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FAREWELL

 Originally built on the cornerstone 

of discourse, the University has lost its footing. 

Disagreement, not consensus, amongst University’s 

constituents drives erudition. We decided to build 

a fresh foundation when bureaucracy and political 

correctness could not. The Bruin Review was not 

desired, but necessary.

 The Bruin Review is not just a competing 

organization, or even a publication. It is a rebellion 

of students targeting the seduction of stasis. Society 

pushes against innovation when it has lost sight of 

definite optimism. The Bruin Review insists past 

growth was not mere low-hanging fruit, and that the 

potential for advancement is ubiquitous.

 The idea of the Bruin Review is not 

novel. There are plenty of ideas ready to sow. The 

difference is execution. Everyone has good ideas – 

few do anything about them. It has been one of the 

greatest pleasures and challenges of my life building 

the Bruin Review. I’ve learned more lessons than 

any class could provide. Experience is 100 times the 

teacher any lecturer might deign to be. To the right 

are a few of those lessons I have found.

 The Bruin Review is not destined to be 

the singular source of confrontation. More than 

its own existence, it craves a distributed culture of 

innovation. Although only the first step towards 

a lofty goal, the Bruin Review evokes a revolution 

against stagnation, against acquiescence, and against 

tacit silence. I implore more students to do big 

things. Challenge the status quo. Risk failure at the 

largest scale. Do big things. Challenge. Disrupt.

5

4

3

2

1Fear Is Good: Feeling fear means you’re 

going against the norm. The norm is 

sheepish, obese, stupid, and lazy. Go against 

the norm.

Do Big Things: That’s what life is for, and 

if you don’t do them you’ll wake up at 40 

wondering what the fuck you’ve done with 

your life. Do them with other people – it’s 

worth more.

Bad Times Are Good Times: Those who do 

big things usually didn’t get there by riding 

up. They got there by seeing an up when 

everyone saw a down.

Be Hungry: Keep others in mind but get 

what you want – don’t let anyone stand in 

your way. Knowing and pursuing what you 

want doesn’t make you a jerk, it makes you 

honest.

You’re No Different: It isn’t how smart you 

are, your resources, or your oppression. 

The difference between those who do and 

those who don’t is a decision.

JOSEPH RAINEY
founder & former editor-in-chief
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ALL RELIGIONS ARE RIGHT AND ALL 
RELIGIONS ARE ONE

There are three things that are never 

supposed to be discussed in polite 

company: Politics, money, and 

religion. Partially, this is because 

people are afraid to argue, but mainly because 

they don’t want to have their beliefs challenged 

and proven wrong. Because people love to be 

right, and even more, they hate to be wrong. But 

what if right and wrong weren’t in opposition? 

What if, instead, there was just difference, and 

acceptance of that difference as a natural part of 

life? With religion, for example, why must Judaism 

exclude the beliefs of Islam, or Buddhism prevail 

over Christianity? Why can’t all religions offer 

different perspectives on the same thing?

 Tae, Hinduism, which is mainly practiced 

in India and parts of Asia, includes ethical values 

called “dharma,” that work as a moral guide 

for followers. This same principle of “rules” or 

guidelines of virtues is also present in Christianity 

in the Ten Commandments, which list both the 

most egregious sins one can commit as well as 

specific rules. “Thou shalt not kill” works alongside 

“respect thy mother and father” to establish a 

code of conduct for believers.

  It becomes evident that the material 

included in such rules also aligns, proving that 

faith in one religion does not necessarily exclude 

the beliefs of another. Just like Christianity and 

Hinduism both emphasize the importance of 

treating fellow humans with kindness and respect.

  Hinduism sets forth the precedent, 

“this is the sum of duty: do not do to others what 

would cause pain if done to you.” In essence, this is 

the same message as the Christian statement, “do 

to others as you would have them do to you.” This 

shared goal could overcome semantic differences 

present in the practice of the religions or where 

they originated. Philosophically, the statements 

aim to instill kindness and morality in order to live 

as a higher entity has directed.

  The similarities extend well past just 

Hinduism and Christianity. Islam, too, agrees that 

“not one of you truly believes until you wish for 

others what you wish for yourself.” Confucianism: 

One word which sums up the basis of all good 

conduct… loving-kindness. Do not do to others 

what you do not want done to yourself. Judaism: 

“what is hateful to you do not do unto your 

neighbor.” The list goes on.

  The concept that religions need not be 

mutually exclusive is integrated into the fabric of 

the Baha’i faith, a minority, monotheistic religion 

that originated in Iran. They believe that the 

similarities of religions outweigh their differences 

and, as a result, are not mutually exclusive. By 

obeying the rules of Islam, one may also be 

partaking in the values of Confucianism, blurring 

the distinction between the two.

