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Kylie Jenner promotes ableism in magazine photoshoot
by Cole van Miltenburg
Sports Editor

Kylie Jenner received well-deserved backlash after she was shown posing in a gold,
antique-looking wheelchair in a photoshoot
for Interview magazine released on Dec. 1.
The pictures embody discriminatory ableist
ideals that inaccurately portray disabilities,
as well as treat disabilities as something
fashionable rather than as the reality of
what they truly are.
Kylie Jenner is far from the first to discriminate against the disabled;
America has a long history of ableism, which is discrimination against
those with physical or mental disabilities in favor of able-bodied people.
Being subject to ableism is a frequent occurrence for those who have
a disability, and although it does not get as much media attention
as LGBTQ or racial rights, it also involves discrimination and hurtful
stereotypes. The strong presence of ableism in America stems from the
1950s, when the US government mass-institutionalized nearly 600,000
mentally disabled people against their will and subjected them to a
variety of cruel treatments. The government has since created laws
to protect the physically and mentally disabled, but they are still
frequently discriminated against, whether it be a physically disabled
person denied access to a building or a mentally disabled person
harassed at his or her job.
People in our society are branded as abnormal because of physical or
mental disabilities. Whether intentional or not, it has become normal
for us to use language that discriminates against the mentally disabled;
words such as “psycho” or “lunatic” have a negative connotation, and

so do labels such as “that deaf girl” or “that paralyzed boy.” These
labels actively oppress and generalize the affliction of people with
disabilities, solely judging them for their physical or mental condition rather than treating them as individuals and human beings.
Harmful words and labels sequester them from what is considered
normal. Stereotypes and generalizations contribute to the way in
which they are represented inadequately; Kylie Jenner’s photoshoot
is a prime example.
The photoshoot promotes an ableist set of
ideals for a variety of reasons. One of these
reasons is that physical and mental disabilities
are already portrayed wrongfully in the media;
they are rarely featured, and if so, their roles are
often portrayed by able-bodied actors. Secondly,
Kylie is contributing to the media’s inaccurate
portrayal of disabled people when she pretends
to be one. If Interview magazine wanted to take
pictures of someone in a wheelchair, then they
should have photographed someone who is actually confined to a wheelchair in order to give a
proper representation as to what life in that state
is actually like.
Judging from the pictures, it seems that
Kylie decided to use a wheelchair as an attempt
to look “edgy” or “retro.” She appears to be
wearing heavy makeup, a small latex dress, and high heels. Kylie
is using a wheelchair as something to contribute to her aesthetic
and is glamorizing disabilities. Therefore, she is disrespecting the
reality of physical disabilities that many people struggle with for

their whole lives. In her interview for the magazine, she added that the
wheelchair is a metaphor for how she feels and that she is limited by
her fame. What she does not realize is that when she does this, she is
exploiting someone’s disability for her own personal use. It is extremely
inappropriate and naive for Kylie to compare her fame to a wheelchair,
as there is no correlation between an overprivileged teenager and a
person living with a disability. She has no idea about what it is like to
be physically disabled, and using a wheelchair as a
metaphor to complain about her personal problems
is extremely disrespectful.
Although Kylie might not have intended to
offend so many with this photoshoot, she should
have at least used common sense before presenting
herself to the world in a wheelchair. Her naïveté is a
good example of why it is so important to educate
people about ableist issues. Unfortunately, if you
asked most people today what “ableism” means,
they would not know. Being educated about ableism
means that one can understand more about disabilities and avoid contributing to the discrimination
that is so rampant in our society today.
A wheelchair is not merely a prop or fashion
statement that can be escaped after a one-hour
courtesy telegraph
photoshoot; it is a reality and daily struggle for
many. It is beyond unfair that Kylie Jenner can sit
a wheelchair and be seen as fashionable, whereas those with actual
disabilities have been marginalized by our society throughout history
for something that they did not choose to have.
(Sources: hercampus.com, The Daily Mail, The Independent UK)

