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 Shared D
efinitions 

Reflecting on Pow
er: Personal Prom

pts
 

Reflecting on pow
er is essential, as it is deeply em

bedded in w
ill and 

design. Pow
er is not sim

ply possessing the ability to act; pow
er is also 

connected to the influences behind decisions, intentions, and im
pacts. 

In this w
ay, pow

er is m
ore than a tool. It is a system

 of interconnected 
parts that express values, grant perm

issions, and produce 
consequences. 
 To engage w

ith pow
er, w

ield and distribute it, it is im
portant to 

understand its source of w
here [our] pow

er, [our] intentions, and the 
im

pact of [our] choices on people and the environm
ent. 

 B
efore m

oving into a form
al definition, take a m

om
ent to reflect on the 

follow
ing prom

pts and think about w
hat pow

er m
eans to you. 

➔
​

C
onsider a relationship in w

hich you had pow
er, or w

hen 
som

eone or som
ething had pow

er over you (e.g., fam
ily, 

friends, governm
ent, or w

ork place). W
hat factors (e.g., social, 

em
otional, or environm

ental) contributed to this sense of pow
er 

or lack thereof, and how
 is it show

n? 

  

➔
​

H
ow

 do cultural norm
s, values, and legislative policy influence 

w
ho has pow

er in a society? 

  

6 
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 the inherent role of hum
an em

pow
erm

ent, w
here hum

an fates are not 
predeterm

ined, in a future w
here generative A

I is not inevitable, w
here 

hum
an connection is valued and prioritized.  

  
"It is citizens -- ordinary m

en and w
om

en, determ
ined to forge 

their ow
n future -- w

ho throughout history have sparked all the 
great change and progress.”  

B
arack O

bam
a, 2014, The M

ost Im
portant Title: C

itizen 
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efining Pow

er 
M

erriam
-W

ebster’s definition (n.d.) highlights that pow
er carries m

any 
layers of m

eaning w
hich is reflected in its broad dictionary definition. 

Even if not explicitly stated, the dictionary’s definition reveals that pow
er 

is a system
 spanning m

ultiple dim
ensions: hum

an, relational, structural, 
and ecological, extending beyond any single definition or value. 
 B

uilding on this foundation, this w
ork fram

es pow
er as fundam

entally 
about choice, influence, and control. B

y situating pow
er in these term

s, 
w

e can better exam
ine how

 it operates w
ithin technologies, civic 

system
s, and social policy. 

 Pow
er (noun) 

1 a 
(1) : ability to act or produce an effect 
(2) : ability to get extra-base hits 
(3) : capacity for being acted upon or undergoing an 
effect 

1 b
 : legal or official authority, capacity, or right 

 
2 a : possession of control, authority, or influence over others 
2 b

 : one having such pow
er 

specifically : a sovereign state 
2 c : a controlling group : establishm

ent →
 often used in the 

phrase the pow
ers that be 

 
3 a : physical m

ight 
3 b

 : m
ental or m

oral efficacy 
3 c : political control or influence 
 4 p

ow
ers [plural] : an order of angels 

→
 : see C

ELESTIA
L H

IERA
RC

H
Y 

 5 a : the num
ber of tim

es as indicated by an exponent that a 
num

ber occurs as a factor in a product 
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: o
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 Please see our w
orks cited for som

e starting points on research for each 
of these issues, and note that full explication and detailed exam

ination 
of these costs are beyond the scope of this zine. W

e encourage you to 
investigate these issues, through the links provided, as w

ell as your ow
n 

research. 

Intentions, Im
pact, &

 A
lternative Futures 

O
ur C

losing Thoughts 
 The intersections of disability and A

I are m
ultifold, and have been 

studied som
ew

hat extensively, given the currency of this issue. H
ow

ever, 
it is unclear how

 m
uch of this literature is w

ritten by and for disabled 
individuals, rather than just about them

 from
 a nondisabled point of 

view
 and all the harm

ful biases that can com
e w

ith that perspective. This 
violates a core principle of disability justice and theory w

ork, w
hich 

vehem
ently states that there should be “nothing about us w

ithout us.” 
There m

ust be representation in discussions of how
 this technology 

im
pacts us – real voices belonging to actual disabled individuals and 

com
m

unities.  
 Portions of the literature (M

ankoff et al, Jafry &
 Vosterm

ans, and Foley &
 

M
elese, for exam

ple) call for a future w
ith m

ore equitable uses of A
I, 

w
here “disabled people contribute their perspective and expertise to 

the design of A
I-based system

s” (M
ankoff et al, p. 42). B

ut is the use of 
A

I in the first place equitable? Further, w
e invite you to consider w

hose 
interests are represented, their intentions, and the values they uphold. 
The ongoing erosion of dem

ocratic governance poses direct risk to the 
health and w

ell-being of people and the w
orld’s population. In his 

article, The Im
perative Link Betw

een C
ivic Engagem

ent and Public 
H

ealth: Insights From
 a Form

er U
S Surgeon G

eneral, Jerom
e A

dam
s 

states: “The erosion of civic engagem
ent poses a distinct threat to 

public health. W
hen large portions of the population, especially those 

from
 historically m

arginalized groups, disengage from
 the dem

ocratic 37 

 
2 : of, relating to, or utilizing strength 

plays a pow
er gam

e 
   also : PO

W
ERFU

L sense 
a pow

er critic 
 3 : of, relating to, or being a m

eal at w
hich influential people 

discuss business or politics 
a pow

er lunch 
 D

efining G
eneral &

 G
enerative A

rtificial Intelligence 

W
hat is A

rtificial Intelligence? 

“...the phrase is deployed w
hen the people building or 

selling a particular set of technologies w
ill profit from

 
getting others to believe that their technology is sim

ilar to 
hum

ans, able to do things that, in fact, intrinsically require 
hum

an judgem
ent, perception, or creativity.”  

