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he rage is boiling inside you; your 
fingers are twitching, your legs are 
shaking and you just want to fly up 

from your seat, clench your fists or pull 
your hair and yell at the top of your 
lungs: DEAL WITH IT! 
 
But who are you yelling at? Is it the 
unscrupulous politicians or the greedy 
big businesses? The polluting factories or 
the girl drinking from a plastic straw? 
The immigrants? Mexicans? The EU?  
 
We have a tendency to turn towards 
scapegoats as soon as something goes 
wrong, but this issueôs theme ñDeal With 
Itò is not about pointing fingers: it is 
about trying to understand the 
misunderstood and it is about realising 
what we can do about it ourselves. 
Tatianaôs article suggests some small 
lifestyle changes we can make to reduce 
our plastic waste, Emily reminds us that 
local efforts matter even in worldwide 
issues and Chantal urges us to stay 
hopeful even when it looks dark.  
 
This is what we need Two Zero One for! 
This year our team has grown larger than 
ever, filling each issue with even more 
ideas that would never have crossed our 
minds otherwise. We have introduced the 
different sections to ensure that there will 
always be something for everyone, but I 
also encourage you to step outside your 
comfort zone. Perhaps have a flick 
through the Literature & Culture section 
even if you are a diehard scientist; do 
check out Barisô AI article even if you 
think youôre more of a romantic-novel-
kinda-guy.  
 
If you are interested in joining our team as a writer, illustrator, marketing 
expert, brainstormer ï drop me an email at 15VZhangWei@bromsgrove-
school.co.uk or come along to our meetings in Futures on Tuesday lunchtimes 
at 1:25.  

 
Finally, as you move through this issue, I 
suggest you keep in mind the following 
advice from Hans Roslingôs Factfulness: 
 

 ñLook for causes, not villains.ò 

mailto:15VZhangWei@bromsgrove-school.co.uk
mailto:15VZhangWei@bromsgrove-school.co.uk
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If you are interested in joining our team as a contributor or editorial designer, please 

email us at: 

201@bromsgrove-school.co.uk 
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ñA sociopathò. This doesnôt sound good. One probably associates this word with severe mental 
health problems, and it wouldnôt surprise me if the image of a serial-killer pops up in your mind. 

Surely, anything similar to the lifestyle of a sociopath cannot be good life-advice.  

This article may change your mind. 

A 
chieving acceptance is a very 
prominent part of life. In my 
opinion, one cannot persevere 
without fully understanding 

and accepting their current situation. We, as 
humans, do not get to choose what we are born 
into. When people use this as an excuse and 
convince themselves that it would be "too hard" 
to get out of their current situation, it stops 
them from achieving their goals. Therefore, 
acceptance is an important skill that we need to 
acquire in order to be happier when we make 
decisions regarding the future. 

 
Acceptance does not mean having to learn to 
like what you don't already. When youôre 

involved in a relationship or friendship, you 
may come across something you dislike about 
the other person or their actions. Your next 
automatic move might be to try change that one 
thing so that it meets your satisfaction. 
However, change is hard to establish. Some 
people have lived in a certain way their whole 
life, so changing that one small thing about 
them might even mean changing their entire 
personality. Acceptance doesnôt necessarily 
imply learning to like that one thing, but by 
resisting and rejecting it, we create undue 
suffering. Rather, by accepting, you are 
choosing to allow it to be there when you know 
you cannot change it.  

 

LET IT BE? 
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Self-acceptance is also essential, if not the most 
important. Everyone has that one thing they 
want to change about themselves. For example, 
one may not be pleased with their physical 
appearance; they think they are either too fat or 
too skinny. You first have to permit yourself to 
be as you are, feel what you feel, or admit youôve 
experienced what you've experienced without 
creating unproductive shame or anxiety; 
allowing yourself to feel a certain way will 
encourage change. If you are really that 
bothered with yourself, exit the stage of denial, 
and face the fact that this is the way you are, 
then try to change. Denial is when you refuse to 
accept the truth, thus either think there is 
nothing wrong with you or that it is not your 

fault that something is what it is. But you are 
the master of your own body. No one can force 
you to lose weight; you have to make this 
decision on your own. If not, you can embrace 
your insecurities and find confidence in doing 
so. 