  Viana Kalili of the UCLA Baha’i club 

explained that because of this, the faith accepts 

other religions as part of “one world religion, 

and religions are kind of like chapters of a single 

book.” This is part of what the Baha’i faith calls 

“progressive revelation,” which is the idea that 

the prophets of different religions are sent by the 
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same God to reveal different things to humanity 

at different times.

  Though the Baha’i faith is persecuted in 

its origin country of Iran, Kalili says that this is not 

because of its inclusive views but, rather, a result 

of being a minority religion in a theocratic society.

  In response to the question of how 

others have reacted to the stance of the Baha’i 

faith, Kalili said, “It’s gone well…one guy was 

Jewish… and is a Baha’i now, and I asked him, ‘what 

made you want to be Baha’i,’ and he said ‘when 

I found out I could still be Jewish.’” In this case, 

changing religions was less of a conversion than 

a broadening of ideology. Because the Baha’i faith 

sees validity in all religions, he did not have to give 

up his original beliefs in order to consider himself 

a part of a new religion.

  Contentions between religions and 

religious persecution have been historically severe, 

from the Crusades to the Holocaust, and even 

the modern conflicts in the Middle East. In these 

situations, being right has taken precedence over 

the teachings of the religions being “defended.” 

Kindness and respect take a backseat to the quest 

for dominance and power, undermining the very 

religion perceived as in need of defense in the first 

place.

  Ultimately, ideologies are at odds far less 

frequently than individuals are. It can be truest to 

one’s religion to accept other religions as equally 

valid if they advocate for the same values, which 

many do. To achieve this requires confronting the 

question of what is more important: prioritizing a 

belief system or just the values behind it. Is it more 

important to be a Christian in name, or to simply 

share Christian values through one’s lifestyle? 

I believe the latter would be far more beneficial 

to society since the label of a specific religion is 

less impactful than the action undertaken in its 

name. At the end of the day, what you call yourself 

matters less than how you act. By analyzing the 

similarities found between so many religions, it 

becomes obvious that the call to action is the 

same. So why not obey the command to be kind 

to one another by accepting other beliefs as 

equally valid as long as they cause no harm?

BY ALLISON MALONE
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WE NEED MORE INTERACTIVE ART

We need more interactive art.

 Something therapeutic and 

uncomfortable. A milieu where we can explore our 

own thoughts as well as the point of view of others. 

UCLA is surprisingly devoid of agitative art despite 

the prevalence of other art forms on campus, 

including the asymmetrical yet artful construction 

of Royce and the tranquil sculpture garden. 

 A truly provocative piece takes the 

person hearing/watching/seeing it and makes 

them do a double-take. On Bruinwalk, we, the 

Bruin Review, tried to make art into an interactive 

thought experiment. Inspired by interactive 

street artist Candy Chang’s Before I Die... boards 

and Confessions art installations, I led a team in 

constructing and exhibiting a board that displayed 

the prompt “I Believe…” and asked students to share 

their beliefs with the community. The mission of 

this project was to inspire a conversation among 

UCLA students. Maybe there were points of view 

that resonated with them, and maybe they saw 

something they vehemently opposed. Either way, 

passersby could ruminate on these responses and 

add their own beliefs to the mix. Responses ranged 

from silly to heartfelt to political — a testament to 

the ambiguity of the prompt. This was intentional. 

We wanted to allow participants to express 

themselves not only on issues of grave importance 

to the modern world but also on trivial matters, 

as was scrawled on the wildly controversial note, 

“pineapple belongs on pizza.” 

 Other responses included the following 

beliefs: Free college is economically impossible; 

God; Palestine should be free; Israel is real; Karma; 

Econ is not South Campus; We see race even if 

we say we don’t; Organized religion is the root of 

all evil; Things will get better; I’m gonna be late to 

physics lol; In myself.

 Think about the last time you were 

truly struck by art. It’s amazing how a single 

piece, sometimes as simple as a single figure, can 

create such an intense experience for a person. 

Michaelangelo’s The Creation of Adam did it, as did 

Banksy’s Girl With a Balloon, and so do thousands 

of other works around the world. Another of Candy 

Chang’s projects, entitled Sidewalk Psychiatry, is 

comprised simply of questions stenciled on the 

sidewalks of New York City. “Do you think that went 

well?” and “Does she know how you feel?” are two 

examples of the provocative public art installations. 

Though simple, this type of art begs anyone and 

everyone walking by to reflect on their lives. 

 The I Believe… board was a success 

at UCLA, but why stop there? There is so much 

happening in students’ busy days that they often 

don’t have time to sit and think. Art can provide a 

context for reflection. The boards that we created 

were a deliberate experiment in self-exploration. 

