








argue that they are a luxury that can be
eliminated without consequence. The
university as a job-training program is a
concept that dates back to the 19th century
when European countries began opening
polytechnic schools to train workers for the
new industrial economy. Higher education
had a class stratification where the upper
class attended universities to receive a
liberal arts education, while the rising
“middle class” attended polytechnics to
become expert workers.

Cuts to humanities in favor of STEM,
especially technology and engineering,

are also justified by the economic return
of academic projects being adopted by
business ventures nearby, which can
produce profit for investors. Frequently,
these same investors are members of the
university’s board of trustees. A related
phenomenon is technology transfer, the
process by which the products researched
at the university are licensed to private
corporations for a fee to the university. The
laws governing federal research grants—
which are still a primary academic funding
source despite private investment—are
such that the federal government, under
most circumstances, does not hold any

patent rights, meaning that the federal
government is subsidizing research and
development for the private sector. This
is, by design, a part of the wider project of
“investing in STEM.”

The third factor driving the dominance of
STEM in education is ideological control.
The radical uprisings of students in the
1960s pushed universities to adopt
measures to prevent student uprisings

in the future. They did this by jacking up
tuition fees, which were minimal at most
public schools until the 1970s, preventing
poor and working-class students, the
backbone of campus radicalism, from
attending college or forcing them to take on
large amounts of debt. The debt would then
push them into majoring in a STEM field

so they could pay it off quickly. Pushing
students into these majors is important
because STEM departments often try to be
“apolitical,” encouraging students to see
themselves as above politics.

Meanwhile, teaching the humanities
without encouraging critical thinking

about politics and society is much harder,
meaning students and faculty are more
inclined to the radical left and campus
activism. Humanities fields also come under
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attack for explicitly political reasons. They
are accused of being “grievance studies,”
or doing wokeness, or being “DEI.” These
are code words for studying society without
presupposing the current social order

is good. In the past year, a widespread
Zionist argument has been that humanities
departments promote antisemitism or
anti-Zionism, which makes for an alliance
between Zionists and the far right to attack
higher education.

In summary, STEM has taken over higher
education due to its role in maintaining
the US empire, its economic benefits to
universities and monied interests, and

its ability to enable ideological control on
campus. The question remains, though:
what do we do about it? STEM in itself

is not a bad thing, and cuts to STEM are
probably not the answer. However, one
thing for students of STEM (like myself) to
remember is the long internationalist and
radical tradition in the sciences. Some of
the most influential scientists of the 20th
century, like Einstein, Stephen Hawking, Lev
Landau, and J.B.S. Haldane, were socialists
who denounced imperialism and Zionism.
STEM is only a political weapon in support
of the status quo if we allow it to be.
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A Hole In The Eye

Yahya Ashour

You turn our world

into a pile of ashes,

and a single hole shakes
your throne?!

A hole in the wall,

a hole in the ground, too,
and the stars above you,
our songs in shape

of holes.

Your future will always be full
of holes you won't see,
but my people will show you.

From the holes you carve
in our souls,

from the holes you tear
in our memory,

we will pierce your dress,
one hole after another.

We will keep stripping you naked,
until you, by yourself
wear your shroud.

We will make sure it fits—
tight
with no holes.

Closing Remarks

Just over a year ago, Gaza changed many
of our lives. After seventeen years of
brutal siege, the people of Gaza affirmed
what we’ve always known to be true: the
Palestinian people refuse to surrender

to occupation and colonization, and they
refuse to die silently. Nearly thirteen
months into a grueling genocide, this
sentiment remains true. As a movement,
we are where we are today because the
indomitable people of Gaza resisted,
showing us and the world the true meaning
of steadfastness and dignity, advancement
and sacrifice.

Just a few days before writing these
remarks, the Zionist entity put in motion

its “General Plan” in Northern Gaza. The
occupation forces have besieged the
Jabalia refugee camp, determined to kill
the hundreds of thousands of people who
refused to be displaced South, unwilling to
surrender. Food and water have not entered
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the North of Gaza for over fifteen days. The
Zionist entity continues to bombard other
areas of Gaza even as they strike the cities
of Lebanon; thousands of Lebanese have
been martyred in the span of just weeks. In
one of the most horrifying acts committed
since last October, we have witnessed once
again the bombing of people in tents, this
time in Al-Agsa Hospital. Watching men,
women, and children be burned alive is
beyond description.

These moments test our resolve and

our commitment to the struggle. These
moments, when the oppressor uses every
tool to quash the revolution, when the
oppressor destroys, burns, and murders
to prove superiority, when the oppressor
seeks to leave us without words to write,
without energy to fight, and without a will
to continue.

In his will, the revolutionary martyr Basel
Al-Araj wrote about the difficulty of writing
one’s last words: “Is there anything more
eloquent and expressive than the act of

martyrdom?” Al-Araj and the hundreds of
thousands who have given their lives to

the struggle have fulfilled their duty and
played their part, in the most eloquent and
expressive manner. Today, the question in
front of us, the Student Movement, is how
will we play our role? What are we willing to
sacrifice for liberation?

For Basel Al-Araj, we must continue; for
Sha’ban Al-Dalou, we must continue; for
Refaat Alareer, we must continue; for Hind
Rajab, we must continue. We must affirm
that there is no going back to the status
quo. We must reject defeatism. We must
affirm that we will fulfill our role with more
conviction than before. We must affirm
that victory is not only achievable but also
near, made possible by the sacrifices of
those who have cradled the movement for
generations.

Oh, martyr, rest, rest, and we will continue
the struggle.
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