors that 
have been so ingrained in our society and are difficult 
to break away from. People who use tobacco products 
should never be seen as the bad guy, the same way 
that individuals who fly are not to blame. The tobacco 
industry, which spends $23 million dollars a day in 
the United States on marketing, is to blame.  The 
tobacco industry targeting communities like the African 
American community, the LGBTQ+ community, 
individuals living with mental illness, those living on 
lower incomes, and youth is to blame.
 But using tobacco products is also an individual 
decision. For some, an easy decision. For others, one 
that takes more thought. Regardless of how the decision 
to use a tobacco product is made, there is always an 
underlying issue, whether we’d like to acknowledge it or 
not. These issues could be a social decision or a coping 
mechanism. The decision to use tobacco products are 

We asked an expert smoker and a member of the Clean Air Committee to 
write on whether campus should be smoke-free. Here are their responses. 

forested area), contributing to water waste in a region 
that has a limited and shrinking water supply to begin 
with. He maintains that invasive species are a major 
part of the issue, but that it is an “[...] old story [...]” that 
environmental concerns often take a backseat to human 
concerns, a story he seeks to retell. In consideration 
of this, he works to decrease the buildup of biomass 
and conserve water through the removal of instigating 
species, but does so in the name of campus improvement 
for human needs. 
 He seeks areas of overlap such as this because 
he considers himself one of those working in the 
environmental sector who is “[...] fighting, kicking, and 
screaming to slow down the death of the ecosystem.” Mr. 
Clark’s personal philosophy functions on the assumption 
that development of our natural surroundings allows 
for the continued maintenance and gratification of our 
human needs and wants. This mentality is increasingly 
being adopted in the landscaping and land management 
sector, especially as environmental concerns become 
more concerning in arid places.
—Philip Psaledakis (‘25)

statistically tied to mental health issues, stress, anxiety, 
or to fit into different social atmospheres. But this may 
not be the reason that individuals are using tobacco 
products. The industry has shoved different marketing 
strategies into our everyday lives, which has left an 
unconscious impact on us. Tobacco usage is present in 
different video games, magazines, icons, and beautifully 
portrayed in movies. 
 The goal of the Clean Air Committee at St. 
John’s College is to understand the behaviors of 
students, their needs, and to develop policy options to 
meet said needs. In the long run, the option of a smoke 
free campus may present itself, but for now, the priority 
is to work with students where they are at. 
 Before making any decisions that will 
drastically affect both tobacco users and nonusers, 
listening to and understanding the needs and behaviors 
of both nonsmokers and smokers is the first step. Why 
are individuals using these products? How long have 
individuals been using them? Why are they a part of the 
school’s culture? Identifying answers to these questions 
will allow us to figure out what the underlying issues 
are in the culture at St. John’s. 
 Along with listening to the needs of smokers, 
listening to and identifying the needs of nonsmokers is 
also a priority. What do nonusers need? How do they 
feel about tobacco smoke on campus? How do they feel 
about the culture of tobacco use on campus? Identifying 
the needs of everyone in a cohort is a priority in making 
the best decisions. 
 With all that being said, what exactly are 
policy options and how can they be approached? From 
my professional standpoint, as someone who has been 
working in tobacco prevention for five years, there are a 
few options.  
 The first option is having a smoke free campus. 
A smoke-free campus means no smoking on campus 
property or in buildings, but this doesn’t include 
smokeless tobacco products. Another option that’s a bit 
different but in a similar category is having a tobacco 
free campus. A tobacco-free campus means tobacco isn’t 
allowed on campus property or in buildings. 
 The next option would be to reduce designated 
smoking areas throughout campus. Currently, St. 
John’s has 16 designated smoking areas on campus. 
Reducing the number of smoking areas would allow 
other students to have clean air to breathe, and would 
allow for smoking to lessen throughout campus. 
 Tobacco policy takes time and needs to involve 
everyone, which is why it’s a main goal of the Clean Air 