 
Acceptance is a skill that I had to learn, but it 
helped me become a better friend. Recently I 
fell out with one of my friends because she had 
a negative attitude towards something I did and 
found offence in it. She then confronted me 
about it and called me a bad friend for not 
considering her perspective. I was annoyed 
because I couldnôt understand why she was so 
upset and why she couldnôt see my side of the 
story ï until I realized that I had to accept the 
fact that I couldn't do anything to change her 
mind. Some people are very stubborn and it is 
tough for them to admit they're wrong. Instead, 
I told her that if she doesn't want to be my 
friend because of what I did, I wouldnôt force 
her to. But I also told her that I would always be 
there for her if she needed anything since she 
had never done anything that would encourage 
me to break our friendship. Being patient and 
acceptant was the right thing to do; it proved to 
her that I was sorry and willing to make up for 
what I did. To me, losing a close friend is worse 
than giving in and admitting that I might be 
wrong. 

 
However, acceptance does not mean that you 
can't work on things. Acceptance is 
misperceived as a sign of apathy; some might 
even say that acceptance is a form of giving up. 
But I can assure you that this is not the case. 
Acceptance is a skill that you need to practise to 
master, but practising acceptance does not 
mean refusing to generate a change. If we 
cannot tolerate something, we do have to 
change it as it is not contributing positively to 
our well-being.  

 
Acceptance is moving forward. How can you 
move forward in your life? 

 
 

Ioana V 
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A 
s the ósnowflake generationô, we 
are told that we are over-
sensitive, that we cannot expect 
to be protected from anything 

unpalatable.  
 
In regard to emotion, there is no such 
thing as ótoo muchô. It is through 
emotions that humans have empathy, 
have love. I refuse to believe that 
emotions just serve the purpose of 
clouding our judgement and making us 
vulnerable. We werenôt given emotions to 
hide them away and numb ourselves; we 
were made to feel. We must feel to 
interact with everything around us, to 
avoid danger and to remind ourselves that 
we are alive.  
 
ñLove is the essence of our very existence; 
we are love and love is within us." 
 
I remember being afraid when I was 
younger, afraid of the monsters lurking in 
the dark. As I grew older, I started 
realising that the darkness was actually 
within the monsters, and that we, 
ourselves, were becoming those  monsters 
that I had once been afraid of.  

 WITH IT 
Dealing 
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I refuse to accept that we are the 
monsters and how hateful this world 
is. I choose to be the one that slays 
the them by projecting love into this 
world.  
 
óBe the change you want to see in the 
worldô, they all say, whether itôs about 
poverty, inequality, government 
corruption or climate change. Some 
days, it may feel like the only 
direction to go is down, as if 
everything is irreversible. But we 
cannot fight a raging forest fire with 
gasoline.  
 
We shall not deal with this cynical 
world with hate. 
 
Getting bitter and negative doesnôt 
diminish evil. Rather, it multiplies it, 
adding deeper darkness to a night 
already devoid of stars. Darkness 
cannot drive out darknessïonly light 
can. Hate cannot drive out hateïonly 
love can. 
 
 
As the ósnowflake generationô, we 
shall not be seen as fragile and 
sensitive. Instead, see us as the hope 
for change in this world, the light that 
will drive out the darkness.  
 

Chantal W 



у 

A 
rticle 13 has pervaded the internet for 
a while now. You might have learned 
about it from the news or social 
media sites, most likely from 

YouTubers reciting the various negative aspects 
of this new law, also known as the ñmeme banò. 
It came into existence following the fiasco of 
repealing Net Neutrality, which was meant to 
allow service providers to block and censor 
online content. The internet seems to be 
crashing down all around us with new laws 
restricting and óaggressivelyô shaping the digital 
world in favour of the government and 
corporations. Is this really the case? 
 
