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THOUGHTS OF A FIRST-TIME VOTER
by CASEY COLLINS

Presidential
Feminism?
by ELLIE POBIS

I thought I would be writing this article as an ode to 
the first woman to ever clinch the presidency. That is 
not the case. I can now no longer scroll through the 
images of “I voted” stickers placed with anticipation 

on Susan B. Anthony’s gravestone without a twinge of 
what could have been. 

Despite her faults, Secretary Clinton would have 
made history had she won. Her campaign encompassed 
exactly what feminism stands for: the equality of men 
and women, the idea that being a female doesn’t make 
you any less capable. Intentional or not, Clinton served 
as a reminder of how far the country has come, and 
how far it still has to go. Importantly enough during this 
election, she respects that women’s bodies belong to 
themselves. 

President-elect Trump’s brazen attitude toward 
sexual assault, among other things, served as a stark 
contrast to Clinton and has been particularly difficult 
to overlook. Sexual assault in this country has become 
so prevalent, though it is always spoken about with a 
lowered voice, seemingly behind closed doors, that the 
visceral reaction I had upon hearing Trump’s comments 
on the subject, so inappropriate that they cannot be 
repeated here, caught me off-guard. Perhaps it was his 
candidacy for such a highly respected position or his 
offhand dismissal of what he termed “locker-room talk” 
that upset me most. 

Either way, I certainly expected the release of the 
tapes to be detrimental to his campaign. That was not 
the case. While at first many of his supporters seemed 
shocked, the shock receded, and the tapes faded into 
the backdrop as election day neared. To me, this was 
unconscionable.

Even more difficult to reconcile was the number of 
female votes Trump garnered. How could women vote 
for him? How could Clinton, an ardent supporter of 
closing the wage gap and someone who could be an icon 
for young girls, lose out to someone who seems to be 
the antithesis? 

Regardless of the feminist symbol that Clinton has 
become, and the roadblock to progress that Trump may 
prove to be, I hope to continue toward breaking the 
“glass ceiling” and maintain some hope that this election 
clarifies what really matters in our political system.
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On principle, as a female citizen of the United 
States, I believe that it is nothing less than de-
plorable for two women to argue about who 
is the “better woman.” The fact that this argu-

ment was based on whether or not a woman decides to be 
a homemaker or to join the workforce made it even more 
repulsive. In recent years, this country has fought countless 
battles and preached numerous arguments in favor of sup-
porting the right to choose one’s lifestyle and societal posi-
tion. Yet, in one fell swoop, Susan Brill and Mia McLeod, SC 
Senate District 22 candidates, reverted to petty and absurd 
arguments which, decades ago, helped to establish the glass 
ceiling that both women claimed to want to break.

 When I decided to attend the forum, I expected 
a peaceful, but content-filled debate. What I did not expect 
was the significant amount of mud-slinging and harsh attack-
ing that Brill and McLeod chose to participate in.

 At the start of the debate, both of their cam-
paign strategies were called into question, as Brill criticized 
McLeod’s blogs and interaction with voters, while McLeod 
expressed frustration over Brill’s campaign ads. Then, after 
calling out various attempts to demoralize each other, Brill 
and McLeod defended their own personalities and lead-
ership styles, as McLeod capitalized on being viewed as a 
“fighter,” while Brill responded to being seen as more “pas-
sive” in comparison. 

 I can understand this defense of leadership qual-
ity, but their debate over experience and previous actions 
proved to be the most outlandish topic discussed. Brill ques-
tioned McLeod about her experience working on bipartisan 
projects in the House, an understandable question for a cur-
rent legislator to receive. McLeod’s questions about Brill’s 
experience on the Richland Two board, however, quickly 
sent the content of the debate into utter chaos.

 When asked about improvements to schools made 
during her tenure on the board, Brill cited replacing Ridge 
View High School’s football turf as be-
ing representative of major advance-
ments made within Richland Two. To 
know that the Ridge View football sta-
dium was a high priority for our school 
board and that it was well-cared left 
me concerned and much less assured 
that the important issues in both our 
school district, Richland County, and 
the state of South Carolina would be 
effectively resolved in the future.

 This forum, the first debate 
that I attended as an eligible voter, 
left me extremely frustrated with the 
political arena on the local level. In a 
country facing a national presidential 
election encompassed by mudslinging 
and a refusal to discuss important is-
sues, the last thing that we needed was 
for the same behavior to infiltrate the 
local political system.

 Immature behavior that aims 

to undermine and demoralize fellow candidates shows ex-
actly how broken the American political system is. Elections 
within the United States, especially the 2016 presidential 
election, have progressed to placing more importance on 
the number of times candidates can make newsworthy, con-
troversial comments, instead of legitimate debate over is-
sues that impact US citizens on a daily basis. Can we not 
return to the time when popular controversy was reserved 
for celebrities, and not presidential candidates?

 When I sit down to watch the news or scroll 
through articles online, I resent being made to feel as 
though major party presidential candidates inspire internal 
conflict that has the potential to result in the destruction 
of our country. The opportunity for our 240-year history of 
progress, development, and both triumph and failure to be 
reversed and destroyed through this presidential election 
became very clear and present. It is nothing less than ridicu-
lous that the candidates could have the collective power 
to reverse national progress and eliminate a rich national 
history during a presidential election, and yet this is what 
America faced moving into November.

 Walking into my polling location on November 8, 
instead of feeling excited at my opportunity to vote for the 
first time, I was filled with dread. A lack of justifiable choices 
in candidates, as well as a political campaign season filled to 
the brim with mudslinging and disrespect for fellow can-
didates and the American public, left me wondering how I 
could choose between the candidates when the outcome of 
the election seemed so negative and destructive no matter 
who won. Instead of feeling proud to be an American with 
the right to help choose my country’s leader, the 2016 elec-
tion season left me feeling dejected and disheartened at the 
prospect of being forced to choose between a number of 
candidates who all inspired disunity and conflict throughout 
the United States.

Her campaign encompassed exactly 
what feminism stands for: the 
equality of men and women, the 
idea that being a female doesn’t 
make you any less capable.

Casey Collins

Mia McLeod addresses 
voters in District 22 in the 
Senate Candidate Forum.