RESOURCES 
USED IN THIS 

ARTICLE

OPINIONS & REFLECTIONS
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A VOICEBOX FOR THE SMOKERS
 I’m sure no one needs to be reminded of the 
traumatic events that took place on February Ninth, 
year of our lord Two Thousand and Twenty-Two. If your 
memory needs to be jogged, the entire student body, 
staff, and faculty of St. John’s College Santa Fe was 
sent an email by Christine Guevara, Director of Student 
Health and Wellness, entitled “Smoking Survey.” In 
it, she claims “a group of thoughtful students” came 
to her and Dean Walter Sterling last semester with 
the following inquiry: Why is smoking allowed on 
campus? What followed was outrage. On one side, avid 
smokers defending their claim to their (albeit restricted) 
American right to nicotine. On the other, anti-smokers, 
some claiming to be against a complete ban in favor 
of more restrictive measures, health notices, and anti-
addiction campaigns and resources. Even further, there 
are those with the intent to permanently, effectively, 
and completely ban smoking from our beloved campus. 
It has exploded into symbolism, and everyone is talking 
about it. Posters, works of art, and other forms of anti-
Clean Air Committee activism have been seen and heard 
around campus. Propositions for the organization of a 
Dirty Air Committee or a Smokers Anti Defamation 
League (SADL) have been seriously discussed. The 
student body will not back down without a fight. 
 The question at hand is not one that concerns 
health. Every smoker, and even non-smoker, is aware of 
the blatant warnings that are legally required to be on 
every box of cigarettes, every pouch of tobacco, every tin 
of dip, every vape, every Zyn, etc. Most foreign cigarettes 
have photos of black lung, cancer patients, and even 
malformed fetuses on the boxes. We have been force 
fed anti-smoking rhetoric our entire lives, through high 
school health, PSAs, and our loving parents’ concern. By 
no means are smokers unaware of the risk that nicotine 
and tobacco pose to our health, an Aristotelian aside that 
consists of a long parenthetical comment: secondhand 
smoke, the Clean Air Committee’s main argument 
against smoking, only effects babies, the elderly, and 
small terrible dogs who live their lives confined in smoke 
laden rooms with walls that could be described with the 
Benjamin Moore 2018-40 yellow paint entitled “Nacho 
Cheese”. I jest; while I am sympathetic to those who are 
not pleased with the smoke they may have to endure, 
the argument that it is a health concern is absurd. 
While the CDC does concede that “there is no risk-free 
level of exposure to secondhand smoke,” any exposure 

OPINIONS & REFLECTIONS

Committee to listen to and meet the needs of all students 
on campus. Having the input of the school community 
is crucial to all the students and faculty being included 
in making decisions that are in the best interest of 
the community. For as stated before, including those 
impacted in decisions that will impact them will make a 
world of difference. Including smokers and non-smokers 
will address the needs of those impacted by secondhand 
smoke and those impacted by the draw of tobacco. 
—Anna Grace Hottinger (‘25)

that has led to death has been long term and within 
uncirculated air. Walking near an outdoor smoking area 
will in no capacity harm you. The fundamental basis of 
the Clean Air Committee, then, must be one of moral 
high ground. 

 Let me be clear: my anger is not against the 
abstinent student body. I, and every smoker I know, 
would have no problem with a student-run anti-smoking 
campaign. Any fellow student who has an issue, or even 
a personal vendetta, with the sweet aromatics wafting 
from the Peterson benches come lunchtime would have 
been welcomed to discuss their politics. Their complaints 
would have been heard, and any reasonable smoker 
(which happens to be a large percentage of this campus, 
mind you) would have happily accommodated their 
desires. By no means do we intend to subject anyone 
to something they are averse to, and most smokers 
would be happy to oblige any complaints involving 
smoke in highly trafficked portions of the campus. 
Our fellow students’ health issues and aversions are 
not controversial at all. Every argument on the basis of 
comfort has been and will be well received. Bottom line: 
if the students want us to move, we will move. 
 However, by the very nature of administration 
being involved—a meddling which implies the feasible 
possibility of a complete smoking ban—this outrage has 
ostensibly metamorphosed to one of the moral variety. 
Because this cause is now under the jurisdiction of 
administration it can (and most likely will) result in the 
complete curtailing of rights and certainly not on the 
basis of health. For, if that were the case, the survey sent 
would have been tailored to the question of cessation 
rather than personal opinion of smoking, which leaves 
room for personal bias and American puritanical 
tendencies, both of which are easily manipulated 
statistics. Therefore, this crusade only exists to enforce 
morality. Our behavior is base, repulsive, debaucherous, 
and shameful in their opinion. Our socializing is 
repugnant to them. Our continued freedom is a disgrace. 
 My final statement: Government funding? 
Government rights. Pardon the smoker and pity the 
narc. 
—Alice Little (‘25)
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RESPONSE TO “ADDRESS FROM EICS”