Introspection is a powerful tool; by searching inside 

ourselves, we can become more aware of our 

outlook upon the world, which can influence our 

future decisions. We can see the biases we hold 

and the life events that led us to our gut reactions 

to the piece. After seeing the path to one’s own 

point of view, the perspectives of others become 

more comprehensible. This is a reason for placing 
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emotionally nuanced view of certain 

issues and topics. This does not 

necessarily mean that we should be 

forcing paper maché and Crayola 

markers into the fists of college 

students, but that we should offer 

ways for students to engage with 

deep thought through art. Perhaps 

this means a chance to create a 

sketch instead of answering a short 

answer question or the creation of 

poetry as a response to a text. These 

outlets for creativity are seldom 

found at UCLA, a university where 

one must be enrolled as an art major 

or minor to take an intro class on 

drawing or painting. 

 In order to embrace 

a more holistic and reflective 

education at UCLA, we need to 

incorporate art into multiple aspects 

of students’ edification, both inside 

the classroom and sprinkled around 

campus. For the moment, the best 

we can do is to appreciate the art 

that we do have. Next time you see 

or hear something beautiful, stop 

and think about it, busy schedule or 

not. 

the I Believe… board on Bruinwalk. 

The board was not a place to exalt 

the loudest voices, but one to make 

people think deeply about their inner 

feelings and views while becoming 

cognizant of the ideas of others.  

 We need to install and 

disseminate more art on campus to 

create a more free-thinking and self-

aware student body. Imagine Banksy’s 

critiques on British culture catered 

to the campus life of UCLA. You can 

find thought-provoking stimuli now, 

with activists and religious groups 

crowding Bruinwalk, but something 

is missing. It is not contemplative 

and beautiful like a poem or the 

Mona Lisa but is rather a hubbub to 

be shouldered past while smushing 

AirPods into ears. 

 Much like the Bruinwalk 

hawkers, public art on campus may 

go unnoticed. Allowing, or even 

forcing, students to analyze an issue 

from an artistic perspective can 

be tremendously helpful for their 

thought processes. By giving them 

another angle that is neither textual 

nor data-based, students would be 

able to gain a more complete and 

BY BAILEY MEYERS
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ARE WE RAISING A 
GENERATION OF ADDICTS?

Imagine every boy, at the age of ten, went to bed 

with a glass of whiskey instead of a glass of water 

or milk. All boys would grow into alcoholics, 

and society would consider this dilemma an 

acceptable and normal occurrence. Thankfully, this 

image is not a reality, and alcoholism is treated as a 

very serious addiction. However, the same cannot be 

said for a different type of addiction: porn. 

 Unfortunately, our attitude towards porn 

addiction does not match the severity of its impact. 

When I refer to porn, I am specifically focusing on 

high-speed Internet pornography, which has grown 

substantially within the last 10-20 years and has 

marked differences with pornography that existed 

before the internet boom. For the most part, I will 

be discussing pornography and its effects on males, 

but porn can be equally addictive or compulsive for 

females and should be no less of a concern. With 

that said, I should mention the American Psychiatric 

Association (APA) does not officially recognize porn 

addiction as a diagnosis, as there remains a debate 

in the scientific community on whether porn is an 

addiction or a compulsion. Yet, despite scientific 

debate and public opinion, the data paints a picture 

that is increasingly troubling. 

 

ART BY MORGAN LIM
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For starters, most boys begin to discover porn by the 

age of ten, according to a study by the University of 

Montreal. Another study in 2017 by the APA found 

the average age a boy begins consuming porn is 

thirteen. This is hardly shocking given the widespread 

availability and easy accessibility of porn on the 

internet. Furthermore, 76.6 percent of porn viewed 

on Pornhub’s website occurs using a phone, and 

the average age a child receives their first phone is 

10.3 years old, according to Influence Central’s digital 

trends.

 The massive fixation of high-speed 

internet porn across the globe is no secret. Every year 

since 2013, Pornhub hubristically releases a detailed 

data analysis of their internet traffic. The report 

includes information like total visits to the site, top 

categories, and age and gender demographics, among 

other things. Over the past five years alone, viewers 

watched about 29,010 centuries worth of content 

on their website, or almost three million years of 

porn since 2015. In 2019 alone, the site was visited 42 

billion times, and there were 1.36 million hours of new 

content uploaded. As far as the world is concerned, 

high-definition internet porn is here to stay. 

 However, none of this data explains 

internet porn’s massive and growing popularity. To 

answer this question, we need to look at biology 

and internet addiction more broadly. Our brains 

evolved dopamine as a mechanism to motivate us 

to do anything that would help us survive, especially 

sexual reproduction. We receive a hit of dopamine in 

anticipation of a reward rather than when we receive 

the reward. Since procreation is a top priority for 

most species, the dopamine dosage for sexual actions 

is quite high. This dopamine chemical is not inherently 

bad though, but necessary; flooding neuroreceptors 

with dopamine incentivizes individuals to perform 

an action, like eat, work out, or reproduce. However, 

things in our world like drugs, gambling, and more 

recently, the internet exploit this neural process. This 

exploitation is the center of addiction.