The A
I C

on: H
ow

 to Fight Big Tech’s H
ype and C

reate the Future W
e W

ant (2025) 

Succinctly explained above, artificial intelligence is a m
arketing term

, 
not a cohesive set of technologies w

ith any shared purpose. A
I is tied 

directly to capitalism
, to products that uber-w

ealthy tech bros m
arket 

and sell to the m
asses, for a variety of purposes and perceived utility.  

 A
rtificial intelligence is nothing new

, and has been used in a variety of 
fields for a w

hile, dating back to the m
achine learning craze. H

ow
ever, 

as D
an M

cQ
uillan w

rites in Resisting A
I, “A

I, as w
e know

 it, is a kind of 
com

puting, but it’s also a form
 of know

ledge production, a paradigm
 for 

social organization and a political project…
W

hatever else A
I is, it is not 

neutral, and neither can w
e be” (p. 2). Sim

ply due to the fact that A
I is 

created by hum
ans it is not objective or “neutral.” A

rtificial intelligence 
is not actually intelligent, nor is it a replacem

ent for hum
an agency, 
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lu

di
ng

, b
ut

 n
ot

 li
m

ite
d 

to
, B

IP
O

C
 c

om
m

un
iti

es
, 

qu
ee

r c
om

m
un

iti
es

, d
is

ab
le

d 
co

m
m

un
iti

es
, a

nd
 w

om
en

, h
av

e 
le

d 
to

 
m

ea
ni

ng
fu

l s
oc

ia
l, 

po
lit

ic
al

 a
nd

 e
co

no
m

ic
 g

ai
ns

. H
ow

ev
er

, t
he

re
 

co
nt

in
ue

s 
to

 b
e 

a 
di

ffe
re

nc
e 

be
tw

ee
n 

po
w

er
 o

rig
in

at
in

g 
of

 a
nd

 fo
r “

th
e 

pe
op

le
,”

 a
nd

 th
e 

ac
tu

al
 s

ou
rc

e 
of

 p
ow

er
 w

ith
in

 th
e 

st
at

e 
an

d 
m

ar
ke

t 
sy

st
em

s 
(W

ei
ne

r, 
20

25
), 

in
cl

ud
in

g 
th

e 
ra

pi
d 

an
d 

irr
es

po
ns

ib
le

 
im

pl
em

en
ta

tio
n 

of
 A

I. 
 A

I a
nd

 th
e 

br
oa

de
r “

B
ig

 T
ec

h”
 in

du
st

ry
 re

fle
ct

 th
e 

in
te

re
st

s,
 w

ill
, 

pr
io

rit
ie

s,
 a

nd
 a

ss
um

pt
io

ns
 s

ha
pe

d 
by

 a
nd

 fo
r t

ar
ge

te
d,

 p
ow

er
fu

l 
in

te
re

st
s 

(K
an

g,
 2

02
5)

. S
in

ce
 A

I i
s 

m
ar

ke
te

d 
as

 a
 to

ol
 b

y 
th

es
e 

st
ak

eh
ol

de
rs

, t
hi

s 
fr

am
in

g 
fo

cu
se

s 
on

 th
e 

un
de

rs
ta

nd
in

g 
of

 A
I a

s 
an

 
ou

tp
ut

 a
nd

 o
ve

rlo
ok

s 
im

po
rt

an
t c

on
te

xt
, a

s 
w

el
l a

s 
th

e 
br

oa
de

r 
ec

os
ys

te
m

 o
f i

ts
 s

ou
rc

e,
 d

es
ig

n,
 a

nd
 in

te
gr

at
io

n 
(N

ew
ke

y-
B

ur
de

n,
 2

02
3)

. 
Th

is
 p

riv
ile

ge
s 

de
ve

lo
pe

rs
, s

ha
re

ho
ld

er
s,

 a
nd

 p
ol

iti
cs

 o
f e

xt
ra

ct
io

n 
an

d 
w

ar
 (S

ch
le

ife
r, 

20
25

). 
 In

 p
ra

ct
ic

e,
 n

ar
ro

w
ly

 fr
am

in
g 

A
I a

s 
a 

to
ol

 k
ee

ps
 th

e 
co

nv
er

sa
tio

n 
ce

nt
er

ed
 o

n 
qu

es
tio

ns
 o

f a
do

pt
io

n 
an

d 
us

e 
(E

is
en

st
at

, 2
02

2)
, w

hi
le

 
di

st
an

ci
ng

 e
ve

ry
da

y 
pe

op
le

 fr
om

 e
ng

ag
in

g 
w

ith
 it

s 
un

de
rly

in
g 

de
ve

lo
pm

en
t, 

th
er

eb
y 

re
in

fo
rc

in
g 

a 
br

oa
de

r d
is

em
po

w
er

m
en

t a
ro

un
d 

te
ch

no
lo

gi
ca

l l
ite

ra
cy

 a
nd

 s
ys

te
m

s 
un

de
rs

ta
nd

in
g.

 R
ec

og
ni

zi
ng

 A
I a

s 
a 

sy
st

em
 o

f p
ow

er
 in

vi
te

s 
a 

br
oa

de
r q

ue
st

io
n 

of
 s

ou
rc

e,
 g

ov
er

na
nc

e,
 

pe
rm

is
si

on
, a

nd
 w

ho
 b

en
efi

ts
. A

pp
ro

ac
hi

ng
 A

I a
s 

a 
sy

st
em

 o
f p

ow
er

 
in

vi
te

s 
pe

op
le

 to
 c

rit
ic

al
ly

 p
ar

tic
ip

at
e 

in
 it

s 
an

al
ys

is
 a

nd
 w

ith
 d

et
er

m
in

in
g 

w
he

th
er

 it
 is

 s
ui

ta
bl

e 
or

 n
ec

es
sa

ry
. 

