
V





Letter from the Editor 

Welcome to the fifth print edition of  the 
Review. Within these pages you will discover 

the most eclectic array of  opinions and observations 
printed by any publication. Our articles are pointedly 
contrarian, so we encourage you to approach them 
with a healthy balance of  open-mindedness and 
skepticism. As always, if  you disagree with any of  the 
ideas discussed herein (or just want to let us know what 
you think), we welcome you to write a response and 
submit it to management@bruinreview.com. 

In addition to this publication, the Bruin Review 
is a society that encourages civil debate. Our members 
meet regularly to discuss current events, theories, and 
ideas. Past topics include innovation, monopolies, 
quantum physics and free-will, big data, mental illness, 
the desnstitization of  sex, and many more. If  you are 
enticed by the opportunity to be challenged intellectually 
and confront your fundamental beliefs, follow us on 
social media and join our next open discussion. 

If  you’d like to get involved with the Bruin Review, 
send us an email. We hope you enjoy this print edition 
- happy reading!

Micha Balourdas 
Editor-in-Chief
micha@bruinreview.com 
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The Impact of Our Shortening 
Attention Spans

The noise quiets down and 
you bust out your colored 

pens. The professor begins to lecture 
and you rush to scribble down notes, 
capturing his every word. After five 
minutes have passed, you start to 
wonder what time it is, and what’s on 
B-Plate’s lunch menu. Maybe your 
attention wanders to the kid who 
showed up in Heelys. You reach for 
your phone. You reach for your phone.

Many students find it nearly 
impossible to listen to lectures without 
picking up their phones at some point 
or to concentrate on one thing for 
extended periods of  time. Contrast this 
to the appeal of  instant gratification 
from a Tik Tok punchline, which a slow 
burn like a book can’t deliver, and we 
start to identify a cycle of  distraction 
and diminishing concentration.

It is not a novel idea that our 
generation’s attention spans are 
shortening. As we move through 
different media platforms from 
television to YouTube, and now, to Tik 
Tok, there is seemingly no end in sight 
to how condensed our entertainment 
will become. And this shortening 
attention span doesn’t just manifest 
itself  in technological entertainment. 
In literature, too, there is a gradual 
abandonment of  prose for punchier, 
straight-to-the-action writing. Even 
trends don’t last as long anymore: a 
2019 study by the Technical University 
of  Denmark found that a Twitter 
trend in 2013 lasted on average 17.5 
hours, and only three years later 
lasted on average 11.9 hours. The 
same study found that the endless 
supply and nature of  the media we 
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we consume creates “content fatigue” 
and contributes to how quickly we get 
bored with one topic. Professor Sune 
Lehmann from the study explained 
that “it seems that the allocated 
attention in our collective minds has 
a certain size, but the cultural items 
competing for that attention have 
become more densely packed.”

The pitfalls of  instant gratification 
have been lamented at length. 
Traditional developmental psychology 
observes that children and adolescents 
who can delay gratification have more 
control over their actions and maintain 
healthier relationships. The need to 
check one’s phone or respond to an 
email immediately in the presence 
of  others affects our ability to read 
emotions and effectively communicate 
face-to-face. Most people are unaware 
of  these incremental shifts in behavior. 
Those individuals that are aware 
enough of  their shortened attention 
span may try implementing certain 
techniques in their own life to rebuild 
concentration. However, without some 
sort of  institutional framework, there 
are few formal means for most to try 
to remediate their damaged ability to 
focus. So then, should our educational 
system try to do anything about it?

In collegiate life, a shortening 
attention span has consequences. 
Our need for instant gratification 
combined with the accessibility of 
the internet often leads us to give 
up on problems a lot sooner and 
turn to online resources. Instead of 
laboring over a physics problem using 
our deductive skills, or analyzing a 
piece of  literature using our critical 
thinking, we can easily turn to Slader 
or Sparknotes. This undermines the 
patience needed to develop problem-
solving ability. Students also suffer 
from unsophisticated language 
acquisition and a weakened ability 
to retain information. If  students are 
unable to concentrate for long periods 

of  time, the quality of  their work in 
the long-term will deteriorate. After 
all, designing satellites or writing the 
next great movie script requires more 
than a fifteen-second attention span.

Whether in short-messaged texts 
or the character limits of  a tweet, the 
reduction of  written language goes 
hand in hand with an inability to 
focus. When we shorten the means 
by which we express thoughts and 
build critical arguments, it follows 
that we also impair our ability to 
conceptualize and flesh out complex 
issues. If  we do not have the words to 
fully describe an idea, and we do not 
have the concentration to scrape past 
the surface of  a question, how are we 
to produce nuanced and thorough 
expositions? With constant distractions 
emanating from every device we own, 
there is little room left for prolonged 
observation. If  we cannot be aware 
of  the world around us for sustained 
periods of  time, we atomize our 
existence and erode our ability to put 
events in their proper context.

But does this reduction of  focus 
and impoverishment of  language 
correlate with a reduction in the 
quality of  thinking and writing that 
students produce? I asked Teofilo 
Ruiz, Distinguished Professor History 
at UCLA. Ruiz answered that he’s 
witnessed this firsthand over the 
course of  his 48 years of  teaching, and 
that “there has been research done by 
neurologists in which they point out 
that this use of  technology is altering 
brain patterns.” While he emphasized 
that it doesn’t mean students are not 
as intelligent, our dwindling attention 
spans make it impossible for him “to 
assign the kind of  things [he] assigned 
30 years ago” as the students will 
not read it, and now student life has 
become so crowded with demands 
that we have less time to complete said 
readings. He says that with a lack of 
emphasis on writing or speaking, our 
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rhetorical abilities have suffered, and 
we are experiencing a “contraction of 
[our] intellectual world.” Our ability to 
harness “integrated thinking,” where 
we relate what we know well with what 
we are learning, is harmed when we 
engage in several activities superficially 
instead of  performing one task fully.

It seems that it would be 
impossible to go backward on this, 
and it may also seem like a Luddite 
perspective to want to, as technology 
has provided widespread access to 
education and has undeniable benefits 
in our lives as students. But with no 
end in sight to how short the media 
we consume will become (what can 
be shorter than 15 seconds?), this may 
have serious consequences on our 
society. Then the question becomes, 
Will our educational system do 
anything about it?

Ruiz agreed that the educational 
system should do something about 
it. Unfortunately, universities do not 
appear to have incentives to address 
this. Ruiz warned that “the problem 
is also that universities have become 
corporate bodies. The purpose of  the 
university now is to make money.” 
As knowledge and intellect become 
corporatized, universities’ priorities 
shift away from the quality of  learning 
and ultimate success of  their students 
and more towards pumping out 
degrees. Thus, it is unsurprising that 
educational institutions have yet to 
confront this issue.

Tack l i ng  our  wan ing 
concentration seems ambitious and 
given the plethora of  issues plaguing 
our educational system, it might not 
seem like a priority. It is difficult to 
foresee the impacts our shortening 
attention spans might have, given how 
rapidly digitalization is taking place. 
But if  schools don’t address students’ 
ability to focus, it could impair our 
cognitive abilities a lot more down the 
road, at which point it might be too 
late to turn back and rewire our brains.
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the application virtually ends there. 
Writing in any other context requires a 
more diverse repertoire of  skills—skills 
all too often seen as unnecessary.

