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Speech Supporting Cell Phone Restriction
Greetings concerned parents and faculty members. I stand here today in support of the school’s policy that requires students to turn their cell phones off during class. This is because the initiative is not grounded on limiting freedom but is focused on facilitating a learning environment that upholds academic integrity, respect and focus. Although some parents and students have raised their concerns about the policy, it is crucial to critically evaluate the perspectives and address biases that influence their argument.
Bias in the Letters
Each letter that opposes the policy contains various viewpoints that exhibit biases. The first letter argues that the policy is an infringement on liberties which implies that the restriction is oppressive. Such an implication portrays a slippery slope fallacy which suggests that a minor or simple rule will result into loss of rights. The letter also indicates confirmation bias since the letter views the risk of loss of freedom instead of considering the benefits of a classroom without distractions as it is the tendency to favour information that is consistent with one’s preference (Suzuki & Yamamoto, 2021).
The second letter is from a student that supports the initiative. Despite their perspective aligning with the school’s position, the student does not acknowledge other student’s concerns regarding the use of the phone for communication or schedule organization. Such an action demonstrates personal bias which argues that an individual’s experience dictate their perspectives and ignores other people’s concerns (Shah & Bohlen, 2023). 
Letter three expresses trust in the authority and dismisses public opinion terming it as emotional and ignorant. This indicates authority bias where individuals assume that figures of authority make suitable decisions (Güner Gültekin, 2024). For this reason, the third letter does not evaluate or question the rationale behind the organization’s policy. 
Perspectives and the Influence
Perspective is a view through which people react and interpret issues. Each of the writers has personal values and experiences that have shaped their position on the policy. The first writer has placed priority in individual rights while ignoring institutional regulations, resulting into their views that restriction is authoritative.  On the other hand, the second writer holds education important than any other issue, making them to accept the policy as it enhances academic integrity. The third writer has unconditionally placed their trust in authority figures which prevents them from evaluating the policy. Understanding such perspectives will help to acknowledge how personal values can shape various opinions. However, critical thinking requires us to objectively evaluate policies by weighing both concerns and benefits. 
Fairness in the School’s Proposal
The policy set by the school is reasonable and fair because it does not take away students’ phones permanently but simply asks them to turn off during classes to minimize distractions. Such a rule is not different from other rules that emphasize order in school settings such as preventing disruptive behaviours during class. The policy does not also deny students from entirely using their devices but mandates that they put it off during classes so that they can focus on learning. 
Counterarguments to the Letters
In response to the first letter, the writer needs to understand that the policy will not violate civil liberties. This is because schools always have rules focused on maintaining order such as dressing according to the expected code among other behavioural expectations. Similar to how some workplaces limit phone use especially during meetings, classrooms should also have a distraction-free environment. Despite education being valuable as writer two suggests, not all students can agree to the policy. However, students should learn about time management and self-discipline in addition to checking their schedules before class without being disrupted with the lessons from phone use. Writer three trusts authority even though blind acceptance is not advisable. This is because the public’s complaints should be acknowledged and proposed policies evaluated based on their merit. The school therefore has reasons as to why it is pushing for the policy as it will help prevent distractions. 
Recognizing my Bias
It is crucial to acknowledge that I also have a bias that lies towards a structured learning environment. However, my stance has evaluated and considered both sides even though one side is beneficial for the students. Contrary to the first letter, I may not assume authority is bad neither could I accept the policy like the writer in the third letter. Instead, I support the need to balance between collective responsibility and individual freedom. 
The Role of Critical Thought in Perspective
Critical thought allows for individuals to move beyond their perspective and reaction and into considering multiple angles of a specific issue. Without critical thought, perspectives could remain one-sided and rigid. Further, critically analysing the policy will ensure individuals see that benefits outweigh the negatives and issues can be addressed by accommodating each person’s concerns. Therefore, the policy could be amended to allow students to use their phones between classes.
Conclusion
Turning off the phones during class is necessary and fair as it allows maintaining a conducive environment for learning. Despite there being concerns about civil liberties and accessibility, they do not outweigh benefits associated with increased focus and reduced distractions. Ultimately, the policy allows for a well-structured class, which is crucial for academic success. 
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