Opinion

Page 6
• Age myth
debunked
• Euthanasia
supported

El Gato • Thursday, April 23, 2015 • Los Gatos High School • www.elgatonews.com

Partisan tensions cripple efforts to eleveate drought
by Niamh Doyle
People Editor

If you ask a five-year-old girl how
old she is, she will raise her head high,
and with a smile on her face, tell you
her exact age down to the day. She will
be proud and excited to inform you
that next year she will be six, and the
year after that, seven. When you ask
a 45-year-old woman how old she is,
pride and excitement are replaced by immediate self-consciousness
and an answer along the lines of “well I’m turning 29 again this
year!” As girls age into women, their age, which was once a
source of pride, becomes a source of shame. Why is it
that something as inherent as the number of years one
has been alive is so stigmatized for adult females?
This is because, for the majority of history,
women have only been valued for their youth.
If a woman was young she was found more
attractive by men and was capable of
being married and rearing children.
Women above child-rearing age lost
their youth, and therefore lost
their value to society. This led
to the direct association of
shame with a woman’s
older age, a sentiment
we have maintained in our
current society. Although we live in
a more progressive society where women are
being valued more and more for the contributions to society that are not directly connected
to the capabilities of their womb, women continue
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to be ashamed of their age as they continue to face
age discrimination.
Nisha Chital, successful journalist and social media strategist,
recently wrote an article for Elle Magazine called “Why I Never Tell
Anyone (Especially my Coworkers) My Age.” In it, she said that
“for women, age unfairly becomes a standard by which society
determines worth: past a certain age, a woman is viewed as less
important, less worthy of attention. Younger than a certain
age, a woman is also viewed as less valuable, especially in the
workplace—young women are typically viewed as too naïve, too
inexperienced.” Although society has made large strides towards
a less misogynistic state, women are still being judged based off

of their age instead of their qualifications, a sexist reality
that is frustrating and simply inadmissible. Earlier in 2013
in Salon, writer Tira Hirpaz effectively summed up what it
felt like to be an over-fifty woman in the eyes of society:
“If you want to make a person invisible, just put them in
the shoes of an over-fifty woman and abracadabra, watch
them disappear.”
It is unacceptable that women are discriminated against
for their age, but it is especially unacceptable that this has
generated a sense of self-consciousness among women who
already have an abundance of insecurities weighing them
down every day. Women like Chital should not have to resort
to concealing their age altogether as a way of attempting
to be treated fairly.
More magazine reported in 2008
that older women were filing
more age discrimination complaints with the Equal Employment Opportunity Commission
(EEOC) than ever before. This
increasing number of filed
complaints is progress towards
bringing the issue of age discrimination to light. It might
be easier just to hide your age
at work, but I urge women to
file more complaints and work
towards a society where women
can be judged by their qualifications rather than their age.
To girls and young women
reading this, remember to be
proud of your age and don’t give
into the society that is telling you that
the fact that you aren’t immortal should be
a source of shame. And women, mothers, and role models in
society, you would be surprised to find out that many of your
daughters have no idea how old you are. Change that and
show your daughters that youth does not define a woman.
Show your daughters that they are more than their age, and
show them that they don’t have to accept the discrimination
they might face later in life. A woman’s worth should not
be defined by her age, and it is our responsibility as women
to prove that to the world.
(Sources: Elle Magazine, Salon)
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Don’t let age dictate girls’ worth

fornia and throughout the world to promote more
environmentally conscious citizens. So go ahead
and rip out your luscious green lawn, support your
local farmers in their endeavors to limit their water
use, but don’t settle at that; we’ve got a long way
to go before this crisis is behind us.
(Sources: California Water, UCLA Sustainable Communities, PPIC, NPR, New York Times, Los Angeles
Times, USA Today)
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we budget towards environmental maintenance.
Forty percent of all water used in California
goes towards agriculture, constituting roughly 80
percent of the water allocated for human use. Some
argue that this is excessive considering the fact
that agriculture contributes a mere two percent
to California’s 12 trillion dollars economy. This
being said, California produces a significant percentage of the country’s fresh produce, including
lettuce, broccoli, tomatoes, and almonds. Farmers
could deal with the drought by installing more
efficient and sustainable irrigation, though water
experts argue that it’s not the efficiency that’s
the problem, but the produce Californians are
raising. To produce one ton of beef, cattle-farmers
invest four million gallons of water, compared to
85,000 gallons of water per ton of vegetables
produced. Californians export over 100 billion
gallons of water every year in the form of alfalfa
– a substitute to pasture grass that is used to
feed cattle. Every Californian could reduce his
or her water footprint by 60 percent if he or she
became vegetarian, though the likelihood of this
becoming a reality is slim. Farmers could at least
try to limit their water intake by reducing the
production of water-guzzling produce like beef,
almonds, and alfalfa.
Sadly, urban-dwellers are also to blame for
California’s current condition. California uses
more water than any other state, and Southern
Californians who consume more than 580 gallons of
water per day are not aiding this statistic. A recent
UCLA study links high water usage to high-income
neighborhoods, with affluent neighborhoods such
as Pacific Palisades in LA consuming more water
than any neighborhood in the state. Poorer areas
of LA and neighborhoods in Santa Cruz and San
Francisco sometimes average as low as 49 gallons
per capita per day.
What we need is a statewide cultural shift
that implements more sustainable practices to
ensure a drought-free future. We can’t solve the
drought by hunkering down, switching off the
sprinkler system, and waiting for the storm to
pass. Changes need to be made throughout Cali-
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I had a nightmare
a few weeks ago. In
my dream I went to my
sink and found that
my faucet yielded no
water, but merely a few
measly droplets and an
eery screech. I ran to
my window where my panic intensified, as I saw
a field of dead birds had replaced my back yard,
with Daves Avenue Elementary School set aflame
in the distance. I don’t need a psychoanalyst to
tell me that I may be experiencing mild to extreme
anxiety concerning California’s drought. However,
I am committed to converting this anxiety into
efforts to aid the attempt to relieve California of
this environmentally crippling burden, and I hope
that my fellow Californians follow suit. I commend
governor Jerry Brown’s mandatory water-reduction
measures, but despise the political debate and
finger-pointing that clouds this already foggy
issue. I think we need to put our tensions aside;
Republicans and Democrats must make amends,
farmers and urban dwellers must put down their
pitch forks and hand guns, so we can collectively
construct a future of sustainability and prosperity.
Few have the audacity to deny California’s
dismal environmental state – even the shrewdest of
global warming-deniers admit to the harmful consequences of our aqueous frivolity. Essential water
reserves like Lake Shasta stand at only 27 percent
of their normal capacity, while others have been
reduced to barren craters. With the Sierra snowpack
(a source that provides a third of the water used
by all California cities) at only five percent of its
average in early April, California’s future is looking bleak. Extended drought has and will continue
to cause reduced hydropower production, habitat
destruction, and a decline in water-dependent
recreation. As we drain our groundwater reserves,
the earth will cave in, a phenomenon called land
subsidence, destroying infrastructure and ruining
wildlife habitats. Dry, hot conditions may spark