 We don’t talk about melancholy anymore. Once, 
the waters teeming with subtle sorrow were obnoxiously 
discussed and made into art, but now, in a time full of 
despair and alienation and questioning, the absence of 
what might almost be a defining emotion of our time 
feels eerie. Everywhere we see things to distract, ways to 
make us pacified and even when we feel more negative 
emotions in society, it’s usually fear or anger. Melancholy 
is indeed a quiet, directionless feeling of sadness and so 
feels useless, but it is born from things that make it 
worth contemplating. Loss and death, emptiness, and 
things that feel outside our human grasp. I will only 
focus here on death and by extension things outside our 
reach since death can be read as a subset of the latter. 
 Death is probably the greatest taboo that 
we don’t acknowledge. It’s understandable that we 
don’t want to think of death, but I speak of a greater 
disconnect. We live by an economy based on constant 
growth, an impossible and cancerous absurdity. We are 
repulsed and fascinated by real world death (a sure sign 
of a taboo), as news is fueled by suffering—if it shocks 
us. Meanwhile, we live in a great extinction of our own 
making, and you’d barely know. We have built up our 
world in a lifeless and thus falsely eternal way—our world 
is made of metal and glass or plastic, and greenery slowly 
becomes rarer in our living spaces. We have managed 
the great feat of losing sight of the Big Questions and 
the spirit and simultaneously never learned to connect 
with our bodies properly. Very few have ever planned 
for their death, made a will, calculated what they will 
leave. We avoid any small discomfort only to run into a 
vast void made of our carelessness and fear and ‘it’s just 
the way it is’. 
 But death is life, and without death there is no 
life. We die every day, sight unseen, and for a long time 
we would have been part of that lifegiving earth. We 
see it in smaller and metaphorical ways all the time—a 
flower wilts, age takes its toll, a heart is broken, the day 
finishes with a sunset… 
 It is in these tiny moments that this vague 
feeling can enter our hearts, usually when it’s detached 
from us or not easily explained. All of these are tiny 
bites of loss. 
 The feeling of things outside our reach is 
hard to explain. I will first clarify that I do not mean 
unfulfilled desires, but rather things that dwarf us into 
insignificance or unknowns impossible for our brains 
to piece apart fully. Here I believe I will pause and 
reference a much better writer and spiritual thinker:  
“…But if our eyes stop there, let our imagination 
proceed further; it will grow weary of conceiving things 
before nature tires of producing them. The whole visible 
world is only an imperceptible dot in nature’s ample 
bosom. No idea comes near it; it is no good inflating 
our conceptions beyond imaginable space, we only bring 
forth atoms compared to the reality of things. Nature 
is an infinite sphere whose center is everywhere, and 
circumference is nowhere.” (Pascal, Pensées, 72) 

 Human beings are so invisible compared to the 
vast universe we inhabit that we are struck dumb. Our 
melancholy resides here too. For while it is easy to be 
swept away in the seemingly eternal beauty of the stars 
and planets, the silliness and brevity of our existence 
strikes us, as well as the limits of our knowledge. 
 We deal with things that we can understand 
(mostly) in our day to day lives, and our suffering and 
delight feel like the whole world to us. Even when 
things are bad, we cling to them to find meaning, and 
anything that throws down our absolute significance 
can be a source of relief and pain (it is important to 
note that insignificance and ego death are characteristic 
of both ecstatic experiences and moments of severe 
depression and suffering). This response to the vastness 
of the universe is likely more intense now than in 
Pascal’s time, as our scientific advances have broadened 
our view of the universe and our expansion has created 
light pollution, preventing the vastness and beauty of 
the night sky from being a familiar sight. Melancholy 
inspired by death can serve as an internal memento 
mori, and one we should heed. Fearing death ironically 
leads to more death and sorrow, and this is seen in 
our approach to climate change and the incredibly long 
wars of the recent past. Putting ourselves in perspective 
encourages spiritual and emotional growth and can be 
peaceful. Thus, we shouldn’t automatically dismiss this 
tool simply because it’s uncomfortable.  
—Margaret Merritt (‘22)