Any high schooler can tell you 
that the five-paragraph method is 
overwrought and overtaught; all great 
authors wholeheartedly disregard 
these holy guidelines. But why aren’t 
the minds of  students cultivated to 
produce poetry and prose on par with 
Proust or Poe?  

I recently read the style and 
grammar guide, Sin and Syntax, by 
Constance Hale, and I have been 
perusing Strunk and White’s, The 
Elements of  Style, a pocket-style usage 
handbook. In several days of  reading, 
I felt as though I had learned more 
about writing than I had in all of  high 
school. I was perplexed. Why hadn’t I 

This is not a five-paragraph 
essay.

Because there is so much more 
to writing than that which has been 
deemed essential by high schools and 
colleges. 

Writing has become mechanical; 
writing an essay can feel like piecing 
together a difficult jigsaw puzzle rather 
than painting the picture yourself. 
That is, you have been conditioned 
to write in a scripted template, filling 
the blanks: intro, thesis, argument 
1, supporting evidence 1, etc. And 
high school English teachers have 
no problem saying, “This is how to 
write a college paper,” cementing the 
formula into students’ heads. Yes, this 
formulaic approach can be helpful 
for pressing a certain argument in an 
argumentative essay for a class, but 

By Bailey Meyers
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been taught to use dynamic verbs over 
actionless ones? Why was “dactyl” 
reminiscent of  flying dinosaurs instead 
of  poetic rhythms? And why the hell 
did it take me until writing my college 
application essays to learn how to use 
the active voice? 

Instead of  prescribing specific 
formulae to prose, these books tell 
the reader how to effectively break 
(but not disregard) conventional rules. 
The end of  each chapter is dedicated 
to providing a counterexample to the 
lesson just taught—a beautiful case 
of  defying prescription. Why haven’t 
we been taught the rules—nor how to 
flout them?

I can only guess this is because 
our education system does not 
adequately value writing skills.

We, as students, learn about 
literary devices early in our education. 
Metaphors, hyperbole, allusion, 
alliteration, and the like are presented 
to young students as a way to add 
creativity and interest to their writing. 
This is great. Similes such as “he 
was sly as a fox,” however, are dull, 
and there is not enough honing of 
grammar in the classroom to make 
them sharp. While students become 
more nuanced and pointed in their 
academic writing, their skills with 
literary devices stagnate. Because of 
this, using literary devices is seen as 
corny, especially in academic contexts. 
Literary devices are not inherently 
childish, but the unsophisticated use 
of  them can make the reader feel like 
she is walking barefoot across a sea 
of  Legos. There is a plain disconnect 
between the elementary school simile, 
“The burglar was big like a T-Rex,” 
and David Foster Wallace’s description 
in Infinite Jest: 
“But he was a gifted burglar, when he 
burgled—though the size of  a young 
dinosaur, with a massive and almost 
perfectly square head he used to amuse 
his friends while drunk by letting them 

open and close elevator doors on, he 
was, at his professional zenith, smart, 
sneaky, quiet, quick, possessed of  good 
taste and reliable transportation—
with a kind of  ferocious jolliness in his 
attitude toward his livelihood.”
Both are one sentence. Both compare 
a burglar to a dinosaur. Case in point.

At UCLA, there is a Writing II 
class every student is required to pass. 
This makes sense. Any student leaving 
the university with a degree should 
have achieved a certain standard of 
writing, but many students do not 
learn enough from these classes to 
adequately prepare them for future 
classes and fields that involve writing 
(hint: it’s nearly every occupation). 
Keaton, a third-year transfer student, 
shares his experience:
 “If  I went to a four-year right out of 
high school, my writing would have 
suffered. One professor I had my 
first semester [at community college] 
grilled us every day on the rules of 
writing. With job security, he did not 
fear grading hard and giving grueling 
edits. Talking with some professors in 
the English department here at UCLA, 
that same rigor does not occur as 
much. A TA does a lot of  the grading 
and editing, and will often grade easier 
because a TA can be assessed using 
their student evaluations.”

Although UCLA has some 
of  the best professors in the world, 
students are not able to fully milk 
this opportunity and learn from their 
educators’ knowledge. Professors 
are rarely the ones grading students’ 
papers and students miss out on 
fundamental lessons in their writing. 

Two Writing II courses I took 
show the lack of  standardized 
instruction. In one, I wrote generic 
book reports to get the A. Writing 
instruction included a “how to write a 
thesis statement” worksheet and several 
squiggles on my Turnitin essays. In the 
other course, we were encouraged to 

12

to write in various styles: reflection, 
book report, creative nonfiction paper, 
and short responses to weekly prompts. 
We were also given readings from 
Dreyer’s English, another grammar 
and usage guidebook. The diversity 
of  assignments allowed us to dabble in 
disparate styles of  prose. By changing 
our vantage point while regarding the 
sea of  all that is writing, we were able 
to notice things about our own style, 
voice, and usage that had previously 
been blocked by the jetties of  essayism 
and rigid rules. 

Unorthodox courses like this 
teach students skills that our previous 
educators often assume we already 
know, leave for the next educator 
to deal with, or completely ignore 
and deem unimportant. Educators, 
especially those who teach writing, 
are burdened with instructing students 
whose previous teachers have not 
adequately prepared them, from 
kindergarten to university. 

Teaching writing within the cadre 
of  high school and college is rife with 
regulation. If  students must learn how 
to write five paragraphs for the ACT, 
high school teachers are expected to 
teach this method of  writing to mastery. 
Likewise, as Keaton stated above, 
TAs may not grade their students’ 
writing as stringently as they should 
out of  a simple fear of  poor student 
evaluations. Straying from prescripted 
teaching, though it enriches students’ 
learning, jeopardizes educators’ job 
security. 

If  UCLA truly valued the writing 
and development of  its students, it 
would not place educators in the 
position where they must decide 
whether to effectively teach their 
students or keep their jobs. 

Writing is hard. It doesn’t have 
to be arduous. Instead, it can be a 
wonderful medium for self-expression 
and the transmission of  ideas. This 
is difficult, however, when the post-

elementary education system does not 
value writing to the degree it should. 
With more focus diverted to writing 
and grammar in middle and high 
school, students will be more prepared 
to explore how they can manipulate, 
coax, and coddle language to serve 
them in college. Then, while attending 
university, students will become 
masters of  the universally-applicable 
craft of  composition without having 
to be an English or Creative Writing 
major. If  you want to take this 
endeavor on for yourself, I highly 
recommend the texts mentioned in 
this article. Now go write your five-
paragraph essay, but make it yours. 
Throw in a couple metaphors and 
winding clauses and maybe write an 
extra paragraph or two if  it suits you. 