wildfires, and the lack of freshwater will
inevitably bring salt-water contamination into
urban, rural, and wild water sources.
Forty-four percent of California is in “exceptional drought” – the highest percentage
out of all 50 states. Nearly 37 percent of the
United States and 98 percent of California
is suffering from the drought, and these
numbers will only continue to increase. The
drought is here, people are suffering, and
it’s irresponsible and pathetic to continue on
this path to destruction. What’s more, the
changes we make must go deeper than merely
taking shorter showers and shaming our neighbor’s unseasonally luscious green lawns. Our
situation requires that we change the way we
interact with each other and our environment
on a cultural level.
Governor Brown has called for a 25 percent
restriction in water usage for towns and cities,
the first of what I hope to be many governmentmandated efforts towards a more sustainable
future. Instead of coming up with innovative
strategies to comply with the order, however,
people seem to spend more time trying to
figure out who is to blame. Republicans blame
environmentalists, environmentalists blame
farmers, farmers blame urban dwellers, urban
dwellers blame Los Angeleans, and Los Angeleans blame their gardeners. What makes the
argument so complicated is that most of these
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accusations are
rooted in truth, exposing a need
for all of us, not any one type of Californian,
to reduce our water use.
It’s true that 50 percent of water in California is used for environmental preservation,
such as the maintenance of lakes, rivers, and
estuaries. Though this seems extreme, without
this water budgeting the drought could become
even more prevalent as we would be destroying our only truly sustainable water storage
facilities. According to PPIC.org, most of this
environmental water is too far away from agriculture and cities to be used for human use even
if we did want to reduce the amount of water

Smarter Balance Testing began on Wednesday,
April 15, to the dismay of both students and
educators. The testing is for juniors only, in math
and English, supposedly to test our readiness for
college level classes in those areas.
The irony is that I, along with more than 50
percent of the students I tested with, are already
in college-level English courses and trying to
prepare for the AP tests that grant us college credit. The math Smarter
Balance Test is not taking place until after the AP tests, but AP English
classes are taking a hard hit.
Students are losing instruction time and the entire school suffered
the loss of its library from April 15 to Mon., April 20. The timing of the
test is terrible, and as far as I can tell, it presents no legitimate benefits.
Colleges do not require these test scores on applications, they do not
affect grades, nor do they affect placement in classes for senior year.
Ultimately, the Smarter Balance Test is a huge waste of time.
Uselessness aside, Smarter Balance is just another standardized test
added to the brutal junior year to-do list. Amidst the SATs, ACTs, AP
tests, SAT subjects, and finals, all of which have legitimate impacts on
applying to colleges in the fall, Smarter Balance is the least of our worries, but still a stresser.
Smarter Balance is a byproduct of the controversial Common Core State
Standards Initiative, a federal program aiming to standardize education
in America by leveling the playing field. Though this is a noble quest,
it is not executed in a way I can support. Although I do not see much
evidence of it at LGHS, Common Core has forced to teachers to instruct
their classes in specific ways– one friend of mine left the school he taught
at because the principal forced him to follow a script that covered only
Common Core material. This does not benefit the student or the teacher;
it traps creative teachers in a box that denies them the chance to expand
on and teach to the best of their abilities. Common Core and Smarter
Balance Testing’s changes to the education system are beginning to level
the academic playing field in America by raising the standard of schooling
for some, while lowering it for others.
The only way for California and other states to improve America’s
schools is to spend more money on them. According to Think Progress,
California spends six times its education budget on its prison budget.
Until its millions of students receive equal attention to its thousands
of inmates, California legislators have no right to force Common Core
Standards and its “Smarter” Balance Testing into the already stressful
educational life of high school juniors.
(Sources: Think Progress, PPIC)