 Erotic content on the internet has the 

highest potential to increase compulsive internet use, 

according to the Addiction Research Institute in the 

Netherlands. One reason for this addictiveness results 

from combining one of our most basic biological 

urges with a constant flow of material that exploits 

that urge. As our bodies have evolved to receive 

dopamine in anticipation of sexual activity, these levels 

can lower as a result of repetitive sexual satiety with 

the same partner, a process called habituation. This 

is where the Coolidge effect comes in. The Coolidge 

Effect is the re-motivation of sexual behavior when a 

new partner presents itself for mating. This process 

was useful in a time when procreating was one of the 

most important goals for our species, and the amount 

of suitable mates was far less than today. Australian 

researchers from Deakin University conducted a study 

testing this effect. They showed men an erotic film 

segment multiple times, and after repeated viewings, 

sexual arousal decreased. On the 19th viewing of this 

segment, they changed the video to a new segment. 

Sexual arousal surged to the initial levels of the first 

viewing. How does this translate to porn? Porn offers 

a limitless amount of novel experiences at the click 

of a button. There is no shortage of content on the 

internet, and because of such a massive amount 

of material, our interest is constantly stimulated by 

something new. While many people still choose to 

pursue faithful, long-term relationships, this effect lives 

loudly within us, and porn is exploiting it to the highest 

degree.
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sexual aggression, according to a study from the 

Journal of Communication. In addition, a clinical report 

out of the Naval Medical Center in San Diego found 

an alarming spike of dysfunction in men under forty, 

suggesting porn can cause severe sexual dysfunction. 

Furthermore, some men and women have experienced 

lower libido levels, as they have become more reactive 

to pornographic images and less reactive to sexual 

interactions with a real person. As a result, frequent 

consumption of porn correlates with an increased 

dissatisfaction in authentic sexual activities, according to 

a 2018 article in the Journal of Sex and Marital Therapy.

 Porn’s harmful effects are not limited to 

sexual activity. For starters, studies, like one published 

in the Journal of Early Adolescence, suggest day to 

day tasks and events can become less interesting. Porn 

consumption can also be a factor in decreasing academic 

performances. Finally, and perhaps most troubling, 

another article published in the Journal of Sex and 

Marital Therapy shows loneliness and porn are strongly 

associated, with each one exacerbating the other.

 The effects of porn on our brain and on 

our lives are well documented and endless. Whether 

or not we can conclusively label it an “addiction,” 

the science is clear. Repeated porn consumption 

negatively impacts our brains and bodies, causing 

loneliness, sexual dissatisfaction, erectile dysfunction 

and even aggression. While porn is not going 

anywhere, we ought to seriously reevaluate the role 

it plays in our lives. The conversation around sex and 

our bodies should occur, but our current negligence 

toward the way to facilitate this conversation will 

produce damaging consequences. When wondering 

if we are raising a generation of addicts, I worry about 

the possibility. You should be worried too.

BY KEATON LARSON

 Watching porn is not necessarily harmful 

in itself though, and every person that consumes 

porn is not an addict, so why is this addictiveness 

particularly dangerous? Many recent neurobiological 

studies have shown the effects of cumplusive sexual 

behaviors and pornogprahy use; watching porn has 

shown to cause changes in the brain similar to other 

behavioral addictions like gambling and substance 

addictions like drugs or alcohol, according to one 

study published in the journal, Current Behavioral 

Neuroscience Reports. Sensitization, desensitization, 

and hypofrontality are all changes in porn users’ brains 

that are seen in addicts with addictions acknowledged 

by the APA. Porn users begin to associate specific 

memories or signals with porn, leading us to crave 

porn more but like it less. In turn, this causes a greater 

reduction in impulse control in our prefrontal cortex, 

the part of the brain that relates to reasoning. Teens 

are especially susceptible to this because their brains 

are at peak neuroplasticity. The consequences of this 

repeated exposure are frightening. 

 Although some sexual education through 

porn may be likely and healthy says one study from The 

Journal of Sex Research, men grow up with a skewed 

perception of sex and possess fantasies that are not 

healthy. Young exposure to porn by boys shows a 

greater need for power over women, according to 

the APA’s study from 2017, and as men consume 

more porn, they graduate to more hardcore content, 

says Meghan Donevan and Magdalena Mattebo in 

their article published in Sexual and Reproductive 

Healthcare. As hardcore porn consumption becomes 

routine, users gradually become desensitized to its 

graphic content. As a result, for both men and women, 

repeated hardcore porn consumption is linked with 
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THE HAMSTER WHEEL OF SUCCESS

Nosedive,” a popular Black 

Mirror episode, contains a 

riveting quote from its main 

character Laci as she describes 

her conformity to the system of her dystopian 

society: “I’m still fighting for [a fulfilled life]…

Enough to be content…until I get there I have to 

play the numbers game. We all do, that’s what 

we’re in. That’s how the f*cking world works.” In 

her society, “playing the numbers game” means 

everyone rates their social interactions on a scale 

of one to five, and the society then compiles 

these ratings into an overall score. This rating 

defines a person’s mobility through society and 

has an immense impact on the outlook of Laci’s 

future. As university students, we play our own 

sort of numbers game. While we don’t receive 

strict ratings for every social interaction, our lives 

are strikingly similar to Laci’s dystopian world. 