USAC: A Student Organization out 
of Touch with Students

By Owen Braudrick

The most fundamental 
problem with student 

government at UCLA is its inability 
to reach out and connect with the 
student body. The Undergraduate 
Student Association Council, more 
commonly referred to as USAC, has 
15 elected seats. In previous years, 
USAC elections have had voter 
participation rates as low as 9%. 
There exists a blatant disconnect 
between this political organization 
and the student body. Many students 
could not tell you what USAC is or 
what they do on the UCLA campus. 
The lack of  engagement between 
USAC and the student body is due to 
the fact that most students neither see 
nor feel the impacts of  the decisions 
made by the organization. This results 
in consistently low turnout rates, and 

 in previous years, unfilled seats on the 
USAC board. USAC consistently falls 
short on students’ needs and fails to 
provide in areas that affect students. 

Part of  this disconnect falls 
on USAC. Outside of  elected 
officials, USAC includes “appointed 
representatives of  the Administration, 
the Alumni, and the Faculty.” USAC 
members also sit on the Academic 
Senate Committee along with a 
variety of  other high-level boards on 
campus. The organization puts on an 
assortment of  large events throughout 
the year ranging from concerts 
coordinated by the Campus Events 
Commission to the Off-Campus 
Housing Fair put on by the Internal 
Vice President. 

This results in a lack of 
cohesion within USAC. The USAC 
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representatives find themselves in the 
pursuit of  far too dissimilar issues 
throughout the organization. When 
an individual runs for a position, they 
focus their platform on a few key 
issues. They tend to try and differ their 
core issues from other opponents in 
order to draw in more votes. Once an 
official is elected, they are constrained 
when it comes to addressing additional 
problems. The outcome of  this is that 
each elected official is now pushing 
for their individual platforms, without 
much help from other elected officials. 
Because of  the way the quarter system 
works, fall and winter are where 
policy crafting and implementation 
is conducted. When spring quarter 
comes, it again becomes time to create 
new platforms and begin campaigning.

Usually, not much more than 
menial change can be created in the 
two-quarter season of  action. In 
recent years, these changes have been 
policies such as those that lowered the 
cost of  laundry on the hill, changing 
the price from $2.75 to $1.75. 
Additionally, USAC worked to make 
blue books and scantrons free for the 
2019-2020 school year. Although these 
policies affect students, they are trivial 
compared to the $13,226 for in-state 
tuition and $42,218 for out-of-state 
tuition that students must pay every 
year. USAC continues to fail students 
by additionally not addressing the 
many problems that have plagued 
the UCLA greek system for years. 
Lowering laundry prices and making 
paper school supplies free fails to solve 
the core institutional problems that 
affect students.

Even when USAC is able to pass 
practical policies, it’s unlikely that 
students give them the credit they 
deserve. The organization has been 
the main proponent in creating a more 
sustainable composting system on the 
hill, and they also fought to make sure 
students could take classes pass/no 

pass when Covid-19 moved classes 
online. These decisions, although 
not on the forefront, have had lasting 
beneficial impacts on the student body. 
Problematically, the average student 
does not attribute these decisions to 
USAC. Instead, the student body 
tends to pass these off  as policies 
passed by the university, disregarding 
USAC’s role in their creation.

More recently, USAC saw a 
spike in their voter participation. This 
increase in voting was predominantly 
due to the contentions surrounding the 
candidates along with the somewhat 
controversial Cultivating Unity for 
Bruins, or CUB, referendum which 
was placed on the ballot. Students pay 
$87.42 every quarter in fees towards 
funding USAC and their events. When 
students began to do some digging 
weeks before the election, it became 
evident to the public that some USAC 
elected officials are stipended around 
$10,000 a year for their services. 
These discussions heightened in light 
of  CUB, which would be on the 
upcoming election ballot. This act 
would increase student fees by $15.00 
per quarter and $9.00 during summer 
sessions to address “the lack of  space, 
resource, and programming” needs 
of  students from “underrepresented 
and marginalized communities” on 
campus. Students flocked to the r/
UCLA Reddit expressing irritation 
about an increase in student fees when 
USAC had only expended a small 
portion of  their 2019-2020 budget, 
leaving millions underutilized.

On April 14th the USAC meeting 
via Zoom saw drastically higher student 
attendance (as compared to the 30-75 
views USAC receives on their weekly) 
than usual. Students voiced a variety 
of  questions and concerns regarding 
the CUB referendum. Candidate-
bashing ensued as USAC members 
openly attacked one another over their 
opinions on CUB. After the meeting, 
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many of  USAC’s members, including 
president Robert Watson, utilized 
social media to unprofessionally 
scrutinize specific members. As 
election season progressed, students 
expressed irritation on platforms such 
as Reddit and Twitter when they 
found out members of  the USAC 
elections board had used student 
money to pay actors and actresses 
to encourage students to vote in the 
upcoming elections. 

All this controversy only 
continues to deter USAC’s credibility 
in properly representing students on 
campus. For those that are interested 
in participating in USAC, this series of 
immature decisions only make them 
consider whether it is worth their 
time. The organization is supposed 
to be the most politically professional 
group of  students on campus yet, their 
members’ actions in the most recent 
election make that seem less than 
likely.
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By Lauren Valles

For many, college is a space 
to manifest. It’s where you 

develop your own identity independent 
of  the community that raised you. 

For those at UCLA, college 
offers a metropolitan setting - a city 
life teeming with diversity, art, design, 
innovation, cinema, and all of  the 
other prerequisites for a progressive 
culture. 

For me and countless others, 
the spatial reality of  UCLA was 
transformative in giving us a 
completely new lens with which to 
understand the world and how we 
interact with it. 

So perhaps that’s why the 
heartbreak so many students felt 
upon leaving UCLA this March 
was so intense; for Bruins, returning 
home represented the departure 
from an identity formed exclusively 
in Los Angeles and the vibrant, 
diverse culture it provides. Gone are 
the days of  concerts, impromptu 
art show visits, and philosophical 
discussion on Janss Steps, replaced 
by the machine-manufactured white 
walls of  the American suburb. There 
is no vibrance or diversity here, just 
uniformity. It’s stifling - but maybe 
this doesn’t have to be so. Perhaps the 
monotony of  the suburbs can actually 
be a gateway to ignite UCLA students’ 
return to their creative pursuits and 
authentic selves? 

Even so, this optimistic view 
has long been opposed by architects 
and scholars alike. Belgian architect 
Leon Krier once claimed that “the 
suburb hates itself.” Krier would 
argue that Bruins, confined to the 
walls of  modern-day Levittowns, have 
probably spent this time in quarantine 

wallowing away in despair enclosed by 
white-picket fences. 

But many UCLA students have 
capitalized on the ample free time they 
now find in their suburban fortresses 
by returning to their creative pursuits. 
Elizabeth Benke, second year, writes 
that spending quarantine in her quiet, 
retiree-dense neighborhood in Ventura 
County has given her “sudden ideas 
about a story to write or a personal 
art project.” She adds that this “rise in 
creativity” is an adaptation to her new 
environment outside of  UCLA. The 
white-picket fences of  the suburbs are 
now less of  a cage for creativity and 
more of  a blank canvas waiting to be 
painted.

Second-year Sachi Cooper 
echoes Benke’s sentiments. Now 
stationed in her suburban Virginia 
home, Cooper has combined her 
creative spirit with her interest 
in sustainability. She has crafted 
interactive activities for her family and 
friends to modify their ways to become 
more conscious of  our Mother Earth. 
Her DIY Sustainability project has 
birthed creations like sundresses made 
from bedsheets! Again, the suburb 
in the time of  COVID-19 is one of 
rebirth and reuse. 