The UK citizens aware of the issue may wonder: 
ñHow would this apply to us? If Brexit succeeds 
then, surely, we would no longer be bound by 
EU laws. Right?ò This is not entirely true. The 
two year buffer given to countries to properly 
establish laws in compliance with this directive 
might allow the UK to go unaffected. However, 
considering the UK was one of the 19 nations 
who supported the law and the desire of 
multinational companies to maintain continuity 
across the European continent, potential 
lawmakers may choose to implement laws for 
this initiative regardless of Brexit.  
 
To gain a greater insight into the ban, we must 
delve into its history. The last modern copyright 
law was passed more than 12 years prior to the 
new developments, so what caused this unusual 
spike of legal activity? The President of the 
European Commission, Jean-Claude Juncker, 
was elected into office in 2014. He believed that 
implementing a Digital Single Market would 
create job-opportunities and thus went about 
planning legislative steps. The law had to be 
approved by European Parliament and the 
Council of the European Union. The first draft 
of the directive, known as the Directive on 
Copyright in the Digital Single Market, was first 

issued on 14th September 2016. The directive 
entered into force on June 7, 2019, but EU 
countries have a two year period to introduce 
laws supporting this. 
 
The controversy of this Directive lies in Article 
13 which requires content sharing platforms to 
implement restrictions on copy-righted content. 
However, this in itself is not the main problem. 
It is a biased narrative headed by Google that 
has been the main catalyst for the web-wide 
uproar in the content-creator community in 
response to Article 13. 
 
The official documents of the European Union 
claimed that ñparties facing difficulties related 
to the licensing of rights when seeking to 
conclude an agreement for the purpose of 
making available audiovisual works on video-on
-demand services may rely on the assistance of 
an impartial body or of mediators.ò Therefore, if 
a content creator faces problems in licensing 
with YouTube or other major for-profit web 
hosts, the latter has to cooperate and resolve the 
issue. In other words, YouTube can no longer 
ban videos indiscriminately, which has been a 
highly valued right in their regard.  
 
In fear of losing it, YouTube has decided to act 
against these terms. Though that is technically 
legal, it remains concerning. Through extensive 
lobbying, they have successfully manipulated 
the views of the public. In recent months, 
Article 13 was extensively covered by most 
sources of mass media as a catastrophe. Emails 
sent to content creators kick-started the large 
backlash against the Article; facts given were 
deliberately misrepresented to create a bigger 
effect. In turn, content creators have 
unknowingly contributed to the escalation of 
misinformation through social media. With 
such attention given to this issue, the mass 
media was obliged to discuss it in detail. 

Article 13: 
Something to óDeal Withô or EUôs attempt to 
make the internet a óBetter Placeô?  
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However, as often is the case with complex 
legal issues, insufficient research was 
conducted, resulting in articles based on 
false rumours, mistaken by journalists for 
factual evidence. 
 
This seems a serious issue with possibly 
disastrous outcomes, so why did YouTube 
decide to pursue this path? The answer is 
Content ID, the technology behind it. In 
simple terms, Content ID allows Google to 
judge violations of YouTubeôs policies, for 
example excessive nudity, copyright or 
inappropriate references that offend 
minorities. The technology is based on 
artificial intelligence and machine learning 
and aims to identify specific videos and 
perform four kinds of functions:  
 
 
¶ Demonetising the video, so that 

the creator receives no income 
from it through YouTube. 

 
¶ Banning the videos which violate 

YouTubeôs policies. 
 
¶ Giving a strike to the channel in 

violation, which is a system of 
punishment that places 
restrictions on the content 
creator to deter further offences. 

 
¶ Submitting the video in question 

for review to moderators, who 
will decide whether the video is 
perfectly acceptable, or whether 
one of the actions above are 
required. 