OPINIONS & REFLECTIONS

ON THE IMPORTANCE OF MELANCHOLY

 In the most recent edition of the Moon, the 
Editors-In-Chief attempted to discuss the situation in 
Ukraine. They urged readers to inform themselves about 
the conflict and to treat it like the genuinely serious 
humanitarian crisis that it is. In that respect, they were 
right. War is, indeed, bad. So is imperialism.
 The problem is, if you’re going to oppose those 
things, it needs to be on principle. Be against war 
because you believe that it is wrong to kill fellow human 
beings. Be against imperialism because you know that 
oppression and tyranny are evil in all forms, but they 
are especially egregious offenses coming from wealthier, 
more developed, militarily superior nations that should 
be using their resources to lift humanity up.
 What you should not do is tell students that 
what Vladimir Putin is doing to the Ukrainian people 
is a war on them, or even that it is a war on the West. 
The truth is, this is not a war on Western Civilization. 
It is not a war on the students of St. John’s College who 
have lived their entire lives in the United States. It is 
an act of imperialism from one country, spanning the 
entire global East, against another country in Eastern 
Europe. Empathy should not depend on whether you are 
personally impacted by what is happening to someone 
else. The reason why we as Americans and why all 
people should care about what is happening to Ukraine 
is because the President of Russia is waging war on 
an entire country of people purely for his own political 
and territorial gain, and this will end up hurting and 
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killing many, many people. His actions are cruel and 
will have painful consequences. It only takes a small bit 
of research and understanding to see why one should 
care about what is happening to Ukraine, and it has 
nothing to do with the West or the United States of 
America.

 The need to see all world conflicts through a 
patriotic lens, or a lens of Western understanding, or a 
lens of personal affliction or victimization, has prevented 
Americans from truly understanding socio-political 
problems for decades. If this conflict in Ukraine causes 
some people in the “Western World,” (say, in former 
empires like the United Kingdom or the United States) 
to start asking questions like “Why does the media report 
nonstop about an aggression committed by a historical 
‘enemy’ of the United States but stays virtually silent 
on comparable or worse acts of violence committed by 
U.S. client-states and allies?”, then that is a good thing. 
We should be asking those questions. We should, as 
rational human beings (not as Americans or Westerners) 
be observant of world events and quick to speak out 
on principle against violent aggression. It is true that 
“America and other western countries do exactly the 
same,” and have been for centuries. To dismiss this fact 
with a mocking line-break Twitter meme is childish. It 
is heartening to see the rush of support that has sprung 
up for the citizens of Ukraine. It’s a positive step to 
start caring for the fates of people you will never meet. 
We have an opportunity, as citizens of the world, at 
the onset of a great humanitarian crisis, to approach 
it as empathetic and informed people, not out of self-
involvement or self-interest, but from a place of genuine 
humanity. And if it leads to a greater awareness and 
understanding of other acts of violence all over the 
world, particularly the ones that Americans tend to turn 
a blind eye to, then that ought to be encouraged by all of 
our most prominent voices, including those of St. John’s 
and the Moon.
—Aidan Shannon (‘24) and Emma Mughal (‘25)