11
 



 relationships, and connection that m
ust happen w

ith our fellow
 hum

ans. 
These ridiculous and harm

ful expectations punish those w
ith less 

resources, w
ho are often disabled individuals, and force those w

ho are 
struggling to afford therapy and other resources necessary to their 
w

ellbeing to rely on such “free” services like A
I “therapy.” A

s w
e can 

note from
 the exam

ples above, this is a life or death issue.  
 O

rganizational Tools &
 Executive Functioning  

 A
n adm

ittedly com
pelling use case for generative A

I and the tools it 
pow

ers is assistance w
ith the executive functioning that those w

ith 
A

D
H

D
 and other neurodivergent identities often struggle. Tools like 

N
otebookLM

, G
oblinTools, C

hatG
PT, and others purport to assist w

ith 
executive functioning tasks like organization broadly speaking, outlining, 
condensing ideas, and even assisting w

ith academ
ic w

ork by 
sum

m
arizing m

ore lengthy or hard-to-understand texts. It is tem
pting to 

view
 these tools as “cures” for certain sym

ptom
s of A

D
H

D
 especially, 

but it is vital to rem
em

ber that A
I shortcuts this w

ork by skipping over 
the internalization of coping m

echanism
s to deal w

ith the roadblocks 
that A

D
H

D
 can put in one’s path – it sim

ply defers them
. The m

indset of 
“if I just had this one tool, I could ‘overcom

e’ m
y A

D
H

D
” is a dangerous 

one, as it puts ableist strain on the individual, rather than acknow
ledging 

the w
ays in w

hich capitalism
 and society are the driving forces behind 

this pressure.  
 The w

ays in w
hich the use of generative A

I im
pacts our brain 

functionality are still being studied, but recent research from
 M

IT on LLM
 

use to assist w
ith essay w

riting indicates that “over four m
onths, LLM

 
users consistently underperform

ed at neural, linguistic, and behavioral 
levels” (K

os’m
yna). There are significant, “long-term

 educational 
im

plications of LLM
 reliance” w

hich w
ill, w

ithout a doubt, im
pact the 

brains of those w
ho m

ost rely on these tools. W
hile this study did focus 

on essay w
riting, and had LLM

 tools generate essays for that group, this 
nonetheless surfaces serious concerns. 
 O

f course, this is a fraught issue. M
any of us w

ith A
D

H
D

 are unable to 
obtain accom

m
odations in school, let alone the w

orkplace, and so it 
35 

 W
hat A

bout G
enerative A

rtificial Intelligence?  
G

enerative A
I lives under the larger um

brella of “artificial intelligence,” 
and is alm

ost as varied and not cohesive as its parentage. G
enerative A

I 
is a form

 of “type of artificial intelligence that can learn from
 and m

im
ic 

large am
ounts of data to create content such as text, im

ages, m
usic, 

videos, code, and m
ore, based on inputs or prom

pts” (H
arvard 

U
niversity). G

enerative A
I relies on large language m

odels, or LLM
s, for 

short, w
here it harvests patterns gathered from

 an enorm
ous corpora of 

aforem
entioned often illegally obtained original hum

an-produced 
creative m

aterial and w
riting (see the follow

ing section for m
ore details 

on author objections and concerns regarding the use of their creative 
m

aterial to feed A
I).   

 U
nderstanding the intentions of designers (policy m

akers) and their 
solutions is crucial to m

eaningful evaluation. G
enerative A

I technologies 
are designed w

ith priorities and intentions: G
enerative A

I w
ants to 

please you and it is predictive in nature. It cannot be trusted, in m
ore 

w
ays than one, largely because of confirm

ation bias, frequent and 
dangerous hallucinations, and a serious and concerning disengagem

ent 
from

 hum
anity. 

 In the follow
ing sections, w

e w
ill delve deeper into several core 

concerns around generative A
I and its use, providing evidence for our 

argum
ent that the costs of its use significantly outw

eigh its benefits.  

Exploring D
isability 

“The m
eaning of disability, like the m

eaning of illness, is 
presum

ed to be self-evident; w
e all know

 it w
hen w

e see it. 
B

ut the m
eanings of illness and disability are not nearly so 

fixed or m
onolithic; m

ultiple understandings of disability 
exist.”  

A
lison Kafer, Fem

inist Q
ueer C

rip  
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 to
ol

s 
se

em
 h

el
pf

ul
 a

nd
 a

pp
ea

lin
g 

on
 th

e 
su

rf
ac

e,
 li

ke
 th

e 
tw

o 
ex

am
pl

es
 

w
e 

lis
t b

el
ow

, b
ut

 th
er

e 
is

 a
ls

o 
a 

gr
ea

t d
ea

l o
f h

ar
m

 b
ei

ng
 d

on
e 

to
 

di
sa

bl
ed

 in
di

vi
du

al
s 

(a
nd

 o
th

er
s!

) t
hr

ou
gh

 th
ei

r u
se

.  
 A

I “
Th

er
ap

y”
 &

 E
m

ot
io

na
l “

Su
pp

or
t”

 
 Th

e 
fo

llo
w

in
g 

se
ct

io
n 

br
ie

fly
 re

fe
re

nc
es

 s
ui

ci
de

. I
f y

ou
 o

r s
om

eo
ne

 
yo

u 
kn

ow
 is

 in
 c

ris
is

 o
r m

ay
 b

e 
co

ns
id

er
in

g 
su

ic
id

e,
 p

le
as

e 
ca

ll 
or

 
te

xt
 9

88
 to

 re
ac

h 
th

e 
98

8 
Su

ic
id

e 
&

 C
ris

is
 L

ife
lin

e.
 P

le
as

e 
ta

ke
 

ca
re

. 
 A

rg
ua

bl
y 

th
e 

m
os

t d
an

ge
ro

us
 a

nd
 te

m
pt

in
g 

us
e 

of
 A

I f
or

 d
is

ab
le

d 
an

d 
ne

ur
od

iv
er

ge
nt

 in
di

vi
du

al
s 

is
 th

e 
us

e 
of

 A
I a

s 
a 

su
bs

tit
ut

e 
fo

r 
hu

m
an

-t
o-

hu
m

an
 th

er
ap

eu
tic

 in
te

rv
en

tio
ns

 a
nd

/o
r t

he
ra

py
. O

n 
th

e 
su

rf
ac

e,
 th

is
 a

pp
ea

rs
 to

 b
e 

a 
he

lp
fu

l u
se

 c
as

e,
 a

t l
ea

st
 in

 th
eo

ry
, a

s 
m

an
y 

in
di

vi
du

al
s 

w
ho

 c
ou

ld
 b

en
efi

t f
ro

m
 th

er
ap

y 
ca

nn
ot

 a
cc

es
s 

it,
 fo

r a
 v

ar
ie

ty
 

of
 re

as
on

s,
 in

cl
ud

in
g 

co
st

 (W
el

ls
). 