 
 
While these tasks may seem wholly 
beneficial, their real world practice has 
caused various difficulties for content 
creators, especially for those with a smaller 
audience and influence. This is because 
YouTubeôs AI and machine learning 
algorithm is not technologically advanced 
enough to identify videos that violate their 
policy with a small enough margin of error. 
As a result, large percentages of videos get 
banned, removed or demonetised by 
mistake, resulting in loss of revenue for 
innocent creators who are financially reliant 
on their platform. The flawed ñcopy-strikeò 
system has played into the favour of large 
corporations, since it is now ambiguous how 
much content needs to be used in order to 
justify copyright-striking a video, especially 

for music videos which borrow instrument 
samples from companies. YouTube worsened 
the situation by initiating little to no 
communication with the affected content 
creators. This is exactly what the EU 
attempts to sort out by giving content 
creators a chance to fight for their content 
both inside and outside of court to save time. 
 
The imperfect Content ID has sparked 
another issue. The EU relies heavily on the 
web hostsô ability to fully control the content 
posted on their pages to allocate part of the 
creatorsô income to the rightful owners of the 
content featured. However, the sort of 
technology suitable for the task is still in 
development and will not be ready within the 
next few years, throughout which the EU is 
trying to establish their laws. During the 
confirmation process, the lawmakers realised 
their error and changed the term ñcontrolò to 
ñmake their best efforts at controllingò. This 
is one of the key differences, which should 
maintain the relative freedom of the internet 
while also allowing creators to earn the profit 
that they deserve. 
 
Fortunately, some sites such as the BBC and 
The Verge have carried out thorough 
research to avoid considerable bias. A 
Lawyer from Linkslater was interviewed by 
the BBC to explain the significance of the 
bill. Since the bill has not been fully 
implemented into law, there have not been 
any cases yet and thus no basis for legal 
precedent. ñBroad and ambiguous termsò 
within the Directive (as with most EU laws) 
are likely to create uncertainty for 
companies. However, until the boundaries 
have been tested, the true consequences of 
the directive remains to be seen. 
 

Max O and Matthew C 
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T 
he issues our climate currently faces are 
ones Iôm sure youôre all too aware of. I 
could simply reel off facts and figures 
which point to the indisputable conclusion 

that our planet is warming; or I could lecture you on 
what the causes and effects of these changes are. But 
by doing that I would be doing nothing more than 
insulting your intelligence. Itôs a simple equation 
really, one which all of us are familiar withé when 
greenhouse gas is released into the atmosphere it 
causes less of the sunôs rays to be reradiated into 
space, meaning the global temperature rises. 
Simple. This rise in temperature causes a plethora of 
climatic problems which not only negatively impact 
animal species, but also the most intelligent 
organism on earthé humans. 

So, the virus infecting our planet is simply a surplus 
of greenhouse gas, and the antidote? To reduce 
greenhouse gasses. But with this clear solution laid 
out in front of us, we humans (with our highly 
developed prefrontal cortex allowing us to think 
rationally and solve complex problems) not only 
continue to churn out greenhouse gas, but increase 
the rate at which we do this, despite the clear 
detrimental impacts and implications this has, thus 
demonstrating that as a collective we show a 
complete disregard for global warming. But why? 
Everybody is aware of the problems, capable of 
understanding them and recognising the solution to 
them. Everyone is set back by these problems, which 
range in severity from increases in food prices as 
crops are harder to grow due to droughts, to 
Californians losing all their possessions in the blaze, 
to the 103 people who never made it out. Therefore 
the question as to why more isnôt done to combat 
global warming seems an obvious one to ask. For 
each individual the answer differs, but I will try and 
cover the reasons the most prominent and powerful 
members of society, as well as average people, do so 
little to combat global warming.  