Anyone who has ever placed value in their GPA or 

their credit score can attest to this. While these 

standards may not always be a number, ideals 

of success can lie in anything from a degree to 

a certain job position. These things matter to us, 

undoubtedly, and perhaps they matter too much 

to us as students at UCLA. 

 As high-achieving students, many of 

us have the mentality that we will not be content 

until we reach a certain level of performance. We 

trick ourselves into believing that we just have 

to “play the game” until we arrive, whether that 

arrival is a certain job or graduate school. It feels 

as if we just need to do everything we can to 

maintain that GPA, and then we can finally rest. All 

the hours spent kissing up to a T.A. or perfecting 

a paper to get a good grade are essential to us 

as Bruins. These things seem necessary, as if we 

have no other option if we want to have a good 

life. However, the numbers system will never go 

away, and we will always be caught up in some 

ART BY NEEKU SALEHI
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of our time ignoring it and instead pouring time 

and energy into reaching unrealistic standards. It 

is important to step back and identify the ways 

in which we put too much stock in an abstract 

number like our GPA. If we would “literally do 

anything” to get a good grade that maintains our 

GPA, maybe this is a sign that we are enslaving 

ourselves to the system. 

 While working hard is certainly 

important in life, it should not be everything. Most 

likely, we won’t look back on our lives and wish we 

had spent more time writing papers or studying 

for exams. However, we will probably regret not 

making time for ourselves to pursue things we’re 

passionate about. If we have a passion outside of 

academia, such as art or writing or being outdoors, 

we shouldn’t sacrifice those things on the altar of 

success. It is important to make time for things that 

don’t contribute directly to our success because we 

will always be climbing some sort of ladder towards 

prosperity. This striving towards success won’t 

end for many years, or possibly ever, so putting 

too much stock in it can lead to discontentment 

when we find we still haven’t arrived at whatever 

we deem as “the good life.” Seeking passion over 

success, especially success that comes from 

years enslaved to the system, is crucial to actually 

reaching contentment. Since we will always be 

striving toward success and climbing higher, we will 

only attain true fulfillment by pouring into what we 

care about, instead of what we feel we need to do 

in order to succeed. Instead of running toward a life 

of contentment that will never come as long as we 

are slaves to the promise of success, we must rest 

in what we value. 

sort of system. If it’s our GPA now, it will be our 

credit score later, or climbing the ladder in the 

job we have. We may think we are working hard 

and sacrificing now to run towards contentment, 

when in reality we are just running towards 

another system in which we will never actually 

reach satisfaction. In short, we ruin our present 

lives by telling ourselves that the system will end. 

There is a pressing need to break free from this 

system that holds such a tight grip on us. When 

our focus lies on reaching standards that others 

have set in place, it can be easy to let go of 

moments spent with family and friends. We might 

prioritize our academics so much that we let go 

of interpersonal relationships that contribute 

immensely to our personal health. For most 

people, having close interpersonal relationships is 

essential to their mental well-being. Life inevitably 

gets difficult, so it is crucial to have people in our 

lives that we can lean on through those times. If 

we spend so much time trying to keep up with 

the system, we may just run ourselves into mental 

breakdown. Therefore, it is essential to prioritize 

time spent with people we love because they are 

a support system for us when things become 

difficult. The system, on the other hand, will only 

demand more from us.

 An essential way to fight this pressing 

urge to perform is to examine our core beliefs 

and values, which can lead us to prioritize what is 

meaningful in our lives. Oftentimes, these values 

we hold are essential to who we are, but they 

are completely outside our pursuit of success. 

For example, we may base our life on a certain 

worldview, religion, or passion, yet we spend most 

BY ALEXIA PELLETIER
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ON REBELS

The Palestinian-American cultural 

critic Edward Said defined an 

intellectual as “someone whose 

place it is publicly to raise 

embarrassing questions, to confront orthodoxy 

and dogma (rather than reproduce them).” In 

modern academia, there is a dearth of intellectuals 

of this type. The rebel who boldly stands alone, the 

rogue who speaks truth to power, the polymath 

who spurns provincialism — these archetypes 

have faded from our consciousness, and their 

roles have been mostly vacated. The last century 

gave us such iconic intellectuals as Feynman, 

Einstein, Dirac, Schrödinger, to name those just 

coming from physics. Each of them transgressed 

boundaries, had radical ideas, and thought deeply 

about not only physics but biology, philosophy, 

politics, etc. One is hard-pressed to find 

comparable figures who can be called genuinely 

21st-century intellectuals.