On a similar note, first-year 
Summer Brashear has used this time 
in quarantine to develop her own art-
sharing platform; “Homebodies: Art 
for Wellness,” strives to enable students 
to express their narratives and dialogue 
with other Bruins as they grapple with 
mental health throughout quarantine. 
Second-year Grace Fang put it 
best: “art continues to flourish even 
when it feels like the world has been 
turned upside down.” She and other 
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members of  the Lapu the Coyote that 
Cares Theatre Company have utilized 
quarantine to spark several creative 
pursuits, one of  which was a short film 
exclusively filmed on Zoom entitled 
“Till Quarantine Do Us Part.”

UCLA students’ return to 
creativity in the American suburb 
highlights the ever-changing identity 
of  the suburb in the modern era. 
These students’ creative pursuits are a 
testament to the new manifestation of 
what author Amanda Kolson Hurley 
calls the “Radical Suburb.” In her 
book, Hurley brings to light the often 
overlooked history of  marginalized 
communities in suburban spaces. Such 
radical examples include Concord 
Park, Pennsylvania. Built in 1954, 
just a few miles from the famous 
Levittown, homebuyers in Concord 
Park were interracial couples who 
formed a babysitting co-op as a means 
of  redesigning the blueprint of  the 
suburban oasis.

Though the creativity of  UCLA 
students feels far removed from the 
foundational “Radical Suburbs,” 
it remains that these different faces 
of  the suburbs bring to light a key 
characteristic of  the geography of 
these areas. Suburbs situate themselves 
outside the dense capitalist-infused 
urbanism of  cities. A UCLA student’s 
existence in their hometown is a world 
away from the norms of  exhaustion 
and busyness that plague our campus. 
Where campus life demands a constant 
cycle of  assignments and social 
activity, the suburbs are a safe haven 
where independent identities, creative 
pursuits, and radical communities 
have the time and space to thrive. 

In the past decade, suburbs have 
begun to shift from carbon-copied 
blocks to burgeoning communities of 
racial diversity, accessible transit, and 
farm-to-table food. Hurley writes in a 
CityLab article that, “a suburbanite is 
now twice as likely to be represented 

in Congress by a Democrat as by a 
Republican,” and the futures of  brick 
and mortar shops once found at the 
nucleus of  suburbs are now uncertain. 

In 2020, the modern suburb is an 
ethnically diverse enclave of  creativity 
and budding innovation. The ignition 
of  the Bruin creative spirit in these 
times blurs the lines between the 
vibrance of  dense cities like Los 
Angeles and the up and coming 
culture of  its outskirts. In these times, 
the onus is placed on students like us to 
harness our creativity to redesign the 
places we call home to become more 
inclusive, accessible, and empowering. 

The suburbs are not where 
culture goes to die, but rather where it 
has been reborn.
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By Elena Torres-Pepito

Where do you think you 
fall in the global income 

distribution? Are you wealthy? In 
the middle? Impoverished? When 
Gautam Nair, a Political Science 
Ph.D. student at Yale University, asked 
this question to 1,500 Americans, he 
found that on average they estimated 
their income to be in the 60th 
percentile globally. However, this 
estimation is completely inaccurate. 
With the average American household 
income sitting at $63,000 a year, the 
average global income would need to 
be around $20,000 for the estimation 
to be accurate. But it’s not. It’s $2,100. 

In fact, the vast majority of 
Americans are comfortably in the top 
decile when it comes to income across 
the globe. Strikingly, if  one person 
brings in the average household 
income in the United States, they 
themselves are part of  the “1%”; that 
line is drawn at $50,000 a year. As we 
can see, there’s an interesting instance 
of  ignorance in the United States 
where we don’t seem to realize how 
rich we really are. 

This may seem a strange claim 
to make in a country where reports 
of  increasing homelessness and 
stagnating wages populate our news 
feeds. After all, 13% of  Americans 
live in poverty and 11% experience 
food insecurity–these hardly seem like 
hallmarks of  an exorbitantly wealthy 
country. Except that the United States 
sets the poverty line at $11,770 a year 
for an individual as opposed to the 
much lower average global income. 
Of  course, some of  this difference 
is accounted for by the fact that 
countries have different costs of  living. 
The United States is an expensive 

place to live, and when you live in a 
country full of  rich people, it can be 
particularly harmful to be poor since 
you experience social stigmatization 
and isolation in addition to the typical 
hardships of  poverty. Poverty in the 
United States is by no means easy, 
but it’s also nothing like the absolute 
poverty that over 700 million people 
experience every day.

Absolute poverty means living 
on less than $1.90 a day adjusted by 
purchasing power parity. In these 
conditions, a person cannot afford 
basic necessities of  life like electricity, 
plumbing, clean water, or adequate 
food. Absolute poverty leads to child 
labor and life expectancies decades 
lower than those in industrialized 
nations. Fortunately, absolute poverty 
has been steadily decreasing for 
decades. However, it still affects 
10% of  the people on the planet, 
and that decline is likely to reverse 
amidst the expected recession and 
economic disruption brought on by 
the COVID-19 pandemic. 

With this in mind, it’s fair to 
wonder why Americans are so lacking 
in a global perspective. Ignorance 
affects public opinion on national 
policy: when people are told their 
relative wealth, they are twice as likely 
to support increasing foreign aid. If  we 
are better informed about the world, 
then our demands of  our politicians, 
and in turn what actually gets done, 
might change. Even so, it can be hard 
to gain this perspective when the 
discourse we are surrounded with on a 
daily basis and what we observe in our 
lives, perhaps understandably, warps 
our perception of  the world.

What we see every day is what 
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we come to expect and what we use 
to draw our conclusions. The richer 
a person is, the higher they estimate 
the average global income. Living in a 
first-world country means that we are 
surrounded by wealth and are rarely 
reminded of  the existence of  abject 
poverty elsewhere. The media we 
consume focuses on local happenings, 
on domestic poverty and fights over 
the minimum wage and rising housing 
prices. To capture an audience, news 
outlets report on sensational events 
instead of  prolonged tragic states of 
being. Even when we turn to fictional 
entertainment, the vision presented 
is defined by people who themselves 
tend to be comfortable and educated, 
unlike many who are in absolute 
poverty. People in absolute poverty are 
unlikely to become reporters, writers, 
or producers, as that takes power, 
wealth, and education. That’s difficult 
to attain when survival comes on a 
daily basis. 

In our political discourse, we 
talk about economic inequality, but 
it’s confined to inequality within 
our country. On a certain level, this 
makes sense. Of  course politicians and 
activists focus on what they have the 
most control over. However, eventually, 
it does seem like a conspicuous 
omission to define the boundaries of 
inequality in a narrow enough sense so 
that average Americans never have to 
contend with their own relative wealth 
on a global level. 

