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			Introduction

			Sight is a basic requirement in many learning environments. Glasses may symbolize intellect; but, may attest to envy and destruction of intelligentsia. Society and culture attempt to criticize subtle and overt annihilative processes through art and other media [1]. Yet, even direct confrontation (e.g., anti-bullying campaigning) has had little effect on vicious resentment of sight and education. 

			Glasses are tools. Children, who wear glasses, may have an advantage. Some individuals may be deprived or deprive themselves of corrective lenses, including contact lenses, to avoid appearing to possess education. Pearl Jam’s 1994 music video “Jeremy” depicts a student, who has trouble seeing the chalkboard [2]. He wants to wear glasses, but as a result of his family’s violence, they castigate his career prospects by denying him sight, and consequently, education [3]. Because he cannot see the chalkboard, he gives an incorrect answer in class [4]. Mental illness (e.g., anxiety) causes him to perpetrate gun violence at school [5].

			Trauma, heredity, and environment are some factors neglected or unrecorded by doctors when persons refuse or are deprived of corrective lenses. Professional processes may be compromised when individuals are pressured to hide impairment. For example, an analysis of nonconsensual insemination may require a professional to know whether a perpetrator or victim was visually impaired.

			Education is necessary to provide treatment. Relationships between sight and education have been discussed by the U.S. Supreme Court. In Williamson v. Lee Optical [6], an optician attempted to disregard doctors’ education. The optician took his argument to the Supreme Court where education requirements were upheld. 

			Rational review was articulated in this case. Rational review is an analytical framework used to decide whether a law is Constitutional in cases that do not raise questions about the First Amendment, substantive due process, or equal protection. It is the lowest standard of scrutiny and applies in most cases. The challenged law prohibited opticians from “fitting or duplicating lenses without a prescription from an ophthalmologist or 

optometrist.” [7]. The Court unanimously held that laws are Constitutional as long as they are reasonably related to a rational government interest. 

			The Court may have helped to protect educated professionals by including “good, hard dicta” [8]. “The Oklahoma law may exact a” professional standard; and thus, “it is for the legislature, not the courts, to balance the advantages and disadvantages of” such a “requirement” because “it might be…a rational way to correct” issues [9]. The law was a rational requirement made by the legislature to protect people requiring corrective lenses and to legislate the significance of education. “An eyeglass frame, considered in isolation, is only a piece of merchandise [;b]ut an eyeglass frame is not used in isolation.…[I]t is used with lenses.” [10] The Court’s dicta was “an attempt to free the profession.” [11].

			In an era when education is associated with violence, and also with problem resolution, implications for sight are sweeping. For example, animals such as white tigers in zoos and deer on protected land, may benefit from additional attention to sight. Those, who continue to value relationships between sight and education, may invite and inspire those, who may have challenged education and sight, instead healthily to participate. 
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