SHOULD I STAY OR SHOULD I GO
A 4-YEAR DEBATE

 The first time I thought about transferring was 
my eighth day on campus. I keep a journal religiously 
and wrote on August 29th, “I do not like it here.” I 
committed to St. John’s on the last possible day. My main 
reasons for choosing this school were the mountains 
and financial aid. But I did know one thing: I wanted to 
be pushed. I wanted to push my mind and my intellect 
in a way I hadn’t done before. So to Sante Fe I came.  
 On my first day on campus after my mom 
helped me decorate my dorm, we made our way to the 
bookstore. That is when I first got my copy of the Iliad. 
Holding this copy of a book I was unenthusiastic about 
reading, my mother and I said our goodbyes. We were 
both thinking the same thing: what did I get myself 
into? 
 Later that day, I made my way to the dining 
hall and sat down with some fellow anxious first-year 
students. I was hoping that talking to other people 
would help ease my nerves, but it did not. Rather than 
the conversation leaning towards what we thought of 
the Iliad, I was greeted by the question, “How many 
times have you read the Iliad?” I felt screwed and had 
to get my shit together fast. 
 Many people I have talked to came here with 
a passion for the curriculum already. I did not have 
that. I had to learn to become passionate about what 
we were studying. During the first few months here, I 
felt isolated, wanting to transfer, and I had yet to meet 
another student who felt the same way I did towards 
St. John’s. The people I talked to were either 100% 
committed or were already on their way out. Then I 
began asking questions, and people started talking. 
 I started approaching upperclassmen to get a 
more experienced opinion on St. John’s. I would tell 
them “I’m thinking of transferring” and would ask for 
their advice. Almost every person I spoke to about this 
said they too had thought about transferring at one point. 
Some even told me that debating about transferring is 
just part of the St. John’s experience, and a debate I 
would have until I graduated. 
 When I asked Molly McGrath about their 
take on St. John’s, they said, “There are three types 
of Johnnies: the drop outs, the ones who do not get 
anything out of it, and the ones who get a lot out of it; 
but it is a choice. You know the saying “skate through 
Harvard”? You can skate through St. John’s too, but it 
is a terrible idea. You do it and it sucks, or you don’t do 
it and it’s miserable.”  
 Nobody I spoke to questioned anyone for 
wanting to transfer. It’s a hard program and it’s not for 
everyone. When I spoke to another Junior about why 
people wanted to transfer, they said, “The curriculum 
must be all-consuming. It’s hard to continue to build 
a hobby. It’s only useful if you stick through it. To 
understand what St. John’s is about you must come and 
do it for a while. The problem with being at a critical 
thinking school is that it forces you to think critically 
about yourself and your education.”  
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HISTORICISM AND TRUTH
 What is the value of the Program at St. John’s? 
The accusation of the program has not been made 
sufficiently clear yet, and so I hope to state it as clearly 
as possible. I believe that the most extreme version of 
the accusation against the Program has not even been 
leveled yet…
 The previous Moon articles that have touched 
on this question are excellent statements of what 
seems to me to be the general two beliefs held about 
the Program. Because they are such good epitomes, I 
shall not engage with these articles directly but instead 
address the general views to which they belong. The 
first view claims that there is a problem in the Program: 
we read authors who are evil, such as Highdigger and 
Aristotle, and ignore their immoral historical impact. 
It seems that Ms. Hochheiser advocates for a kind of 
prescribed instruction concerning the evils of these 
authors in order to insure no student could possibly 
fall prey to their misguided, or malicious, teachings. 
The other author appears to adequately defend reading 
these authors because the knowledge of their teachings 
creates the conditions for freedom (though it does not 
seem to me that Mr. Keyse specifies how), and that if a 
person falls prey to the propagandic evils of Highdigger, 
he has no one but himself to blame. 
 However, neither the criticism nor the defense 

OPINIONS & REFLECTIONS

 Through all my conversations, one thing became 
clear: you must find a reason for being here.  It’s easy to 
find reasons to second guess yourself for coming to St. 
John’s: the work is grueling, the satisfaction that comes 
from it is slow, the social life is challenging. But if you 
find a reason to be here that you can fall back on in 
these moments of second-guessing, it’ll make your time 
at St. John’s a lot easier.  
 When I spoke to Eliane Levy about her take on 
St. John’s, she said, “Really the only thing you’ll get out 
of the curriculum is for yourself. You’re not determined 
for a high-end job or a career. You do have to find a 
reason to be here though, you can’t passively be here. 
You get out of it what you put into it.”  
 The first few weeks of my second semester was 
when the debate over whether I should transfer was most 
heavy on my mind. I didn’t have a reason to be here, I 
felt conflicted over whether I was getting anything out 
of the curriculum, and St. John’s smallness began to 
feel more isolating than comforting. When I reached 
out to tutors regarding their thoughts on St. John’s, my 
view of the curriculum began to shift. 
 I approached Ms. Charlie Barrett and Ms. 
Claudia Hauer with one leading statement: give me a 
reason to stay. 

 In my conversation with Ms. Barrett, she said 
something that stuck with me:  “The modern version 
of education is pedagogy as entertainment. Students 
go to college, certain of their educational arch, usually 
dictated by personal taste or specific career goals—which 
turns the college experience into an enjoyable means to 
a professional end. As a result, they spend their time 
exploring well-known paths and their world is smaller 
for it. But St. John’s offers something different.  What 
if you don’t begin with, “This is me. This is where I 
am going,” but with asking, “Who am I? What is my 
next step?” Wouldn’t that crack open the world for you— 
turn it into a place to explore, to peer into, to wonder 
at? What would studying, learning, living in that world 
look like? St. John’s is an invitation to challenge current 
assumptions and it persuades young people to become 
students not of what comes easy to them, but of what 
they’ve never even noticed.” 