A nation so blind to its own 
wealth cannot function knowledgeably 
in global governance. However, this 
ignorance is a symptom of  a wider issue. 
It’s rooted in ethnocentrism that keeps 
us from focusing on the lives of  those 
beyond our borders, especially when 
they are people of  color. It’s caused 
by media that is similarly myopic and 
neglects the stories of  the vast majority 
of  people on the planet. And all of  this 
results from a population that doesn’t 

demand a global perspective, which is 
understandable: why take on the guilt 
and responsibility if  it can be avoided? 
Except without acknowledging this 
and facing it, we’ll never be able to 
fix it. 50% of  Americans support 
decreasing foreign aid. Only 14% 
want to increase it. We also think 
the average global income is ten 
times its actual amount. We’re living 
in a bubble, and though it might be 
comfortable, this complacency keeps 
us from acting on humanitarian efforts 
and taking part in uplifting all people 
out of  absolute poverty.
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By Sophia Yu

Upon searching “mixed 
babies” on Instagram, 

a surplus of  accounts devoted to 
showcasing multiracial children 
will surface. These accounts are 
very popular; some, such as @
prettymixedkids, @beautifulmixedkids, 
or @mixedbabiesig, reach over 
one hundred thousand followers. 
In contrast, upon searching for 
monoracial babies of  any race, 
maybe one or two accounts with a few 
thousand followers will arise. None will 
come close to challenging the mixed 
babies Instagram empire. Strange, 
right?

The fetishism of  mixed-races 
occurs when multiracial individuals 
are sexually objectified because of 
their racial identity. This stereotype 
that multiracial people are “exotic” is 
normalized by a lack of  government 
and peer recognition of  mixed-race 
identity.  For many mixed individuals, 
validation of  their racial identity 
is a matter of  being seen. When 
mixed identities are not recognized, 
multiracial people become invisible 
and the respect normally connected 
to racial identification is no longer 
intuitive. The mixed babies Instagram 
empire is an example of  the public 
fetishizing multiracial children because 
their racial identity is mysterious and 
foreign. In young adults, a similar 
attitude towards mixed-race appears 
in sexually-charged microaggressions, 
which many hardly recognize at all.  
Comments like “Blasians are freaks,” 
“You two would have such cute mixed 
babies,” or “Happa girls are hotter 
than Asian girls” can even be twisted 
into compliments. In reality, these 
comments dehumanize and isolate 

mixed individuals as a direct result of 
their racial identity.

In the 80s and 90s, organizations 
like the Association of  Multiethnic 
Americans (AMEA) and a handful 
of  academic and political scholars 
founded the Mixed Race Identity 
Movement (MRIM) to increase 
multiracial representation. Their 
movement focused on mixed 
representation in racial collection 
data such as the United States 
census. Leaders Maria P.P Root, 
Romana Douglass of  AMEA, and 
Susan Graham of  Project RACE 
established mixed identification as 
a matter of  “power and existence” 
to mixed Americans and multiracial 
families. Meanwhile, scholars 
like Charles Taylor revealed the 
connection between identity and 
recognition throughout the history of 
multiculturalism. In 2000, the Census 
Bureau began allowing participants 
to select more than one race in direct 
response to the MRIM, making it 
a success. Unfortunately, checking 
off  multiple boxes on a census every 
decade did little to address the racism, 
microaggressions, and fetishism 
multiracial Americans face daily. As 
it stands, the outcome of  the Mixed 
Race Identity Movement does not 
seriously benefit the rising multiracial 
demographic of  our generation.

The population growth of 
mixed-races and existing mixed-
race fetishism warrant a modernized 
MRIM. From 2000 to 2010, the 
multiracial population grew at 
three times the rate of  the overall 
population while interracial marriage 
grew twenty-eight percent. Both these 
statistics are on the rise, making the 
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Stop Fetishizing Mixed Race: Next 
Steps in a Battle For Legitimacy
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persistence of  multiracial-targeted 
fetishism especially scary. In 2010, a 
National Intimate Partner and Sexual 
Violence study found about one-third 
of  mixed-race women experienced 
rape, physical abuse, and stalking by 
an intimate partner, a rate second 
only to American Indian/Alaska 
Natives by four percent. Considering 
American Indian/Alaska Native is the 
most mixed ethnic group in America, 
there is clearly a dangerous correlation 
between racial ambiguity and sexual 
violence. This connection is a direct 
consequence of  mixed race fetishism. 
Because the objectification of  mixed 
women is so normalized, sexually 
assaulting mixed women seems more 
justifiable to predators. Although 
representation on the census was a 
milestone for mixed race, clearly we 
need solutions for multiracial-targeted 
fetishism.

To tackle the issue of  fetishism, 
mixed-race activists should focus on 
promoting multiracial acceptance 
among communities rather than in 
the government. Research suggests 
this objective should be focused on 
universities. In their review article, 
“Reconceptualizing Research on 
Student Peer Culture,” professors 
Kristen A. Renn and Karen D. 
Arnold discuss how for mixed students 
specifically, college can create the 
first spaces where their racial identity 
and sense of  belonging are directly 
challenged. In 2000, Renn conducted 
a study with 24 multiracial students 
that further explored the importance 
of  peer culture in developing racial 
identity. She found multiracial 
students are frequently rejected from 
monoracial groups on the basis of  their 
appearance, cultural knowledge, and 
experience with cultural traditions.  
Peer rejection significantly affected 
how multiracial students viewed their 
own identity, suggesting it is also a 
factor in the invalidation and ultimate 

learn to understand racial dynamics, 
therefore prevents fetishism from 
attaching to mixed-race identity.  

For universities, mixed-race 
acceptance means using multiracial-
inclusive models in academia and 
encouraging mixed-race spaces on 
campus.  The Integrative Model of 
Multiraciality (IMM), as explored 
in Dr. Chelsea Guillermo Wann’s 
dissertation “(Mixed) Race Matters: 
Racial Theory, Classification, and 
Campus Climate,” is one example 
of  an effective multiracial-inclusive 
model. While other racial models 
fail to define racism within a 
multiracial community, the IMM 
distinguishes monoracism, a term 
for discrimination against multiracial 
people, from traditional racism. This 
makes the IMM useful in displaying 
campus racial dynamics for research 
and higher education. For instance, 
the IMM is able to predict how 
limited mixed-race spaces on campus 
lessens the quality of  education for 
multiracial students. The need for 
social, physical, and psychological 
space for multiracial identity 
development was important for the 
students in Renn’s 2000 study; many 
would transfer out of  colleges that 
lacked it. For an example of  a campus-
friendly mixed space, universities 
should look to UC Berkeley’s Mixed@
Berkeley Recruitment and Retention 
Center. Mixed@Berkeley is a large 
operation, hosting school-wide events, 
flagship programs, and an annual 
multiracial conference to promote 
belonging among multiracial students. 
The university even provides a distinct 
physical space in its student union 
for a Multiracial Community Center. 
Despite a prevalent mixed population, 
UCLA still fails to offer such a support 
system for multiracial students. 