 Those few revolutionary thinkers, 

whether public intellectuals or not, are essential 

for the progression of knowledge. They 

are often described as highly disagreeable, 

stubborn, eccentric, 

or arrogant. The 

famous mathematician, 

Alexander Grothendieck, 

fits many of those 

descriptions. He compares a mathematician 

to one who is heir to a beautiful, fully-equipped 

house, with marvelous cookware and tools in all 

corners. Most would never question how and 

why the tools were designed or the rooms laid 

out in the way they are. The analogy naturally 

applies to all fields of academia. The house 

is the “paradigm” of the field in the sense of 

Thomas Kuhn, which defines valid problems and 

solutions, standard operating procedures, and 

the conceptual framework by way of consensus 

in the field. As Grothendieck puts it, “He ignores 

the silent and flawless consensus that is part of 

the air we breathe — the consensus of all the 

people who are, or are reputed to be, reasonable.” 

Of course, “normal science,” as Kuhn calls it, is a 

necessary paradigm and allows for brilliant and 

efficient research on well-defined problems, but 

the analogy makes clear the importance of those 

innovators: without them, we will eventually 

languish in an outdated house, with ineffectual 

tools.

 There is always a natural resistance 

to rocking the boat, but the current academic 

climate strangulates this small but crucial 

reservoir of rebellious thought to a degree that 

should concern any student or academic. To 

identify a possible reason for this strangulation, 

we analyze the incentive structures. In the case 

of academia, one salient feature is the oversupply 

of doctoral research degrees for a vanishingly 

small number of academic positions. For an 

“There is always a natural 
resistance to rocking the boat.”
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get academic jobs. More recent sources estimate 

this figure to be as low as five percent. One may 

object that more graduates are simply drawn by 

alluring industry jobs, but consider the fact that in 

1969, roughly 70 percent of university faculty were 

tenured or tenure-track, whereas according to a 

2016 study by the Teachers Insurance and Annuity 

Association of America, that figure was 40 percent 

in 1993 and dropped to 30 percent in 2013. The 

same study also reveals that between those 

years the number of part-time faculty more than 

doubled. This creates a permanent underclass of 

postdocs, adjunct professors, lecturers, and other 

euphemistic titles indicating grueling hours, low 

pay, and lack of job security. Most of whom are 

discontent with the drab reality of their situation.

institution such as the university, there exists 

a minimum amount of growth necessary for 

it to remain honest; Economist Eric Weinstein 

terms this the “embedded growth obligation.” 

Round-eyed students dream of being professors 

with doctoral students, all of which will become 

professors themselves and have themselves 

doctoral students, ad infinitum (a more caustic 

critic than I would call this a “pyramid scheme”). 

The university cannot support this growth, nor 

can it maintain an honest narrative, so it cruelly 

deceives those hopeful students.

 The data bears out the claim. A 2011 

survey by the National Science Foundation shows 

that 30 percent of humanities Ph.D’s and a measly 

nine percent of physical and life science Ph.D’s 

ART BY NEL ALPYSBAYEVA
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noted the differences in the Russian, English, and 

American models of education. The American 

strategy, Snow says, is to educate loosely and 

broadly in high-school and college while having 

stringent Ph.D. programs. Such a model results in 

a lower level of professional training for college 

graduates, but “a higher proportion of the best 

of them, having been run on a looser rein, retain 

their creative zest.” It is that creative zest which 

propels American intellectual contribution, and 

which we disregard to our detriment. We depend 

on the creativity and courage of the intellectual 

rebel to make wild leaps and bounds that may fail 

but, more importantly, may succeed. 

BY MEIJKE BALAY

 It is no wonder then, that academia 

does not tolerate those who would criticize it 

from within. It selects those who will subscribe to 

their narrative and sing the praises of their system. 

Like an auto-immune reaction, an unhealthy 

system attacks its own vital organs. Namely, 

those with highly unorthodox ideas and those 

that can look beyond the walls of their narrow 

domain pose the greatest threat since they are 

the most likely to perceive the ailments of the 

whole enterprise. This, combined with the dismal 

academic job prospects, is enough to deter the 

type of intellectual of which I speak.