  My conversation with Ms. Hauer went in a 
different direction, but in it I came closer to my reasoning 
to be here than I ever had before. She brought up the 
idea that St. John’s can be thought of as a character 
development program. It’s not a school that promises 
students six-digit salary careers, but if you let it, it can 
turn you into a better human. You’re forced to think 
about why you think the things you do, you’re forced to 
put your own ideas about the world aside to fully grasp 
the texts we read, and you’re asked to truly listen to your 
own peers’ ideas.  
 There is a common idea at St. John’s that to do 
this curriculum well you must be all in. You must fully 
submerge yourself in the Great Books. I know I haven’t 
been at St. John’s for a year, but I think this is terrible 
advice. This curriculum is so intense, and St. John’s is 
such a self-critical school that it has the power to push 
people to their breaking point; I’ve seen it. I think that 
to do this curriculum well you have to have one foot in 
and one foot out. We can’t become so committed to the 
curriculum that we forget who we were before coming 
to St. John’s. Be present when you are doing the work, 
become committed to allowing the texts to change your 
mind as you read each paragraph. But when you close 
the books, close them tight. What hobbies did you once 
enjoy that you now feel like you don’t have time for? We 
have the time. Getting the most out of each text is not 
worth sacrificing your mental health or putting aside 
other tasks that give you enjoyment. This curriculum 
has the power to fully reshape you; so, let it, but let’s 
continue to question it.  
—Bel Dodd (‘25)
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of the Program seems to me to be dealing with the 
strongest argument that one can make against the 
Program. The Program, in order to be justified, needs 
to prove that it is successful in teaching the truth and in 
showing us how to be happy in living the best life.  
 However,  one could easily claim that it does 
neither of these things. Here is the most extreme 
accusation possible against the program: The St. John’s 
Program at the very best only teaches the impossibility 
of wisdom and makes us historical thinkers, rather 
than pursuers of the truth, and at worst, by refusing to 
provide guidance to our opinions, it puts us at risk of 
falling prey to the most dangerous dogmas ever known 
to man.
 While the Program claims to free us from the 
underlying dogmas of society, as Mr. Keyse reminds 
us, can we really be free from them without evaluating 
the authors we read? The statement of the program is 
even unclear about this question: “Liberally educated 
persons, the college believes, acquire a lifelong 
commitment to the pursuit of fundamental knowledge 
and to the search for unifying ideas”. And yet it is clear 
that our goal in class is not the study for fundamental 
knowledge or unification but an individual analysis of 
what each particular book is saying. These books, as 
Mr. Keyse notes, “inevitably disagree and diverge” and 
yield knowledge of the truth through their unification 
and discourse, but where does this take place? Nowhere 
do we have a seminar discussing whether Plato or 
Nietzsche was right about fundamental reality. Once we 
understand each author (which we also happen to claim 
is impossible) we are expected to determine who is right 
by ourselves. 
 Mr. Keyse appears to have based his argument 
on the importance of freedom. It is undoubtedly true 
that freedom is a good, but is it an absolute good? Let 
us for the moment grant the Program its due and assert 
that someone could leave our school totally free from 
the dogma that Western culture has imbued into every 
furrow of our lives—though it is by no means clear that 
any person has attained this kind of freedom, Johnnie or 
not. What stops this person from thinking to themselves 
“What is the point of it all? Three thousand years of 
genius, and the last thinker we read on the program is 
a Nazi. History clearly shows that eternal truth is an 
unattainable goal, and that the only truth is the one 
that manifests in our culture.” This is to say that to 
think of the Program as a history of ideas with its main 
interest in transcending the influence of these opinions 
leaves one with no opinions whatsoever. We become 
historicists when we have freedom for freedom’s sake. 
In short, being free from dogma does not mean one has 
access to the truth.
 However, I do not believe in the accusation I 
have leveled. Becoming free is a very important part 
of the process of living a good life, though it does 
not solve the problem itself. I believe this to be the 
somewhat disappointing answer to the question I have 
put so much emphasis on. We desire to be free in order 
to better search for the truth, but this freedom is not 