For students, mixed-race 
acceptance means accountability. 
It means including mixed students 
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in cultural organizations without 
questioning their right to participate. 
It means validating mixed identities 
without “proof.” It means being 
interested in understanding multiracial 
backgrounds, but not using them 
as a pick-up line or a defining 
characteristic. It means befriending 
those who do not fit within your racial 
demographic and learning from them. 
It means acknowledging that the 
exotic portrayal of  mixed bodies in 
the media dehumanizes mixed race 
and rejecting fetishizing platforms like 
the mixed babies Instagram empire. 
It means openness; it is accepting that 
mixed races, like all minority identities, 
are legitimate, equal, and more than 
worthy of  inclusion. 
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Why Misandry is Counterproductive 
to the Goals of True Feminism
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pigs” and others that put down men 
is a form of  such hatred towards men. 
True feminism, defined as true by the 
dictionary definition of  feminism, 
is “the advocacy of  women’s rights 
on the basis of  the equality of  the 
sexes.” Feminism was founded on this 
idea: that social equality of  men and 
women is essential. Therefore, based 
on these definitions, most would agree 
that misandry and feminism cannot 
coexist without one contradicting the 
other. The initial goals of  feminism 
will never be achieved so long as 
verbal and attitudinal bashing of  men 
endures.

The belittling of  men takes on 
many different forms. The root of  it 
is generalization. People tend to make 
broad claims about the characteristics 
of  men as a whole. These are 

We have all heard it one 
too many times: “men 

are trash.” This familiar sentiment 
has become an all too natural phrase 
spewed out of  the mouths of  girls and 
women everywhere. Is it warranted? 
Maybe. Is it productive? Probably 
not. When we talk this way we not 
only promote gender inequality, but 
we also perpetuate the cycle of  male 
misconduct by setting a low standard 
for men. Thus, it seems that constant 
complaining about men goes against 
the goals of  true feminism. 

In order to adequately 
understand this phenomenon, one 
must define both “misandry” and 
“true feminism.” Misandry is defined 
as “dislike of, contempt for, or 
ingrained prejudice against men (i.e. 
the male sex).” Phrases like “men are 
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oftentimes negative generalizations, 
and while the reason they are spoken 
can probably be traced back to the 
poor behavior of  individual men, 
they are not productive. For example, 
making general statements that men 
are “cheaters,” “incompetent,” “pigs,” 
“careless,” “emotionally unavailable,” 
or “useless,” probably comes from 
one’s own experience with men 
where they acted in these ways. Other 
cases may be due to herd mentality, 
but one would hope that most come 
from experiences where particular 
men have lived up to these brands. 
While it makes plenty of  sense why 
people would use these statements 
to describe their experience, or even 
their perception of  men, it doesn’t 
make sense that one would use these 
statements to generalize to all men, 
especially if  they expect change. 
Furthermore, the main issue isn’t even 
that claiming “men are incompetent 
pigs,” is a generalization, but that it 
defeats the purpose of  making such 
a statement. The reason people make 
these claims is that they aren’t happy 
with the way men currently behave 
and they wish men could be different. 
It, therefore, makes no sense to 
constantly attribute negative qualities 
to all men, and it actually goes against 
the very aim for equality of  the sexes.

The reason that man-hating 
promotes gender inequality is simply 
that to have equality, each sex should 
be treated and respected impartially. 
To put men down verbally displays 
both unequal respect and treatment 
towards the male gender. There simply 
cannot be gender equality if  the 
majority of  the world accepts verbal 
bashing of  men, while vehemently 
opposing any presumed disrespect 
toward women. This mentality is 
in direct opposition to everything 
feminism was meant to be. Some 
might argue that men deserve this sort 
of  hatred and that women are being 

heard by finally addressing it. However, 
nobody can argue that all men have 
earned this. Thus, by making these 
generalizations, the good men are put 
in the shadow of  those who fall under 
the generalizations. Therefore, by 
participating in direct man-bashing, 
one puts characteristics on those who 
are undeserving of  them. 

Beyond the blatant opposition 
to true feminism and equality that 
misandry takes on, it also contributes 
to the problem that started it in the 
first place. There is no question 
that women have been oppressed 
throughout history and that this 
oppression mostly occurred by men. 
Furthermore, it seems that a widely 
held view of  life in today’s culture is 
that men hurt women. Men cheat, men 
are violent, men abuse, men dominate. 
Unfortunately, this reality is true for 
many women around the world. It is 
no wonder so many are voicing anti-
male sentiments. It is understandable 
and justified in many cases. However, 
for one to adopt this sentiment that 
men embody some horrible qualities 
is not only an overgeneralization, not 
only counterproductive to the fight for 
gender equality, but it also lowers the 
standard for men. By setting out an 
expectation that all men are a certain 
way, we inevitably set a standard 
that is unbelievably low. If  we tell a 
certain group of  people enough that 
they are a certain way—in this case, 
“trash” or “useless” or “cheaters”—
we essentially say that this is our set of 
expectations for that group. Therefore, 
maybe a man would feel more justified 
cheating if  he constantly hears “Men 
are cheaters” because he thinks, 
“well, that’s what we do.” It causes a 
shift of  blame. When individual men 
do “cheat,” when they are “useless,” 
when they are “pigs,” they need to 
be held accountable for that action 
in an appropriate way. By flippantly 
claiming men are this way, we almost 
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we almost give them an excuse for 
their behavior. If  individual men 
aren’t the only ones behaving in a poor 
or disgusting manner, but the whole 
group of  them are, then maybe it’s not 
so bad. However, if  we change the way 
we speak about men, then aversive 
behavior committed by individual 
men is no longer commonplace, but 
it becomes rare, wrong, and deviant. 
It is in this way that men are instead 
encouraged to behave with the good 
qualities that any human, whether 
male or female, should possess. 

An active way to instead 
speak up about the issues they have 
experienced with men would be to 
instead isolate one’s speech to an 
incident. It means not name-calling or 
generalizing, but accurately describing 
an event or experience. This not only 
would prohibit the use of  hateful 
generalizations that aren’t helpful, 
but it would also provide a platform 
to give factual information about 
feminist issues. When a woman has a 
poor experience with a man, or even 
men generally, it would be beneficial 
to describe the experience with those 
men in particular. In addition to this, 
women should never stop talking 
about the respectable moments they 
have with honorable men. The same 
goes for men, lifting up the women 
they respect. The goal is to promote 
equality, not drape characteristics that 
describe few onto the many.  

Vehemently opposing speech or 
attitudes that put down men allows 
women to begin to truly fight for and 
accept gender equality. Individuals 
must choose not to take part in the 
generalizations of  men as a whole 
gender due to an experience with an 
individual or specific group of  men. 
It is only by expecting appropriate, 
virtuous behavior from all people, and 
not flaunting poor behavior, that true 
feminism can be realized. That is not 
to say that there is no accountability, 

no remembering of  some of  the 
heinous things done by men in the 
past and still today. However, feminists 
must remember, uplift, and promote 
men who set the standard of  what a 
man should be and never put someone 
down because of  their gender, whether 
male or female. This is true equality. 
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A Moment of Reprieve
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In today’s school atmosphere, 
everything moves quickly. At 

UCLA, courses are rushed through in 
11 weeks. I finish one set of  midterms, 
only to find myself  immediately 
rushing to prepare for the next set two 
weeks later. My friends work endlessly 
during the week, crash on the 
weekends, and repeat the process. We 
move so quickly that it seems like we 
no longer truly have time to look back 
and ask whether or not we’re doing 
okay or to look ahead at our futures. 
COVID-19 has given me a lot of  time 
to self-reflect, and I’ve come to realize 
that as a society, we could do ourselves 
a lot of  good if  we allowed ourselves 
to slow down. 