Don’t judge college choices Appreciate your education

by Sophie Comeau

Web Editor

Seniors are beginning to receive acceptance and rejection letters from universities.
A few people already
know where they will
be attending school
this coming fall; others
will make a decision in a couple of months.
Some people attend more prestigious and
well known universities than other people do.
Understandably, many people take pride in the
institution they will attend in the fall; however,
some people degrade the value of other people’s
universities simply because they aren’t wellknown schools.
People need to remember that a college
education is a college education. Not everything
should be based on the name of the school. A
person is entitled to attend whichever university
he or she likes best, not necessarily the one
which has the better reputation. In the end,
the only thing that matters is that he or she
earns a college degree from a school that he or
she is proud of.
As judgemental and competitive teengagers,
we tend to belittle others and try to make ourselves seem better by comparing our choice of college to other people’s choices. More people
talk about the fact that someone is going to Stanford or
Harvard than San Jose
State. In fact, the
people who posted
that they would be
attending a more
prestigious school, such as
the first two listed above, on
the “LGHS College Decisions
2016!!” page received more
likes than those who posted
they would be attending less
prestigious universities.
Reality check, people:

going to Berkeley or going to Chico State should
be seen as equally amazing opportunities. Going
to college is flat out fantastic, regardless of the
school to which you are headed.
Furthermore, a four-year university straight
out of high school is not for everyone. Going to
a community college may be the best choice for
some. Who cares what others are doing; if they
need to attend West Valley College or Foothill
College first, then they should do just that. Both
of my parents went to community college before
attending a four-year university where they both
received master’s degrees.
If somebody wants to be a mechanic and
needs to attend vocational school, then he or
she should do that. The world needs mechanics
just as much as it needs engineers, and certain
people who are arrogant about their choice of
university should not degrade other people for
not doing exactly what they are.
Don’t look down upon a person’s dream
school just because it isn’t one of the top
schools in the nation. Don’t apply to a school
solely because it is well-known. Too much pressure is placed on the entire college process.
Any school can be great; it matters what you
do when you get there. Going to Yale is a large
accomplishment, but it doesn’t equate to lifelong
success. Ultimately, successful people share
one common trait, and it’s not their alma
mater: all successful people demonstrate
hard work and motivation. In 20
years, it is possible that a classmate who was supposedly much smarter than
an
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everyone and went to
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Yale will work for the kid
who went to Santa Barbara
City College and transferred
to UCSB.
Yes, a degree from a very
prestigious university is a
wonderful thing, but either
way, everything will work
out. Ask my parents; they
are doing just fine.

by Lauren Sanders
Opinion Editor

It is not uncommon
to hear LGHS students
commiserating in the
quad about how much
they’d “rather be anywhere but here” or
how much they “HATE
this school.” Although
school can definitely be a drag, LGHS is an excellent place to receive an education in comparison to
almost every other public high school in the area,
if not the state. It’s sad to see so many privileged
students complain about LGHS because there are
kids who would kill to have the quality of education and teaching staff
that we are lucky enough
to have.
By law, every minor is
required to attend school. Yes,
the education system is flawed
and stress-inducing. However, since
we must go to school, we should
appreciate the fact that the school
we are being forced to attend happens
to be an outstanding place to get an
education in preparation for college
and future careers. It’s one thing to
complain about school in general and the way
the education system is organized; that’s a valid
concern. Nonetheless, complaining about specifically having to attend LGHS is inconsiderate and,
frankly, ignorant.
A few common complaints about LGHS are that
it’s not very diverse relative to other schools and
that students here are “fake.” The lack of diversity
is disheartening, but it does not deeply affect the
quality of education students receive. It’s not the
school’s job to dictate your friend groups; if you
desire to immerse yourself in other cultures, you
absolutely have the opportunity to do so outside
of school. Similarly, who you choose to spend your
time with is up to you, so if you’re feeling annoyed