easily won, to say nothing of the difficulty of truth. 
The nobility of the Program lies not in the triumphant 
success of its efforts but in the heroic struggle against 
powers close to insurmountable. Freedom (I believe 
it important to give something of an explanation of 
this idea, as I do not believe it has been explained) 
would mean to transcend the unconscious dogma 
that permeates the being of Western culture. Dogma, 
arising from the institutionalizing of the very authors 
we read, structures, at least in part, all our vocabulary, 
speech, opinions, actions, thoughts, and perhaps even 
perceptions. For example, most of us (us being Western 
humans) might believe that the correct political project 
is not to examine the unrealizable best regimes but to 
think about how politics actually happens in society. 
But we might be fairly surprised to discover that this is 
the cornerstone of Machiavellianism… 
 Freedom, in the same way that Mr. Keyse 
appeared to me to be speaking of it, would entail 
dismissing this opinion until its subterranean 
consequences and preconditions were unearthed by 
returning to the source of this opinion. Knowledge of 
the truth is totally impossible without this project of 
reigniting the origins of our sedimented opinions (for 
a great author’s take on this, see Husserl’s Crisis in 
the European Sciences, Appendix VI). But our Program 
only begins this process. It seems to me to be true that 
we have a truly lofty project at our school, but that it 
is perhaps far more humble than we sometimes say it 
is. We are beginners, slowly learning to crawl towards 
the preconditions of truth, and perhaps not even truth 
itself. Though this task is noble, and perhaps the noblest 
possible, our grandiosity has begun to breed contempt, 
as is seen in Ms. Hochheiser’s article.
 But I do not plan to end my article on such 
a dejected note. I believe that there is one absolutely 
crucial aspect of the Program, that has thus far in The 
Moon been sorely neglected. “[W]hile seeking the truth, 
[the Great Books] please us as works of art with a clarity 
and a beauty that reflect their intrinsic intelligibility” 
(Statement of the program, 2). We love these books 
not just out of some disinterested, inhuman search for 
useless knowledge but because they move our souls and 
keep inciting us to search. The problems of nihilism and 
historicism arising from the program are not to be taken 
lightly. If we engage with the Program ardently hoping 
for the truth, we will be continually disappointed to the 
point that we may give up hope entirely and eventually 
think that the only good it can do is to reveal these 
distinctions without ever resolving them. But this 
reductionist anthropological view is tantamount to total 
dejection in the culmination of our freedom. We would 
merely be idle pursuers of these problems. The beauty 
of the search for truth is the solution to this quiet 
dissatisfaction. When we are on the brink of giving up 
hope for the culmination of our enormous project, the 
patient, blissful, and earnestly inquiring attitude of the 
wisest man in Athens, spurred on by his love of the 
beauty of truth, should be our happy guide.
—John McCombs (‘23)
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WHAT COULD POLITY BE?
 There is much one can say about Polity and its 
history. So many perspectives on it, that it is doubtless 
impossible to satisfy everyone unless we wish only to 
point and laugh at how ineffectual and obtuse the 
institution has variously been. This, of course, is quite 
easy, but vying for a purpose beyond daily allocation 
of funds and circular debate is far more difficult. 
This article is an attempt at the latter, though not by 
presenting any specific point for Polity to advocate. 
Rather, I want to encourage contemplation of a more 
perfect, more advocative, Polity.  
 In this newspaper you have already seen multiple 
portrayals of Polity which may lead you to think rather 
poorly of it. This is understandable given the nature 
of the writings so far: from an image of an ego-driven 
political machine that rejoices in the absence of those 
who take issue with privileged political centrism, to 
ironical calls to run for office, managing to communicate 
precious little about the actual organization or offices in 
question despite employing so many words. I ask you 
for a moment to put aside all of what you’ve heard and 
seen, these shadows cast upon the wall before you, and 
dare to consider instead what our Polity could be. 
 According to the Moon from the early 80’s, 
Polity was formed in response to the Board substantially 
increasing tuition; the students heard nothing of this 
until after the decision was final. Its explicit purpose 
was to ensure that the administration and the Board 
of Visitors and Governors would hear and seriously 
consider student voices as a factor in decision making, 
as well as to serve as a forum for student concerns. Its 
committees were formed at various times to do likewise, 
the SCI, for example, being created to work with the 
Instruction Committee that student voices might impact 
the direction of the program.  
 This is a radically different vision from the 
organization of today, not least of all in that the very 
concept of advocacy is now a subject of debate in Polity. 
Certainly, we must not discount positive changes that 
have been made since this distant era. Polity has since 
come to manage funds for clubs despite this not being 
among its original goals and has recently reformed 
various financial processes to take up less time in 
weekly meetings. Generosity aside, the new debate 
seems to take on a circular form: if we are supposed 
to be advocating then where are the people with the 
concerns? The response: if we don’t actively promote 
ourselves as a body of advocacy then we can only blame 
ourselves for people not coming, we must do more! 
And we come full circle: but to do more we need more 
external input, if advocacy is a concern why don’t people 
speak up? And the vicious cycle continues. 
 This years-long debate has held us back from 
using Polity to its fullest extent. The doctrine of circular 
neutrality is not the sign of serious representatives, 
not the words of one who is thinking of either past 
precedent or future need. It is an excuse we hide behind 
that we might not be called to action. What is the point 
of discussing how to be better if those who facilitate 
conversation do not themselves press to go further?  