B
ut

, a
cc

or
di

ng
 to

 a
 s

tu
dy

 fr
om

 
St

an
fo

rd
 U

ni
ve

rs
ity

 re
se

ar
ch

er
s,

 th
er

e 
is

 a
 d

an
ge

ro
us

 b
ia

s 
ex

pr
es

se
d 

by
 

LL
M

-b
as

ed
 th

er
ap

y 
se

rv
ic

es
 th

at
 s

tig
m

at
iz

es
 c

er
ta

in
 c

on
di

tio
ns

, l
ik

e 
sc

hi
zo

ph
re

ni
a 

an
d 

ad
di

ct
io

n 
(M

oo
re

 e
t a

l).
 It

 s
ee

m
s 

th
at

 te
en

s 
ar

e 
m

os
t 

at
 ri

sk
 fo

r t
he

se
 fr

ig
ht

en
in

g 
“r

el
at

io
ns

hi
ps

” 
w

he
re

 it
 is

 im
po

rt
an

t t
o 

re
m

em
be

r t
ha

t g
en

er
at

iv
e 

A
I i

s 
no

t t
ra

in
ed

 n
or

 d
oe

s 
it 

in
te

rv
en

e 
w

ith
 

an
y 

co
nc

er
ni

ng
 la

ng
ua

ge
 o

r p
ro

m
pt

s 
on

 th
e 

us
er

 e
nd

 (A
nd

oh
). 

 
In

cr
ea

si
ng

 th
is

 le
ve

l o
f c

on
ce

rn
 a

re
 m

ul
tip

le
 c

as
es

 o
f s

ui
ci

de
 p

ro
pe

lle
d 

by
 u

se
 o

f A
I c

ha
tb

ot
s 

m
as

qu
er

ad
in

g 
as

 th
er

ap
is

ts
 o

r “
em

ot
io

na
l 

su
pp

or
t”

 a
ge

nt
s,

 w
hi

ch
, o

ut
 o

f c
on

si
de

ra
tio

n 
fo

r a
ll 

an
d 

es
pe

ci
al

ly
 th

os
e 

de
al

in
g 

w
ith

 id
ea

tio
ns

, w
e 

w
ill

 n
ot

 d
is

cu
ss

 a
t l

en
gt

h 
he

re
, b

ut
 y

ou
 c

an
 

al
w

ay
s 

do
 y

ou
r o

w
n 

re
se

ar
ch

 u
si

ng
 th

e 
pr

ov
id

ed
 c

ita
tio

ns
 (e

.g
., 

N
B

C
 

N
ew

s,
 A

P 
N

ew
s,

 C
N

N
, a

m
on

g 
ot

he
rs

). 
 

 Th
is

 u
se

 c
as

e 
is

 a
t d

is
tin

ct
 o

dd
s 

w
ith

 a
ll 

of
 th

e 
te

n 
pr

in
ci

pl
es

 o
f d

is
ab

ili
ty

 
ju

st
ic

e,
 b

ut
 e

sp
ec

ia
lly

 th
e 

pr
in

ci
pl

es
 o

f i
nt

er
de

pe
nd

en
ce

 a
nd

 
su

st
ai

na
bi

lit
y 

(S
in

s 
In

va
lid

). 
Th

es
e 

pr
in

ci
pl

es
 e

m
ph

as
iz

e 
ou

r c
ol

le
ct

iv
e 

re
sp

on
si

bi
lit

ie
s 

to
w

ar
ds

 c
om

m
un

ity
 c

ar
e,

 w
hi

le
 re

co
gn

iz
in

g 
th

at
 w

e 
m

us
t 

al
so

 ta
ke

 o
ur

 ti
m

e.
 C

ap
ita

lis
m

 a
nd

 it
s 

re
su

lti
ng

 s
oc

ie
ta

l e
xp

ec
ta

tio
ns

 o
f 

lig
ht

ni
ng

 fa
st

 p
ro

du
ct

iv
ity

 o
ve

r a
ll 

el
se

 e
sc

he
w

s 
th

e 
ca

re
, d

ee
p 
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 W
ha

t i
s 

D
is

ab
ili

ty
? 

 
D

is
ab

ili
ty

 is
 a

 c
on

te
xt

-d
ep

en
de

nt
 te

rm
, a

nd
 it

s 
m

ea
ni

ng
 is

 v
ar

ia
bl

e.
 A

s 
Je

ss
ic

a 
Sc

ho
m

be
rg

 w
rit

es
 in

 th
ei

r i
nt

ro
du

ct
or

y 
ch

ap
te

r t
o 

N
av

ig
at

in
g 

D
is

ab
ili

ty
 in

 th
e 

A
ca

de
m

ic
 L

ib
ra

ry
, “

di
sa

bi
lit

y 
an

d 
ill

ne
ss

 a
re

 s
oc

ia
l 

co
ns

tr
uc

ts
, o

r t
hi

ng
s 

th
at

 e
xi

st
 b

ec
au

se
 p

eo
pl

e 
ag

re
e 

th
ey

 e
xi

st
” 

(2
02

5,
 

p.
 2

). 
 D

is
ab

ili
ty

 is
 n

ot
 a

 b
ad

 o
r d

irt
y 

w
or

d,
 b

ut
 it

 d
oe

s 
ha

ve
 a

 lo
ng

 
hi

st
or

y 
of

 u
se

 to
 s

ub
ju

ga
te

 a
nd

 p
un

is
h 

ce
rt

ai
n 

gr
ou

ps
 a

nd
 in

di
vi

du
al

s,
 b

y 
w

ay
 o

f a
 “

fo
rc

ed
 id

en
tit

y”
 (S

ch
om

be
rg

, p
. 7

-8
). 