 In his 1959 Rede lecture, C.P. Snow 

THE ACADEMIA OCEANTHE ACADEMIA OCEAN
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 The free water bottles and t-shirts 

companies hand out almost seem like admissions 

of guilt for wasting everyone’s time. Yours, for 

pitching and researching a company you had no 

true interest in joining, and theirs, for having to act 

like they’re about to hire thirty hopeful, deserving 

candidates on the spot. Additionally, companies 

lose out on a lot of talent and revenue. According 

to Glassdoor, campus career fairs account for 

nearly 75% of a recruiter’s budget, and that’s 

without tacking on the price of hotel and flight 

bookings. Weigh that against the crowd a college 

fair attracts — generally desperate upperclassmen 

or underqualified underclassmen — and it seems 

ridiculous that companies still show up to these. 

With the high costs that these run, at times 

smaller companies with raw potential cannot even 

afford to send reps to fairs, limiting hiring options 

for students that do have a small shot.

 This is not to say that all career fairs are 

a waste of time. Fairs that focus on what they want 

(for example, a fair for only electrical engineers) 

or add a qualifier in some way (charging $30 for 

entry or enforcing a GPA cutoff) do still continue 

to work on both ends, reducing wait times and 

competition for the students while sifting the 

top performers for the companies themselves. In 

these cases, where in-person hires are expected, 

the system really does work. 

 Sadly, college career fairs lack the 

exclusiveness and level of specificity required for 

smooth operating. In the face of this problem, 

the student body has turned to the de facto 

solution: cold emailing. Through conversations 

with tens, maybe even twenties of upperclassmen, 

I’ve gotten the same advice: find a company you 

 PICTURE the following: it’s week five of 

fall quarter and, more importantly, your first year 

as a mechanical engineer at UCLA. You monitor 

Handshake daily, searching for that elusive first-

year internship. Donning your best (and only) 

navy blue suit, you make the long walk down Bruin 

Walk, carrying a dozen copies of your resume in 

your portfolio. Pockets weighed down with hopes 

and business cards, you enter Pauley. 

 Days of research, practiced pitches, 

and advice panels are on your side. Making your 

way to the grand concourse, you lock eyes with 

the Amazon representative. This is your chance, 

an internship awaits. In reality, however, the only 

waiting that day is getting stuck in line behind 30 

other versions of you. Welcome to the College 

Career Fair, where the only thing emptier than the 

list of potential benefits is your resume. 

 This semi-anecdotal experience is 

common for many students: long days of waiting 

in lines end in instruction to “apply on the website.” 

Ultimately, there’s much that both employers and 

potential employees lose in the antiquated process of 

a college career fair. 

 From a student’s perspective, these are 

a waste of time. Going to a job fair held on campus 

and waiting in line for the same companies as half the 

school offers the same chance of creating meaningful 

connections as pressing submit on a Handshake 

internship posting. Sure, there might be the sliver of 

a chance that you end up benefiting from the limited 

personal interaction, but when most of your resume 

looks similar to a majority of your peers, there’s little 

chance for differentiation. On top of that, now you 

wasted an entire day waiting in line, with nothing to 

show for it but some “cool tech swag.”
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want to work for, email them personally, and try 

to set up a call. Rinse and repeat. This ensures 

that we only reach out to companies we have a 

genuine interest in working under and optimizes 

our time. While it may seem shadier than pressing 

“apply” on LinkedIn or talking to a hiring manager 

at a fair, it’s a proven way to actually demonstrate 

the research you did on a company. Furthermore, 

instead of competing against 500 other people on 

Handshake, your competition drops to a handful 

of like-minded individuals. Ultimately, this method 

has seemed to be successful for many students 

across several fields.

 But for employers and universities, 

there’s an even bigger chance for change: ditch the 

campus-wide career fair. Instead, work to provide 

company information sessions and workshops on 

campus. These ensure that only people invested 

in a role at the organization come out, and with 

a smaller audience, scouting talent becomes 

easier as well. Another strategy would be for the 

University to host more student exhibitions for 

projects and research. Companies who send reps 

to such events would get to experience the talent 

of the student body firsthand. For once, they’d be 

able to pick talent from a glance instead of being 

obligated to entertain every freshman looking for 

free tote bags.

 But by far, the biggest issue with career 

fairs today is their lack of personal connection. It 

seems like an oxymoron, but one of the biggest 

complaints recruiters have is just that. Whether it’s 

due to dismissive reps or the many students who 

view each interaction 

as just another item on 

their list, the process 

has turned overly 

mechanical. When 

what’s supposed to be a 

conversation is treated 

as an online application, everyone misses out 

on the original intention of the fair: forming real 

connections.

 At the end of the day, any move towards 

eliminating or streamlining college career fairs is 

going to take time and effort. In the meantime, 

keep cold emailing — separate yourself from 

the Handshake crowd. And when the occasional 

company information session crops up, try to 

make yourself present. With some luck, you might 

never go to one of these again.