 Let me be clear: I am not interested in blaming 
anyone in particular for the issues I point out here. We 
must keep in mind that everyone in Polity is sincerely 
trying to do their best. That said, democracy is not an 
excuse for those in power to promote idleness and rest 
in the absence of ideals for which to strive. If Polity 
continues to struggle with the same problems it has had 
for years it is not because of a lack of concern from 
our polity writ large (have you ever met a Johnnie who 
didn’t have an opinion on or honest problem with the 
college?). 
 Let Polity stand for these ideas again and put 
aside flaccid debates over failures of what has been 
rather than what could be; no more the pitiful discourse 
over the “Polity Bank and Loan”! We have a government, 
let us agree that so long as it stands it ought to stand 
for something. Let us make the SCI a body of academic 
discourse with the IC once more, and rightly expect 
the Constitution Committee to halt the progress of 
exclusionary charters, rather than letting them come 
to a vote (to use a random example). We can use the 
fullness of this political structure to ensure officers are 
not overburdened, while still expecting officers to stand 
for ideals above this hollow neutrality. 
 As election season approaches, I entreat you 
to be one of the people with concerns. The resources 
you have handed to this college are at stake, the most 
important of which is the time you will spend here. 
Demand more of your upcoming candidates than we 
have demanded of ourselves. Standing up and claiming 
an office is not enough, one must stand for something.  
—Jared Conahan (‘22)



S L A V A  U K R A I N IVOL. 24 ISSUE 5
APRIL 2022

NATURE’S ISSUE
PAGE 13

SHENANIGANS
FUN FAUNA: THE WHALE SHARK

 Life is difficult, and so I am here to impart 
meaningless information about animals to try and 
make it better. I have dedicated this issue’s article 
to Whale Sharks!
 Whale Sharks (scientific name: Rhincodon 
typus, conservation status: endangered) are 
incredible fish found exclusively in tropical oceans! 
They are a type of shark unique for their size and 
eating habits, being the largest known existing 
fish species. Female whale sharks are the largest, 
able to grow up to 40 feet long and weigh around 
11 tons, while male whale sharks stop growing at 
about half that size. They are filter feeders and 
have small, nearly useless teeth. This means that 
their diet consists largely of small animals such as 
plankton and that, while feeding, they can process 
up to 15 hundred gallons of water per hour through 
their gills! 
 This concludes this issue’s installment 
of Fun Fauna. Remember to keep the majesty of 
Whale Sharks in your hearts and minds as you 
continue through your week!
—Zohar Na’aman (‘24)

SHENANIGANS

—Tay Rafferty (‘24)
Seminar Bingo 
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point wins 
approval 

Unnecessary 
obscure 

reference 

>2 people 
start speaking 

at once 

“I agree with 
you that 

(completely 
different 
claim)” 

Knowing eye 
contact 

Judgmental/ 
confused look 

The Cave/ the 
forms 

“It seems to  
me that…” 

(FREE 
SPACE) 

Forehead 
stroking 

Long, 
awkward 
silence 

Looking for a 
passage 

instead of 
listening 

A bad joke 
falls flat 

Disappears for 
>10 minutes 

Opening 
question 
ignored 

Previously 
made point 

repeated 

Obvious 
personal 
grudge 

Pointless 
argument 

Vigorous 
nodding 

“At the end of 
the day…” 

Chair/ 
table/cup 
analogy 
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