W
ith

 th
is

 in
 m

in
d,

 it
's

 
ea

sy
 to

 s
ee

 w
hy

 th
er

e 
ar

e 
se

ve
ra

l d
iff

er
en

t m
od

el
s 

of
 d

is
ab

ili
ty

 th
at

 e
xi

st
, 

in
cl

ud
in

g 
a 

le
ga

l-m
ed

ic
al

 m
od

el
 (w

hi
ch

 is
 w

ha
t t

he
 U

ni
te

d 
St

at
es

 u
se

s 
in

 
th

e 
A

D
A

, m
or

e 
be

lo
w

), 
a 

so
ci

al
 m

od
el

, a
nd

 a
 d

is
ab

ili
ty

 ju
st

ic
e 

m
od

el
 

(a
ls

o,
 s

ee
 b

el
ow

), 
to

 n
am

e 
ju

st
 a

 fe
w

. T
he

se
 m

od
el

s 
ar

e 
w

ay
s 

of
 

ex
pl

ai
ni

ng
 a

nd
 d

efi
ni

ng
 d

is
ab

ili
ty

.  

Th
e 

Le
ga

l-M
ed

ic
al

 M
od

el
  

W
ith

in
 th

e 
A

m
er

ic
an

s 
w

ith
 D

is
ab

ili
tie

s 
A

ct
 (1

99
0)

, a
 p

er
so

n 
w

ith
 a

 
di

sa
bi

lit
y 

is
 d

efi
ne

d 
as

 s
om

eo
ne

 w
ho

 “
(1

) h
as

 a
 p

hy
si

ca
l o

r m
en

ta
l 

im
pa

irm
en

t t
ha

t s
ub

st
an

tia
lly

 li
m

its
 o

ne
 o

r m
or

e 
m

aj
or

 li
fe

 a
ct

iv
iti

es
, (

2)
 

ha
s 

a 
hi

st
or

y 
or

 re
co

rd
 o

f s
uc

h 
an

 im
pa

irm
en

t (
su

ch
 a

s 
ca

nc
er

 th
at

 is
 in

 
re

m
is

si
on

), 
or

 is
 p

er
ce

iv
ed

 b
y 

ot
he

rs
 a

s 
ha

vi
ng

 s
uc

h 
an

 im
pa

irm
en

t (
su

ch
 

as
 a

 p
er

so
n 

w
ho

 h
as

 s
ca

rs
 fr

om
 a

 s
ev

er
e 

bu
rn

)”
 (A

D
A

). 
Th

is
 d

efi
ni

tio
n 

w
as

 w
rit

te
n 

to
 b

e 
qu

ite
 b

ro
ad

 in
 it

s 
us

e 
an

d 
in

te
rp

re
ta

tio
n,

 a
nd

, a
s 

a 
re

su
lt,

 c
ov

er
s 

a 
w

id
e 

ra
ng

e 
of

 c
on

di
tio

ns
, i

lln
es

se
s,

 a
nd

 il
ln

es
se

s 
th

at
 a

re
 

co
ns

id
er

ed
 d

is
ab

ili
tie

s.
 S

om
e 

ex
am

pl
es

 h
er

e 
in

cl
ud

e 
di

ab
et

es
, A

D
H

D
, 

bi
po

la
r 1

 a
nd

 2
, d

ep
re

ss
io

n,
 a

nx
ie

ty
, a

nd
 E

hl
er

s-
D

an
lo

s 
sy

nd
ro

m
e,

 
am

on
g 

m
an

y 
ot

he
rs

.  

Th
e 

So
ci

al
 M

od
el

  
Th

e 
so

ci
al

 m
od

el
 o

f d
is

ab
ili

ty
 d

iff
er

s 
fro

m
 th

e 
le

ga
l-m

ed
ic

al
 m

od
el

 q
ui

te
 

a 
bi

t, 
in

 th
at

 it
 p

ut
s 

th
e 

on
us

 o
nt

o 
so

ci
et

y 
fo

r d
is

ab
ili

ty
. M

ea
ni

ng
, t

he
 

in
di

vi
du

al
 is

 n
ot

 d
is

ab
le

d 
be

ca
us

e 
th

ey
 h

av
e 

a 
m

ed
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al
 c
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di

tio
n 

or
 

ill
ne
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 o

r n
eu
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di

ve
rg

en
ce

, b
ut

 in
st

ea
d 

it 
is

 s
oc

ie
ty

 th
at

 d
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le

s 
be
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us

e 
it 

do
es

 n
ot

 a
cc

ou
nt

 fo
r t

he
 e

xp
er

ie
nc

es
 a

nd
 n

ee
ds

 o
f d

is
ab

le
d 

in
di

vi
du

al
s,

 a
nd
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s 

ro
le

 in
 c

re
at

in
g 

co
nd

iti
on

s 
th

at
 in

te
nt

io
na

lly
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●​

Is there a w
ay to solve this problem

 w
ithout (new

) technology 
solutions? Is it even necessary? 

The Relationship B
etw

een D
isability and 

A
I: “B

enefits” and C
osts  

 A
rtificial Intelligence, including generative A

I, has been m
arketed and 

w
idely discussed as a great benefit to m

any, especially to disabled and 
neurodivergent individuals. It can appear to level the playing field, so to 
speak, by m

aking certain tasks and w
ork m

ore accessible, perform
ing 

the often disproportionately draining m
ental labor of tasks such as 

creating outlines, tim
etables for com

pleting assigned tasks, and m
ore. 