Weôll start with arguably the most powerful man on 
the planet, the president of America. Whatever your 
opinion is of Mr Trump he is a human being and 
therefore by definition he has a brain ï despite what 
his critics may think. My opinion is that nobody is 
ignorant enough to see the logical evidence in front 
of them and then form an honest opinion that 
climate change is a myth, due to our intelligence as a 
species. So the fact the President staunchly denies 
climate change, defying the scientific consensus, 
arises some suspicion. An example of this dubious 
behaviour was the way he acted following the 
Californian fires, where instead of acknowledging 
that the fires happened as a result of extreme 

weather caused by global warming, he claimed the 
fires were so devastating due to the fact the forest 
floor hadnôt been raked. Reading between the lines 
of these statements allows us a step closer to 
answering the question at hand ï they divert the 
cause away from climate change. Donald Trump 
does this as he is a Republican so therefore holds 
American industry close to his heart. And Trumpôs 
beloved American industry is dominated by non-
environmentally friendly sectors such as Americaôs 
oil and gas extraction. So therefore, if the President 
of the country in which environmentally damaging 
industries thrive comes out saying that these 
industries cause major problems, the American 
economy would decline as these industries would be 
forced to shrink in order to reduce global warming. 
This would mean not only Trump losing money 
himself due to his involvement in business, but also 
he would lose votes and in turn power as he would 
no longer be obeying his ñAmerica firstò mantra ï he 
would be saying ñclimate firstò. Of course I am in no 
way questioning Mr Trumpôs morals by suggesting 
that sacrificing the climate and the environment in 
order to keep him in power with his pockets lined is 
a good trade-off for him, but maybe itôs something 
to consider. So perhaps money and power, with 
their ability to warp leaderôs integrity and cause 
them to turn a blind eye to the environmental and 
the human impacts of their actions, are part of the 
reason why so little is done by the president. The 
same idea can be applied to large corporations. 
Ultimately, the number one aim of their CEOs is to 
make money, and considering the environment in 
decisions will greatly reduce their profits as 
environmentally friendly methods are almost always 
more expensive than environmentally damaging 
methods. Therefore the cost of the product would be 
raised. As a result, companies are forced to not 
consider the environment in order to remain 
competitive. Now weôre beginning to understand 
why some of the most powerful people do so little to 
help the climate. 

Trump is an extreme example of a climate change 
denier and not all world leaders adopt the same 
stance as he does. However, if a government of a less 
developed country did want to help their country 
become more environmentally friendly, it is unlikely 
they would be able to do so ï such is the economic 
cost of environmental care. Say, for example, this 
government wanted to improve the quality of life of 
its citizens in order to maintain popularity and 
therefore maintain power (which is the aim of any 
government), it would do so by investing tax payerôs 
money into schools, healthcare and infrastructure 
which would improve the quality of jobs citizens can 

Why more isnôt done to 
ñdeal withò global warming 

10 
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obtain, their life expectancy and the economic 
output ï as every geography teacher would tell 
you. This would use up all the governmentôs 
limited budget, meaning if measures were put 
in place to make the country more eco-friendly, 
such as using Hydro Electric Power instead of 
fossil fuels to make electricity (which would 
reduce the carbon footprint of the countryôs 
electricity production) the funding would have 
to come from cutting back on the quality of life 
improving investments, as the cost of building 
and maintaining the dams is far greater than 
simply burning fossils fuels, as the Belo Monte 
dam in Brazil, for example, cost $19 billion just 
to construct ï money which many poorer 
governments do not have spare. And thus, 
these governments are unable to do this as 
they cannot justify denying their citizens 
education or healthcare in the name of the 
ógreater environmental goodô as the matter of 
their citizens welfare in the here and now is 
more pressing for them than the welfare of 
future generations. Knowing this allows us to 
understand why lesser developed counties do 
little to help the environment.   

