
March 10th, 2020 
 
To the Editor of The Atlantic: 
 
I am writing in response to Ellen O’Connell Whittet’s article “I Voted for Warren, My Husband 
Voted for Sanders, And I Feel Betrayed” (March 10th, 2020). 
 
Here is the substance of my response. Warren is not interchangeable with Sanders - and 
Warren’s brand of feminism is a luxury I can’t afford.  
 
The assumption that Senator Warren and Senator Sanders are interchangeable in progressive 
values if not in gender is a glaring false equivalency. This narrative says: given two identical 
progressives, why wouldn’t you strike for feminism by electing the female to office?  
 
These two politicians are not identical. No one else has Sanders’ policies. Whether you love or 
hate his policies, no one else has committed to single-payer healthcare, full stop. No one else is 
prepared to commit to free higher education, full stop. No one else is prepared to say, 
unambiguously: no tax breaks for the wealthy, who built wealth using public institutions, public 
channels and - in many cases - public dollars to fund research. 
 
Warren is not unambiguous about any of those issues. Warren is a moderate, in the sense that 
she is moderate in her commitment to addressing every single one of those issues.  
 
I can’t afford moderate. Moderate accepts funds from large donors. Moderate sells democracy 
to the highest bidder, because funders steer policy and policy gravitates towards funding. This is 
a simple political reality. Warren is intelligent enough to act in her interests on the basis of it. 
You may say Sanders is foolish or you may say he’s an idealist, but his campaign funding 
record is clean of large donors.  
 
On to the feminism issue. Warren’s expression of feminism is probably great, if you look, sound, 
and spend like her.  
 
I am income-poor and job-rich: I have two jobs, clock in over 40 hours a week, and make under 
$25,000 a year. From this position, I say that the idea of feminism as a distinct and singular 
cause is a luxury.  
 
It is a luxury dependent on the larger issue of economic opportunity. If you fall below the fold of 
the educated middle class, you realize you can’t afford the luxury of addressing only one issue. 
You look for the candidate who will address multiple issues. 
 
Equality in educational opportunity doesn’t matter if you end up crippled by student debt and 
dependent on an employer’s whims and tantrums for the next 20 years while you pay off said 
debt on stagnant wages.  



 
Equality in political office doesn’t matter if you can’t stand by principals of only accepting 
small-dollar donations…because everyone else is letting large donors buy political platforms.  
 
Equality in reproductive rights doesn’t matter if you can’t afford to go to the doctor.  
 
I thank Ms. Whittet for her article; it has forced me to clarify and articulate my priorities. In the 
future I genuinely wish that she and her husband may vote together for a female presidential 
candidate. If that candidate’s track record indicates they are genuinely committed to reforming 
the healthcare, wage, and education cartels, I will be delighted to join them in casting that vote. 
 
 
 
Sincerely,  
 
 
Marushka Rose Grogan 
 