H
ow

ever, reliance on A
I for such tasks has serious consequences, for the 

collective, the individual, and the environm
ent, am

ong others.  
 A

s w
e w

ill discuss below
, use of generative A

I does not line up w
ith the 

ten principles of disability justice, w
hich largely take a collectivist 

approach to disability, lifting up the voices and leadership of the m
ost 

m
arginalized m

em
bers of the com

m
unity. Each of the concerns below

 
w

ill be briefly analyzed through one or m
ore of the ten principles, w

ith 
the goal of illum

inating this schism
 betw

een w
hat is com

m
only 

perceived as a beneficial technology and its actual im
pacts. The use of 

A
I is an individualistic “solution” to collective and individual concerns, 

w
hich, in actuality, benefits none of us.  

Potential “Benefits”: But at W
hat C

ost?  
 There are m

any w
ays that generative A

I has been and continues to be 
utilized by disabled and neurodivergent individuals as a 
self-accom

m
odation of sorts, or, to assist w

ith their functioning in 
day-to-day life through m

aking certain tasks m
ore accessible. A

s V
iolet 

Fox points out in her zine, A
 Librarian A

gainst A
I, or, I Think A

I Should 
Leave, this is a pretty “com

pelling use case” (np). A
dm

ittedly, these 
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 m
arginalize and harm

. There are a great deal m
ore m

odels of disability 
out there in the disability theory w

orld, but for saliency, w
e w

ill focus on 
using the lens of disability justice, w

hich is described in m
ore detail 

below
. H

ow
ever, it is alw

ays helpful to have contextual inform
ation 

about the different w
ays that individuals experience and define 

disability.  
 For m

ore about identifying as disabled, w
e recom

m
end reading Jessica 

Schom
berg’s 2025 chapter, “D

isability as Identity,” from
 N

avigating 
D

isability in the A
cadem

ic Library in full. It’s an accessible and 
inform

ative read, even for those w
ho already em

brace the identity.  

D
isability Justice 

D
isability Justice is a w

ay of thinking about disability that follow
s a 

specific fram
ew

ork that focuses on the intersectional experiences of the 
m

ultiply m
arginalized, like disabled individuals w

ho are also B
lack, 

people of color, w
om

en, and LG
B

TQ
IA

+
 folks, to nam

e a few
 (SJSU

). 
There are ten core principles of disability justice, as created by 
perform

ing arts and activist group, Sins Invalid, in their publication titled 
Skin, Tooth, and Bone: The Basis of the M

ovem
ent is O

ur People. The 
ten principles of disability justice are as follow

s:  
 

1.​
Intersectionality 

2.​
Leadership of the M

ost Im
pacted 

3.​
A

nti-C
apitalist Politic 

4.​
C

om
m

itm
ent to C

ross-M
ovem

ent O
rganizing 

5.​
Recognizing W

holeness 
6.​

Sustainability 
7.​

C
om

m
itm

ent to C
ross-D

isability Solidarity 
8.​

Interdependence 
9.​

C
ollective A

ccess 
10.​C

ollective Liberation  
 Like the legal-m

edical and the social m
odels of disability, disability 

justice is a fram
ew

ork for exam
ining and defining disability. B

ut it is 
im

portant to note that disability identity itself is not fixed, as Schom
berg 
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 p
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 c
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 b
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 p
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W
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r r
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 m
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 d
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 c
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 c
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 d
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 p
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C

an
 I 

se
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it?
 

 
●​

H
ow

 d
oe
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te
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no

lo
gy
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ffe
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um
an
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ps
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 s
oc
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rit

es
: “

D
is

ab
ili

ty
 id

en
tit

ie
s 

ca
nn

ot
 b

e 
ca

pt
ur

ed
 a

nd
 c

on
tr

ol
le

d 
lik

e 
af

fix
in

g 
a 

de
ad

 b
ut

te
rfl

y 
to

 a
 s

pe
ci

m
en

 d
is

pl
ay

 b
oa

rd
. I

n 
fa

ct
, I

 th
in

k 
w

e 
ha

ve
 m

or
e 

op
po

rt
un

iti
es

 to
 c

re
at

iv
el

y 
en

vi
si

on
 b

et
te

r f
ut

ur
es

 w
he

n 
w

e 
w

or
k 

w
ith

 th
e 

co
nc

ep
t o

f d
is

ab
ili

ty
 a

s 
a 

liv
in

g 
th

in
g”

 (p
. 3

). 
In

 th
is

 z
in

e,
 

w
e 

in
te

nd
 to

 u
se

 d
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 p
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 o
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 w
ith technology. Therefore, evaluating the source, the narrative used to 

prom
ote solutions, and the environm

ental context is just as im
portant in 

educating and interacting w
ith technology as understanding the 

technology itself. 

N
arratives of Pow

erlessness: Technofatalism
 

Technofatalism
 can be sum

m
arized as the position that technological 

trajectories are inevitable beyond political steering, and not subject to 
m

eaningful public consent. A
t its philosophical core, technofatalism

 
requires the transfer of pow

er and agency aw
ay and is fundam

entally 
rooted in collective disem

pow
erm

ent. 
 Technofatalists present technology as an unstoppable force and as 
som

ething that sim
ply "happens" to society, rather than som

ething that 
society actively shapes or chooses. These argum

ents depict 
technological developm

ent as predeterm
ined, autonom

ous, and 
im

partial, leaving people pow
erless to influence or control (D

urand, 
2025). This narrative is crafted in such a w

ay that depoliticizes the 
technology industry and A

I. D
epoliticizing A

I benefits technology 
industry leaders, as this discourages w

ider scrutiny of their influence, 
environm

ental im
pact, and societal pow

er. “[Such] a form
 of fatalism

 that 
accepts the current state-of-affairs w

ithout questioning its legitim
acy” 

(D
illert, 2025). 

 B
y denying people agency and their right to m

ake decisions and give 
consent, technofatalism

 underm
ines hum

an autonom
y and agency. It 

fosters a sense of resignation and helplessness regarding the 
assessm

ent, developm
ent and/or integration of m

odern day 
technology-based solutions. A

m
ong people, this w

orldview
 results in 

w
idespread resignation to the negative consequences of technology, 

fram
ing them

 as unavoidable and beyond responsibility or control. 
 It is im

portant to ask: w
ho &

 w
hat b

enefits from
 this p

ositioning
?  