In my freshman year, one of  my 
best friends from high school died in a 
car crash. I got a call from his sister a 
few weeks into winter quarter, saying 
that there had been an accident on 
an icy road and that he had died on 
the scene. Here I was, a few thousand 
miles from home in Minnesota, in 
a new city that I was just getting 
acquainted with, away from my closest 
friends, feeling very alone. But, I was 
still enrolled in four classes: Chem 
14B, LS 30B, ANE 10W, and LS 7B. 
I was being inundated with a flood of 
work every day. I felt like I needed to 
stop and process what had happened, 
but I didn’t. The four classes remained 
on my schedule, even though life had 
lost its color. I kept trudging onwards 
because I felt that regardless of  what 
had happened, the world was still 
turning, with or without me. If  I 
didn’t take those classes, I would fall 
behind my peers, and I wouldn’t be 
as competitive when looking for a job 
or applying to graduate school. As a 

result, I just kept moving forward, 
burying my head in my classes and 
clubs. It took me until the end of  the 
school year to look back on those 
events and begin trying to heal. 
Looking back, I have understood that 
this was the wrong decision for me to 
make. It would have been much more 
healthy for me to lessen my load, and 
take some time to recover emotionally. 
But regardless of  what my actions 
were, the pressure for me to keep 
up with the endless tide of  progress 
was still present, a pressure that I am 
sure many of  us feel. Not all of  us 
will succumb to this pressure, and 
many will make the right decision for 
themselves, but the burden of  keeping 
afloat will no doubt cause many, like 
me, to choose a path of  action that will 
harm them. 

Serious events are far from the 
only reason for people to stop and 
think about themselves. Many of  the 
freshmen who are undecided in their 
major may not be entirely sure of 
what field they want to pursue. Many 
upperclassmen may be pressured to 
jump directly into graduate school. 
The pressure to push forward can 
press these students to make a hasty 
decision: either to decide a major 
prematurely or to commit to a 
profession with wavering confidence. 
Obviously, this kind of  decision 
making can lead to issues. Like driving 
without headlights, devoting your 
time in college towards something you 
don’t like can leave you stuck in a ditch 
with your wheels turning, or worse. It 
would be smarter and safer to take a 
breath and spend more time probing 
your paths, before committing to one 
blindly. 

By Larry Chen
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To solve issues like this, we need 
to allow ourselves to take a break. 
Slowing the tides of  society is 
impossible, but allowing yourself  to 
step out of  the river of  progress and 
take a moment to reflect is important. 
Doing this won’t automatically solve 
your problems and doubts, but at least 
it will give you an opportunity to try 
and address them. Besides, what does 
it matter if  we work towards making 
humanity better but at the end of  the 
day we feel worse?

Next time you are feeling 
overwhelmed or pressured to make 
a decision, allow yourself  to consider 
stepping away for a while instead of 
just plunging ahead. Maybe you’ll 
decide that you’re doing okay and 
want to keep pushing forward. Or, 
you’ll decide that you aren’t doing so 
well and need to step back for a second 
and think things over. Either way 
would be fine, but what’s important 
is that you had allowed yourself  to 
make that judgment about your well-
being in the first place. Otherwise, you 
might find yourself  digging a hole, like 
I did, without ever asking why you’re 
digging that hole in the first place.

As school has picked up again 
in an unfamiliar online environment 
and I have had to adapt to learning 
out of  state, I have felt the pressure 
of  college press down upon me again. 
But this time, I have allowed myself 
time to take a breath, rein myself  in, 
and clear my head. As a result, I have 
been better able to stay sane in these 
challenging times. Allowing ourselves 
a moment of  reprieve won’t instantly 
get us over the top, but at least it will 
stop us from falling all the way down.  
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D1- Athletes Should Earn Their 
Priority
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on underperforming teams should 
be treated like royalty while students 
ultimately suffer the academic and 
financial consequences.

UCLA students most 
directly experience this inequity 
by the financial burden that 
underperforming teams create for 
the University. Money-making teams 
like football and basketball that fail to 
generate excitement from the student 
body result in empty seats and low 
return on advertising and marketing 
investments. This idea most clearly 
manifested itself  with the news that 
UCLA Athletics finished the 2019 
fiscal year with a nearly $19,000,000 
deficit. This was primarily because 
UCLA prematurely terminated the 
previous football and basketball 
coaches and increased spending in 

As each quarter rolls to a close 
and the stress of  choosing 

new classes grows, the nightmarish 
situation of  class enrollment reminds 
students of  the struggle in seeing 
planned classes slowly fill up. Despite 
this conflict, the student population 
must remember that UCLA student-
athletes get the first pick for every large 
and important choice that is made 
throughout the year. From choosing 
classes to selecting the best dorm 
rooms, there is no doubt that athletes 
indeed get the first-class ticket at our 
school. At the same time, students who 
support our teams must experience 
many seasons disregarded as “growing 
pains,” with unexpected losses and 
difficulty finding harmony between 
the coaches and teams. However, the 
question remains as to why athletes 
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both teams. Such a shortcoming 
will ultimately result in the athletic 
department seeing a bailout from 
the University, possibly diverting 
funds that would have otherwise 
more directly impacted the student 
population. Although the bailout 
will not fiscally endanger UCLA, it 
creates a sense of  injustice among 
the student population when, during 
the COVID-19 pandemic, many 
students are unable to receive Bruin 
Tech Grants or CARES Act funding 
of  more than $200. Conversely, the 
University spends millions on Athletics 
with no questions asked.

Perhaps the University can 
relieve non-student-athletes’ angst for 
underperforming teams by allowing 
student-athletes a fixed number of 
benefits per year to be applied as 
athletes see fit. One such approach to 
this issue would be to adopt a system 
in which athletes have a set number 
of  “priority passes” that they can use 
on things like housing or enrollment. 
If  an athlete needs to pick a certain 
course because of  a practice conflict, 
they can use a priority pass on that 
specific class to ensure a spot. This 
bypasses the tension created by the 
current system, whereby athletes pick 
all of  their classes before the rest of  the 
student population, even though they 
may not always need the priority slot 
that is granted to them. For example, 
if  each athlete is granted eight priority 
passes a year, they could spend those 
passes on priority housing, classes, 
or parking, which would each have a 
certain “cost” associated with them. 
Such a system allows athletes priority 
in cases where they need it for possible 
conflicts without the carte-blanche 
that they currently receive from the 
University. This strategy could also be 
expanded to allow coaches the ability 
to grant athletes more priority passes 
than their original allotment through 
excellent player performance or 

or winning a championship. All of 
these actions would ensure a fair 
distribution of  priority spots to athletes 
while encouraging team members to 
strive for success. 

Some may argue that the 
retraction of  student-athlete benefits 
would deter athletes from coming to 
UCLA. However, athletes oftentimes 
do not need the class priority that 
is granted to them. This notion is 
especially true for upper-division 
courses, which don’t often reach full 
enrollment and therefore eliminate 
the need for athlete priority. 
Alternatively, a popular GE course 
like Scandanavian 50 fills up within 
hours of  athlete enrollment. Not only 
does this feed the unhealthy stereotype 
that student-athletes pick easier course 
loads, but it also unfairly blocks other 
students from the opportunity to take 
that class. 