Now letôs move from international leaders and 
corporations on to a smaller scale. Just your 
average Joe ï as individuals do we act in ways 
which care for the environment? Letôs use 
recycling rates as our measure of 
environmental friendliness. In the UK only 
around 40 % of waste is recycled, but studies 
show 80% of rubbish in our bins can be 
recycled or composted. This is a problem as it 
causes a linear economy to form, where raw 
materials are extracted, used then dumped and 
new materials must be extracted for the 
process to continue. This results in more 
mining and deforestation, landfill, as well as an 
increase in energy usage as factories require 
more energy to produce the new materials. All 
of this is clearly bad for the environment, so 
why do we as individuals not do more to try 
and recycle, and care for the environment? The 
answer lies in the aphorism ñno snowflake in 
an avalanche ever feels responsibleò. This 
means that the average personôs role in 
worsening climate change (by not recycling, or 
making decisions at the expense of the climate 
like flying more) are justified by them due to 
the fact their role is such a miniscule one, and 
the problem is so big that our choices will have 
no impact. This line of thinking is tempting as 
it allows us to relieve our guilt by deflecting the 
blame away from ourselves; while at the same 
time provides us with an excuse to take the 
easier options, which are often the 
environmentally damaging options such as not 
recycling (which requires some degree of 
effort). Even if people do wish to make an 

effort to help the environment, it can 
sometimes be very difficult for them as it 
comes with a cost, just like it does to 
corporations. For example, buying locally 
grown food is more expensive than buying 
imported goods, but it is better for the 
environment as less fossil fuels must be burned 
in transportation. So some average people do 
little to help the environment as a result of a 
failure to take responsibility, or simply due to 
the fact that doing is costly and therefore 
undesirable. 

So how can you help? There are the obvious 
ways like recycle more and turn off lights 
youôre not using and buy products with 
sustainability labels like the FSC logo 
(increasing demand for sustainable products ï 
making it profitable for companies to consider 
the environment), but there are slightly less 
obvious ways too. Firstly its vital to avoid the 
idea that you have no responsibility for the 
global warming crisis, whether itôs due to the 
small scale of impact you have, or because 
others are already doing the work for you. If 
everybody adopted it then the situation weôre 
in would become even worse as nobody would 
take action to reduce global warming, like 
Greta Thunburg raising awareness of 
environmental issues through speeches and 
school strikes, despite being 16 and having no 
responsibility for the climatic situation. There 
are of course many other ways to help the 
environment, which I implore you to do. But 
the good news is pressure from the 
international community due to protest groups 
like the óExtinction Rebellionô and óSchool 
Strike for Climateô are beginning to shift global 
focus towards helping the climate. There will 
be sympathetic and receptive ears in politics 
who will then advocate change, providing we 
encourage them to do so. If everybody does 
their bit domestically, while governments do 
their bit internationally then there is hope for 
positive change. After all we canôt allow our 
governing bodies, who are fundamentally 
present to serve us, to make decisions which 
are detrimental to our future. And now that we 
understand why people donôt act in ways 
beneficial to the climate, we can work to try 
and reverse habits and opinions to make the 
world a better, more sustainable place. 

By Oli O 
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D 
ifferent drugs affect your 
body in different ways. You 
might start using drugs 
without considering the 

harm they do to your body; you might 
think drugs won't become a problem 
because you are only a ñcasual userò. 
But then you start taking more, you 
build up a tolerance to its effects, and 
you start requiring larger and larger 
doses to obtain them.  
 
There is one drug which we take every 
day without realizing how much we 
harm not only ourselves, but also 
everyone around us, including Earth 
and nature. Itôs in everything ï from 
food packaging to furniture ï and itôs 
almost impossible to imagine our lives 
without it. We all know its name: 
plastic. 
 