(Spoiler A
lert: technocratic oligarchs and the m

ilitary-industrial com
plex) 31 

 collectivism
 predicted m

ask use. M
eaning that certain states in the U

S 
and cultures w

ith a m
ore collectivist m

indset w
ere m

ore likely to w
ear 

m
asks, recognizing the benefits that cam

e w
ith protecting everyone 

through sim
ple everyday actions.  

Individualism
  

Individualism
 is the m

indset that the needs of the individual take 
priority/precedent over the needs of the collective, or the m

any. This is a 
very A

m
erican m

indset – think of the phrase/ideology that tells 
A

m
ericans that you can achieve the ubiquitous A

m
erican dream

 
(financial and social success and happiness) by “pulling yourself up by 
your bootstraps.” This ideology fails to recognize the very real system

ic 
barriers that m

any individuals face that interfere w
ith one’s ability to do 

just that, like capitalism
, ableism

, hom
ophobia, fatphobia, and m

uch 
m

ore. W
ithin an individualistic culture, you cannot rely on others to do 

w
hat’s best for or w

hat w
ould benefit the m

ajority, often resulting in real 
harm

 to specific groups, like the effects of choosing not to vaccinate 
oneself against C

O
VID

-19 or to w
ear m

asks and how
 that im

pacts 
disabled people in particular. This m

indset m
eans that if an issue or 

problem
 doesn’t im

pact an individual directly, they are unlikely to view
 it 

as real, for them
selves or for others. 

Technofascism
  

In Planning for Em
pire: Reform

 Bureaucrats and the Japanese W
artim

e 
State (2011), Janis M

im
ura describes technofascism

 w
ithin the context of 

w
artim

e Japan: 
 

A
s a m

ode of politics, techno-fascism
 represented a new

 form
 of 

authoritarian rule in w
hich the “totalist” state is fused w

ith the 
m

ilitary and bureaucratic planning agencies and controlled by 
technocrats. It signifies neither the rise of m

ilitarism
 nor the 

reassertion of traditional m
ilitary-bureaucratic rule, but rather the 

ascendance of a new
 group of technocratic leaders w

ho 
operated at the heart of the w

artim
e system

.  
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to social m

edia use to shopping habits. W
ith public institutions 

increasingly incapable of organizing society, the task then falls 
to Big Tech, w

hich gains an extraordinary capacity to influence 
individual and collective behavior. The public sphere is thereby 
dissolved into online netw

orks, m
onetary pow

er is displaced 
into crypto-currencies, and A

rtificial Intelligence colonizes w
hat 

M
arx called the ‘general intellect’, heralding the steady 

appropriation of political pow
er by private interests. 

The w
eakening of m

ediating institutions goes hand-in-hand w
ith 

an anti-dem
ocratic im

pulse – or, m
ore accurately, a hatred of 

equality. 

D
isinvestm

ent and the w
eakening of the public sector, social safety net, 

and of its institutions and critical infrastructure are not accidental failures; 
it is a result of deliberate legislative policy choices, and cultural priorities 
(C

ohen, D
., &

 M
ikaelian, A

, 2021). A
s governm

ent and public interest 
serving institutions becom

e increasingly incapable or unprepared to 
m

eet the basic needs of society, A
m

erica rem
ains vulnerable to 

predatory interests. 
 In this vacuum

, private enterprise along w
ith tech com

panies continue to 
supplant critical civic infrastructure, w

hile profit-driven interests of 
private corporations increasingly dictate the availability of and access to 
the finite resources necessary for global life and survival (G

u, 2023).  
 The situation becom

es even m
ore dire, w

hen one looks m
ore closely at 

the ideological positions m
aintained by influential political and Silicon 

Valley figures, som
e of w

hom
 regard dem

ocratic governance as 
“inherently w

eak”, and argue that “A
m

erican dem
ocracy should be 

replaced by w
hat [C

urtis Yarvin] calls a ‘m
onarchy’ run by w

hat [he] 
called a C

.E.O
.” (M

archese, 2025). The intention of technocrats is not 
sim

ply to establish solutions, but they also seek to possess the m
eans of 

control (Tau, 2024), determ
ine w

ho or w
hat has value, and how

 society 
continues. In its very essence, this is a struggle over governance itself. 29 

 W
hat is Technoethics? 

Technoethics (TE) is an interdisciplinary research area that draw
s 

on theories and m
ethods from

 m
ultiple know

ledge dom
ains 

(such as com
m

unications, social sciences, inform
ation studies, 

technology studies, applied ethics, and philosophy) to provide 
insights on ethical dim

ensions of technological system
s and 

practices for advancing a technological society.  

Technoethics view
s technology and ethics as socially em

bedded 
enterprises and focuses on discovering the ethical uses for 
technology, protecting against the m

isuse of technology,  and 
devising com

m
on principles to guide new

 advances in 
technological developm

ent and application to benefit society. 

W
ikipedia, “Technoethics” 

The adoption of any tool or system
 m

ust be preceded by critical 
evaluation, assessm

ent, and an understanding of broader environm
ental 

context and consequences. Such evaluation provides the necessary 
foundation for ethical evaluation of technology and its social 
im

plications.  

Technoethics, in practice, invites an exam
ination of how

 technological 
system

s distribute and exercise pow
er. It situates technology w

ithin its 
social, political, and environm

ental contexts, rem
inding that every 

design decision reflects values, bias, and consequences. W
ithin this 

fram
ing, technoethics becom

es a m
ethod of environm

ental scanning 
(H

arris &
 B

rooker, 2025) and pow
er analysis (C

om
m

ons Librarian, 2022), 
m

apping how
 system

s, people, and influence interact. 