BY GAURAV KALE

“Sadly, college career fairs lack 
the exclusiveness and level of 
specificity required...”
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ASEXUALITY: 

BETWEEN THE 

COLORS OF THE 

RAINBOW

Our generation, especially the 

naive college freshman, bursting 

with pre-imposed images of what 

the ‘perfect college experience’ 

should look like, does not shy away from sex. In fact, 

sexual awareness is almost associated with our age 

group today, with teens either labeled as hormonal, 

pubescent and scandalous, or experimental, casual, 

and liberated individuals. Whether you paint 

the predominance of hook-up culture black or 

white, it exists, with the fundamental assumption 

being we are all sexual beings. Suddenly, the lack 

of sexual desire juxtaposed against this norm 

seems abnormal. Isn’t it? This might come as a 

surprise to a significant number of people, but this 

phenomenon has a label: asexuality. Unfortunately, 

for many, it resembles a disease, an issue, something 

that needs to be fixed. As Gregory House in the 

American television show House puts it, “the only 

people who don’t want [sex] are either sick, dead, 

or lying.” Clearly, something is wrong if an estimated 

1% of 7.7 billion people are dying or in severe denial. 

 Asexuals are often stereotyped as people 

with a medical condition hindering their ability to 

have sex, victims of sexual abuse, or just confused. 

Most identifying with the label will narrate at least 

one incident where a ‘supportive’ friend or family 

member will question hesitantly, “Are you sure? 

Maybe you just haven’t met the right person.” Why 

is it so hard to accept the fact that some people 

simply don’t have sexual desires? Freudians and 

fellow thinkers show disbelief regarding asexuality 

and a lot many more have twisted misconceptions 

about asexuals. No, it is not equivalent to celibacy. 

You don’t choose to abstain — you can’t, if you 

didn’t have the choice. Asexuality is a sexuality. It’s 

natural, inherent, and instinctive, not a decided 

rule you apply to yourself. It is also, like other 

sexualities, fluid. Some asexuals engage in sexual 

behavior sometimes, while others do not. Some 

need to form an emotional attachment with their 

partners before engaging in said behavior. It is not 

a community of heartless, unfeeling individuals who 

are unable to engage in romantic relationships. It is 

also not one full of sexually-repressed fanatics that 

need to ‘express themselves.’ It is a misunderstood 

and sometimes dehumanized community, whose 

existence is often denied by a lack of awareness 
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belief that it would make them heteronormative. 

This is not a one-off incident. It is a genuine fear the 

asexual community struggles with, as is revealed 

in Dominique Mosbergen’s “Battling Asexual 

Discrimination, Sexual Violence And ‘Corrective’ 

Rape” at the Huffington Post. Multiple victims 

have been forced to undergo the trauma of close 

friends and strangers 

online attempting to 

‘reform’ them by either 

performing or suggesting 

sexual assault—“to help 

them” by giving them “a 

good raping.” There is 

also a misconception that those identifying with 

the label cannot be sexually assaulted, leading to 

openly asexual victims of sexual assault not being 

taken seriously.

 All these instances of isolation and 

exclusion by society, especially by some members 

of the LGBTQ+, only further the point that this 

community needs acceptance. Isn’t it hypocritical 

for an oppressed group to reject others who may 

be going through similar things as they once did? 

Asexuals tend to fear such negative backlash, and 

often feel a lack of pride and community due to 

their exclusion. The LGBTQ+ is meant to be a 

safe space — a place where one feels accepted 

and included despite being socially marginalized. 

However, further boxing up people into labels 

and drawing lines between them does not create 

one. The acceptance and understanding of 

asexuality is merely a step towards creating such 

an environment for everyone and anyone, despite 

their labels or lack of them. 

that needs to be rectified. 

 However, social rejection doesn’t end 

here. Recent years have seen heavy anti-asexual 

backlash from the LGBTQ+ community, with a 

significant number claiming asexuality to be a 

non-discriminated community. Several LGBTQ+ 

activists such as Dan Savage have been known to 

mock asexual integration into Pride marches and 

even their inclusion under the LGBTQ+ umbrella, 

which is ironic considering homosexuals, bisexuals, 

non-binary individuals, etc. too once faced, and still 

do face, parallel social marginalization. A recurring 

argument made by anti-aces is that asexuals 

face little to no legal and social discrimination as 

other sexualities do, and so need not belong to 

an overarching community that is made for the 

purpose of overcoming such struggles. However, 

asexuals do face some legal repercussions as well 

as major social stigmatization. Some institutions 

require marriages to be consummated to be 

legitimized. Sex education in high schools tends 

to normalize the idea of humans as sexual beings, 

even treating it as fundamental, causing asexual 

teens to feel excluded and ‘broken.’ Current Russian 

driving laws ban asexual people from driving. 

Asexuals have also been known to be subjected to 

‘corrective rape,’ which entails raping an individual 

who identifies with a marginalized sexuality with the 

BY IPSITA SRINIVAS

“Asexuals are often stereotyped 
as [having] a medical condition 
hindering their ability to have sex.”
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