Even though we might defend plastics 
as a necessity, we canôt deny that itôs 
killing creatures, and nature itself. I 
feel like there is no need to tell you 
about all the horrible consequences of 
non-biodegradable plastics; the 
problem we have with environmental 
issues is that, even though we all know 
they kill turtles and poison the land, we 
donôt do anything. We assume that if 
we donôt do it, someone else will. It 
wouldnôt be a problem if you were the 
only one buying water in plastic bottles 
and cookies in a plastic wrap, then 
putting it all in a plastic bag. However, 
it becomes a problem when thousands 

and thousands of people do it, 
offloading their responsibility onto 
othersô shoulders. We make one-off 
purchases, without even realizing it, 
and one-off is almost the definition of 
plastic: food packaging, take-aways, 
coffeeôs to-go, free carrier bags. One-off 
things last for a moment. We donôt 
even consider how after a hundred 
years, when we will have ceased to 
exist, the disposable cup from your 
coffee still hasnôt. When you, as a 
consumer, buy plastic, youôre sending a 
signal to the business saying that you 
want more of it. Itôs a pleasure to see 
that many companies have realised the 
drawbacks of plastic and now try to 
reduce it. Fruits and vegetables are sold 
without packaging and stores are 
charging for plastic bags, instead 
providing reusable bags, eco-fashion ï 
but it is still in our hands to influence 
the future even more. Every human on 
Earth has the responsibility to manage 
the footprint that they leave. 
 
It takes time to change habits, but as I 
said: fulfilling our responsibility to help 
our planet starts with changing 
ourselves. 

 
 

 

 

 

 

The Deadliest Drug 
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Reuse 
 

Buying a tumbler could be a 
good idea, but only if you use it 
more than once. Also, a small 
tip from me: in most caf®s you 
can get a discount if you have 
your own cup or thermos! 
Reusable things such as 
tumblers or shopping bags can 
be considered long-term 
investments. 

Here are five 
principles of 
 responsible 

consumption you 
can follow: 

Repurpose  
 

Behind this word hides a huge 
potential for art. You donôt 
have to be a DIY-god to create 
new purpose for unwanted 
stuff, but you can always apply 
some creativity in, perhaps, 
creating a sustainable bag from 
your old clothes or even using 
them for your art project. 

Reduce 

 
This should be applied to your 
consumption in general. If you 
can consume less in any area, 
do it. For example, you 
probably donôt need 10 jeans ï 
a few pairs of them will be 
enough.  

Recycle 

 

The most obvious one, yet one 
that we often ignore. Looking up 
your local recycling place is a 
matter of a few seconds; there 
are even some special maps for 
that! Remember that anything, 
from yesterday's newspaper to 
your old phone, can be an 
important source of materials. 

Refuse 
 
Sometimes our spontaneous 
buying habits make us buy 
clothes that we donôt wear, food 
that we donôt eat, and presents 
that the receivers donôt need; all 
too often, we become victims of 
marketing and advertising. Next 
time youôre about to buy 
anything, question yourself 
whether you really need it, or 
whether itôs just another waste of 
your money. 

  Tatiana M 
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Humans of  

BROMSGROVE 
HOW DO THEY DEAL WITH IT? 

How do you deal with the 
pressure of A-levels and 
being a first team athlete? 
 
  

As vice captain of the squash 
team, I can get quite nervous 
before games, so I use a 
technique called mental 
rehearsal to calm my nerves 
before them. I also find that 
spending time with my friends 
takes my mind off things. At 
home I have a pet hamster 
which helps me deal with my 
loneliness as an international 
boarder. 
  

Daniel Grove 
LOWER SIXTH STUDENT 
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How do you deal with running a 
House with both day and 
boarding students? 
  

Itôs like running two Houses in one! Of 
course many problems arise, but at the 
end of the day they are all just teenage 
girls. Also, it is definitely more 
interesting and challenging and 
certainly a lot harder than running just 
a day or just a boarding House! Itôs 
important to be able to think on your 
feet and deal with problems as they 
arise. 
 

Mrs Astill  
OAKLEY HOUSEMOTHER 

How do you deal with catering 
for different nationalities ? 
  

I try to get an understanding of the 
requirements of each nationality 
and work out their likes and dislikes 
by talking to them, then weôll try to 
put together our menus based on 
the information Iôm given. The 
catering manager also goes around 
the Houses and speaks to everyone 
to listen to studentsô preferences.  
 

Steve 
CATERING STAFF 
 

Eloise B 