Technoethics, pow
er analysis, and environm

ental scanning asks to 
exam

ine not only w
hat a technology does, but the conditions that 

enable it to exist: the political incentives, econom
ic dependencies, and 

social narratives that shape its integration. 
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 A
m

erica in View
: Technocratic Rupture of the C

om
m

ons 
W

hen taking in view
 of the current state of A

m
erican society, it is 

im
portant to understand that it is shaped by its history and its policy 

decisions. Through the process of disinvestm
ent, privatization, and a 

governm
ent that consistently fails to address its foundational racial, 

econom
ic, gender, and disability injustices, present-day A

m
erica is one 

w
here basic infrastructure is deteriorating (e.g., roads, railw

ays, w
ater), 

social econom
ic inequality is w

idespread, and hum
an rights are 

increasingly under attack (C
ohen, D

., &
 M

ikaelian, A
, 2021). 

 In a living hum
an w

orld, people’s needs, realities, and aspirations persist 
and deserve to be m

et. A
s the dom

inant global pow
er through the 20th 

and 21st centuries, the U
nited States has long possessed both the 

m
eans and resources (e.g., W

ealth Inequality, n.d.) to realize the 
A

m
erican dream

, a concept popularized by Jam
es Truslow

 A
dam

s in 
The Epic of A

m
erica (1931) and deeply influential in shaping FD

R’s N
ew

 
D

eal policies. A
dam

s defines the A
m

erican D
ream

 as “a dream
 of a 

social order in w
hich each m

an and each w
om

an shall be able to attain 
to the fullest stature of w

hich they are innately capable, and be 
recognized by others for w

hat they are, regardless of the fortuitous 
circum

stances of birth or position” (A
dam

s, p. 404). Yet, its extractive, 
racist, and individualistic policy design norm

alizes w
idespread 

disenfranchisem
ent and m

ass surveillance, w
hile basic hum

an needs are 
increasingly contingent upon “proving one’s w

orth” and subject to 
capitalist extortion at hom

e and abroad (M
elam

ed, 2015). 
 “B

ig Tech’s” dom
inance and “A

I” exploitation does not exist apart from
 

the w
orld; it is, in fact, of the tangible hum

an w
orld and im

pacts the 
m

aterial living conditions of all people and beings (C
raw

ford, K
., &

 Joler, 
V, 2018). It is therefore im

perative to recognize that the present 
environm

ent results from
 past choices, w

ith consequences for the 
planet, for people, and for the w

orld w
e inhabit.  

 Since the N
ovem

ber 2022 em
ergence of C

hatG
PT 3.5 and the 

subsequent deluge of various A
I technologies across the internet and its 

m
yriad of digital platform

s and services, the landscape and positioning 27 

 It is evident that ethical technology assessm
ent goes beyond w

hether it 
w

orks, exists, or possibility, but instead requires a deep understanding 
about its origins, assum

ptions, w
ho benefits, w

ho is m
arginalized, and 

w
hat ecosystem

 (socio-political-econom
ic-environm

ental) it supports or 
incentivizes. 

Pow
er A

nalysis  
The dom

inant narrative around A
I, “B

ig Tech,” and its aim
s are 

intentionally opaque. C
urrent technology system

s, as w
ell as policy and 

narrative, are designed to keep understanding to a few
, relying on 

public disinterest or sense of non-belonging. This positioning 
disenfranchises people and often rew

ards narrow
 incentives and groups 

(D
aub, 2020). In order to m

ake decisions around technology, one m
ust 

be able to analyze influence, consequence, environm
ental context, and 

source. 

W
hat is Pow

er M
apping? 

Pow
er m

apping is a fram
ew

ork for visualizing and analyzing how
 pow

er 
operates w

ithin a system
. U

sed in advocacy, business, legal, and 
educational settings, pow

er m
apping involves m

eaningful reflective 
engagem

ent on w
hat influences can be shaping actions, narratives, 

and/or political behavior. It involves identifying w
ho holds 

decision-m
aking authority, the factors that shape influence, and the 

groups or allies that can support efforts to effect change (C
om

m
ons 

Librarian, 2022). 

Pow
er M

apping: Personal Reflection Exercise
 

Im
agine a situation w

here you or a group needs som
ething and is trying 

to gain approval, resources, or m
ake change. This scenario could be as 

specific as a w
orkplace project, or even trying to influence an em

ployer 
or political leader. O

nce you have chosen your scenario, reflect on the 
follow

ing questions. 
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 Id
entify structural and

 system
ic constraints 

 
●​

Pow
er A

nalysis (G
eneral): Law

s, policies, resources, cultural 
norm

s, or institutional practices 
 

●​
Technoethical Q

uestions: W
hat im

pact does this have on the 
environm

ent? W
hat types of labor (hum

an or otherw
ise) are 

required for this technology to function? H
ow

 is consent 
gathered, and are people displaced and/or m

arginalized? 

A
ttributes of Social Policy 

A
s sum

m
arized from

 H
andbook of Public Policy A

nalysis: Theory, 
Politics, and M

ethods (Fischer, M
iller, &

 Sidney, 2017), public policy 
involves a num

ber of key attributes: 

W
hat is Social Policy? 

●​
Policy is developed in response to issues or problem

s that 
require attention. 

●​
Policy reflects w

hat a governm
ent chooses to do (explicit 

actions) or not do (im
plicit actions) regarding a specific issue or 

problem
. 

●​
Policy m

ay be form
alized as law

(s), regulation(s), or a broader set 
of the rules governing a particular issue or problem

. 

For W
hom

? 

●​
Policy is d

esig
ned

 to serve the p
ub

lic interest. 
●​

Policy is designed to address specific objectives, such as solving 
or m

itigating problem
s. 

W
ho D

ecid
es? (this is w

here the tension lies, isn’t it?) 

●​
Policy is ultim

ately developed by governm
ents (but w

hich 
governm

ents, for w
hom

, and in w
hose interest?) 

25 

 A
ssess cap

acity and
 leverag

e 
W

ho has the resources, authority, role, or social capital to effect change? 
          

Id
entify structural and

 system
ic constraints 

Law
s, policies, resources, cultural norm

s, or institutional practices 
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