about an abundance of “fake” people at LGHS, you
have the freedom and opportunity to surround
yourself with people whom you deem “real.”
One downside that I admit comes with attendance at LGHS is extreme pressure to succeed
academically. This is an issue that is common in
high-achieving schools, especially those in the Silicon Valley. However, it’s something that will almost
inevitably accompany an environment that aims to
breed success. So, it’s a trade-off: you can wish to
go to a less fortunate school with a generally low
success rate (barring occasional exceptions) in turn
for escaping the majority of the academic pressure
found in schools such as LGHS. Alternatively, you
could embrace attending a school with a sufficient
amount of money, many opportunities, an excellent teaching staff, and an overall
very high success rate, even though
you are subject to omnipresent,
yet largely escapable academic
pressure. Whether or not you wish
to attend a different school is up
to you, but we don’t have much
of a choice, so the latter option is
your best bet.
We here at LGHS have privileges that other students at less
fortunate and less successful
L. Sanders
schools will never have. While LG
has its flaws, we need to be more appreciative of
the academic excellence of our school and take
less for granted. Let me make something clear: we
didn’t earn it. We don’t deserve to go to a successful school any more than a homeless teenager in
Los Angeles. It just so happens that our parents
are able to live in LG and send their children to
a great public school. We didn’t work for this, so
we must acknowledge that we have every reason
to be grateful for the advantageous position we
ended up in. Make the most of the opportunities
that have been handed to you instead of wishing
for something else, and use these advantages to
your benefit as opposed to using them as an excuse
to complain.

Censorship masks realistic consequences of violent acts

by Neil Lugovoy
National Editor

Once when I was playing a violent video
game, an adult I knew walked into the
room and commented on how bloody the
game was. I replied that I could turn off
the blood, but he said not to because he
was an emergency room surgeon and said
that in real life there is quite a lot of blood.
Modern media features gunfights, explosions, and gratuitous car crashes; plenty of people are critical of that.
I don’t mind the content, but I think that
it should be portrayed accurately.
TV shows like CSI, NCIS, and Law and
Order often feature characters shooting at
each other or getting shot. They glorify
this violence by lessening the consequences of gunshot wounds. Usually main
characters can keep fighting, running,

or giving their monologues after getting shot, but this is not what
happens in real life. To begin with, there is much more blood than is
depicted in media, and in reality, victims often die or pass out because
of blood loss. Additionally, in real life bullets don’t always get stuck in
people like they do in media where they can easily be removed with
a pair of tweezers by a supporting character. Bullets are designed to
either fragment into multiple tiny pieces or produce gory exit wounds
that are larger than the entrance wounds. People usually crumple
and fall over when they are shot, defecate themselves, and scream.
Movies often feature fiery explosions to attract young viewers
and ticket sales. The prolificness and impotency of explosions has
desensitized viewers to their dangers.
In movies, the explosions are depicted
as fires that can be outrun or survived with a few burns, but in reality
they are much more deadly. Explosions launch nearby objects outwards
which then slice through people and
courtesy wikimedia commons
harm them. These projectiles, called

shrapnel, can travel faster than sound and be hundreds of degrees
Fahrenheit. Movies rarely depict this deadly aspect of explosions and
instead show actors surviving shockwaves with a picturesque fireball
in the background.
Educational programs also fail to depict the inherent gore associated with the acts they try to discourage. When I took my driver’s
education course online, it never showed a picture of a person who
was killed in a car crash or a video of a collision. The main objective
of the course is to prevent people from crashing into each other and
obeying safety rules, but if they haven’t seen the destruction that
car crashes can cause, they won’t take them as seriously. In real life,
even low-speed car crashes can kill people or cause permanent harm.
In real life, people who don’t wear their seatbelts can be flung from
a car so fast that their flying body parts can kill bystanders. If media
companies want to display violence or car crashes, they have to be
willing to show the gore that is associated with them. Leaving this fundamental quality of violence out glorifies violence and downplays the
horrors and psychological tolls that come with committing violent acts.
(Sources: Wired, Vice, New York Times)