Furthermore, there is a pervasive 
notion that athletes need to pick classes 
first because they have a scheduled 
practice time during the day. Coaches 
require specified times so that the 
majority of  the team can be dedicated 
to practice. In such a scenario, it makes 
the most sense to hold practice during 
non-school hours. UCLA club sports 
do not practice during class hours, 
and even though the stakes are higher 
for our D-1 sports, education must 
always be the priority for students. At 
a university with chaotic enrollment, 
this dichotomy between practice and 
education ultimately reduces the 
position of  the student-athlete to an 
athlete-student. 

It is necessary that the university 
take action to combat the growing 
tension between athlete priorities in 
enrollment and the sidelined general 
student population. Implementing 
policies that would allow a fixed 
number of  priority credits per athlete 
in a year would greatly reduce stress 
on class enrollment, especially for 

impacted classes and popular general 
education requirements. When 
athletes take a third of  the spots in 
a popular GE before the majority 
of  the student population enrolls, 
what does this really say about the 
intentions of  UCLA? The university 
must take action to allow for more 
lenient practice times, which will open 
enrollment priorities to additional 
students. Such changes will create a 
friendly, competitive environment for 
athletes to grow within a team while 
prioritizing the necessities of  the 
student body as a whole. 
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By Lulu Moore

Imagine if UCLA Gave Students a 
Tuition Reduction? 

After a full, final spring quarter 
of  online instruction, one 

takeaway is clear: when paying UCLA 
tuition, students are not only paying 
for classes from top professors, but they 
are also paying to build professional 
and social network systems. They 
are paying for a chance to explore 
different interests through clubs. They 
are paying for the ability to live the 
full American undergraduate college 
experience. 

The countless conversations 
and petitions advocating for a tuition 
reduction all highlight how, while 
online classes may be apposite, they’re 
not what students are paying for. 
That being said, before advocating 
for a tuition reduction it’s important 
to understand that tuition does not 
only pay for UCLA’s expenditures 

but also funds the city of  Los Angeles 
and the state of  California as a whole. 
It is incredibly unfortunate that as 
future leaders of  the world, students 
attending college in 2020 are denied 
the normal college experience. 
However, UCLA’s refusal to refund 
tuition costs does not mean the school 
isn’t acting with the community’s best 
interest in mind. 

Today, America’s higher-level 
education system runs on money. While 
this reality is extremely problematic 
and needs to be addressed, it’s outside 
the scope of  this article. By applying 
the reality of  our education systems 
to the context of  a global pandemic 
and continued economic instability, 
UCLA students must recognize how 
our spending helps keep Westwood 
running, and our tuition largely keeps 
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L.A. employed. America’s laissez-
faire market-based approach means 
that a tuition reduction could lead to 
enormous trickle-down effects for the 
entire L.A. community. While it does 
not seem fair, UCLA’s refusal to refund 
tuition is what’s best for Los Angeles 
and the UCLA community in the 
long-run. 

A common assumption is that 
given students are not on campus, 
the cost of  running UCLA must 
have decreased. This is not the case. 
Sarah McBride, the UC spokesperson, 
describes how, “In many areas, the 
University faces increased costs, not 
lower costs, due to the pandemic.” 
These increased costs emerge from 
expenditures on video collaborations 
and software licenses required to 
support large-scale video conferencing 
for class on Zoom. Furthermore, the 
UC is paying for additional private 
networks to ensure security and 
privacy, as well as providing laptops 
for individuals who do not ordinarily 
work remotely. 

Beyond directly helping students 
by paying rising costs, there are many 
more economic impacts that create 
compiled indirect effects. While 
discussing economic fluctuations is 
not the most gripping of  topics, its 
treatment is imperative before calling 
for a tuition reduction that would 
impact thousands indirectly. In the 
words of  UCLA Chancellor Gene 
Block, measuring UCLA’s “economic 
impact allows us to demonstrate how 
every dollar invested in UCLA pays 
substantial dividends back to people 
throughout our state.” UCLA is one 
of  Southern California’s top five 
employers, contributing $12.7 billion 
to the economy and employing more 
than 42,000 people. Students’ tuition 
matters because the people who 
work for UCLA matter. As a result of 
students paying tuition, UCLA can 
generate $4.15 billion in labor income 

earnings through direct, indirect, and 
induced spending activity.

In the midst of  a global pandemic, 
not only is our tuition allowing 
numerous UCLA employees to 
continue putting food on the table for 
their families but also many residents 
in L.A. county who indirectly depend 
on our tuition. UCLA students’ cost of 
experiencing American college creates 
over 72,000 full-time jobs throughout 
California, 44,300 of  which are 
jobs directly supported by UCLA’s 
spending activity. 

COVID-19 led to plummeting 
economic activity, which is largely 
the reason many students advocated 
for a tuition reduction. However, it’s 
important to recognize that amid the 
global pandemic, a tuition reduction 
combined with the other extraordinary 
conditions we are experiencing, will 
cause workers, both in and outside of 
the UCLA community, to lose their 
jobs. And when they do, the workers 
will drain their savings and increase 
their borrowing. They will become 
more fearful about the future and stop 
spending. If  UCLA gave students their 
tuition back, the effects would not be 
confined to UCLA workers but would 
metastasize to the larger L.A. county 
and California citizens that depend 
on the induced household spending of 
UCLA employees. 

Governor Gavin Newsom noted 
in the first week of  May, in a span of 
six weeks, 4 million Californians filed 
for unemployment benefits and the 
state paid out more than $10 billion 
dollars in benefits; “We’ve never 
experienced anything like this in our 
lifetime.” It’s clear the years to come 
will be economically challenging for 
everyone. By not reducing tuition, 
UCLA workers will continue to get 
paid, their household spending won’t 
drop as dramatically, and the economic 
recovery for many Californias might 
be more swift.  
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This exploration of  how a tuition-
reduction would impact the workers 
that, under normal circumstances, 
build the college experience students 
pay for is not meant to diminish the 
hardship of  families struggling to pay 
UCLA’s expensive tuition. Rather, 
this is an argument explaining why 
a tuition reduction in the short-run 
may seem extremely attractive, but 
in the long-run, the effects of  such a 
reduction will not only shock those 
who support the student experience at 
UCLA but also remain with the city of 
Los Angeles for a much longer time. 

As students gradually return to 
campus, it’s important to know that 
the school we all left behind probably 
won’t be the school we are returning 
to. Coronavirus will forcibly change 
our expected image of  the American 
college experience and this, of  course, 
will make us question if  college is 
worth the thousands of  dollars we 
are investing in our education. But, 
we must not forget that our payment 
not only supports our journey but 
the journeys of  others too. Lastly, 
none of  us should question whether 
our tuition makes a difference. To 
those immediately affected by our 
tuition, it means the world right 
now. It’s appealing to think there are 
no consequences for the decisions 
we make. But every decision has 
consequences, and a tuition reduction 
amid a global pandemic will only dig 
us deeper into a hole we might not be 
able to climb out of.
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