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An acquaintance recently said, with apparent relish, that he knows three women who want to 
eviscerate me for voting for Jill Stein in 2016. Because judges. Hmm. Sometimes it seems attempted 
bullying has entirely replaced debate in America. Bullies can’t wait to tell you how angry they are, 
trotting out threats at the drop of  a headline. Actual policy discussions are no fun. They’d rather talk 
evisceration. 

These drama kings and queens often shout from the platforms of  established political 
parties. Though a boomer, I identify with a rising wave of  younger populists — eloquently defined 
by Krystal Ball and Saagar Enjeti of  Rising — who are laser-focused, bless them, on policy. If  you 
thrill to the middle-school hissy fits fueled by social media and cable TV, you’re probably not 
interested in an analysis of  why the shaming and scolding spawned by identity conceits might be 
counterproductive. But if  you believe, as I do, that we can take a step forward as a society by really 
listening to one another, then please read on. 

Here’s my take on “Court packing is your fault, because you voted for Jill Stein.” 

It scapegoats the powerless. Vote shaming is the well-orchestrated friendly fire that keeps 
corruption humming along at the highest levels of  government and industry. Our country couldn’t be 
going down in flames because established parties routinely freeze out any candidate focused on the 
needs of  working people. Oh, no — the country is going down in flames because your neighbor 
who is working three jobs refused to be bullied into voting for a Wall Street shill. It’s so much easier 
to hate your rank-and-file neighbor than to hunt bigger game: the power brokers who perpetuate the 
unprecedented stratification of  class in our society. We’ll be stuck in this Punch-and-Judy Show for 
fucking ever if  we don’t look up and start whacking the puppeteers. 

It perpetuates judicial myopia. Several exceptional journalists have pointed out that 
legislators are now far more inclined to kick issues to the courts than to actually legislate. They’re 
happy to accomplish less and less in order to avoid being held accountable by voters for any 
conceivable mistake. It’s a strange bit of  theater: legislators claiming their hands are tied by the 
courts, when the courts wouldn’t be involved if  legislators were actually doing their jobs. As Krystal 
Ball pointed out, the Affordable Care Act, for example, need not be at the mercy of  the courts, as 
we’re led to believe it will be. Congress can  simply amend the bill, revising a single line to ensure its 
constitutionality. Legislators will not do this. They will leave the bill vulnerable to being struck down 
because it drives voters to the polls. 

The topper is that court decisions are often meant to be advisory, rather than absolute. The 
courts aren’t all-powerful, we’re just allowing them to seem so. If  we continue to enable the judiciary 
to dictate to other branches of  government on everything, the future looks bleak: deeply regressive 
governance wholly dependent on sweeping decrees from black-robed ideologues. I am in no way in 
favor of  the Supreme Court being tilted heavily to the right. But if  it comes to pass, legislators and 
executives might be forced to do their jobs. 
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It rates calculation over character. Of  all the presidential candidates in 2016, who would 
have been best qualified to handle Covid 19? Two of  the candidates were and are physicians: Rand 
Paul and Jill Stein. Paul is an ophthalmologist who was admitted to his father’s medical school 
without an undergraduate degree. After carelessly contracting the virus, he refused to wear a mask 
upon recovery, in defiance of  guidelines from the CDC and the WHO. 

Jill Stein graduated magna cum laude from Harvard College. After graduating from Harvard 
Medical School, she practiced internal medicine for 25 years and taught at her alma mater. She 
specializes in the connection between human health and the environment. By spring, 2020, Dr. Stein 
was calling for increased Covid 19 testing, contact tracing, and quarantines. She also urged legislators 
to adopt an emergency Medicare for All, to cover rental and mortgage payments where necessary, 
and to expand rights and protections for workers. She advocates diverting money from the military 
to healthcare, housing, jobs, and education. Years ago, she left the Democratic Party for the Greens 
after the former “killed campaign finance reform in my state.” 

Of  course, in 2016, we had no idea the virus was coming. But we might have acted on 
mountains of  evidence that compassion can preserve our union. My threateners want to make the 
point that Stein was in no way “electable.” But it’s high-handed to treat a brilliant humanitarian, who 
has worked her considerable brains out in the service of  her country, as a pawn or pretender. A 
vindictive Clinton even called her a “Russian asset.” Is it not time, amid accelerating political chaos, 
to drop the character assassination and take sincere people seriously? We have to start somewhere. 
One of  the great lessons of  the last 40 years is that we’ll have horrible candidates as long as we vote 
for horrible candidates. The only way to ensure your politician has a conscience is to supply one. So, 
in 2016, “vote your conscience” became my mantra.  

It’s cynical cover for a weak candidate. Despite Trump’s idiocy, and despite a well-funded 
flood of  revisionist propaganda in recent months, it’s hard to make the case that Hillary Clinton 
would have been a better president than Donald Trump. On the cusp of  the election in 2016, she 
was openly advocating the escalation of  wars in Syria and Iraq while singing the praises of  Henry 
Kissinger. (If  you don’t think Kissinger is a war criminal, google “Kissinger Cambodia” or 
“Kissinger 1968 Vietnam.”) Sure, Trump is packing the courts, but would all-out war have been 
preferable to the installation of  judges whose opinions might be worked around or even ignored? 
Clinton was weak in many areas, but her foreign policy blunders over several decades were 
particularly concerning. 

Vote shaming is arrogant, regressive, and corrosive to democracy. It feeds on and propagates 
cynicism. It pulls us apart. If  Hillary supporters had wanted the support of  progressives, they 
should have pushed her to support progressive policies. Period. She was supposed to be liberal in 
her views, after all. Hillary Clinton’s arrogance in snubbing the liberal base was comparable to 
Trump’s arrogance in snubbing Covid 19 science. Weak politicians invariably blame voters (or decent 
candidates like Dr. Stein and Bernie Sanders) rather than looking at themselves. Let’s demand more 
than that. If  you insist that I vote for your candidate, then she or he had better be exemplary. No 
excuses. 
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