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Cell phone policy enforces stricter rules
Chloe  Love
News Editor

As summer comes to a close, 
students begin readjusting to 
their new schedules. No more 
sleeping in or staying up late. 
Th e biggest shock of all: having 
to separate from their fi fth limb, 
the cell phone. With the school 
year starting, a new policy 
arrives at FC regarding students 
and the use of cell phones in the 
classroom. Phones are to be in 
lockdown mode from bell-to-
bell with few exceptions.

Th e planner states that 
“a student may possess a cell 
phone or ECD (electronic 
communication device) 
provided that during school 
hours the device remains off  
and out of sight except during 
non-instructional times. School 
hours are defi ned as from the 
second bell in the morning 
until school dismisses.” Th is, of 
course, is with the exception of 
passing period and lunchtime. 

Th ough this is the rule, many 
students tend to ignore it. Th e 
policy has been re-evaluated 
by staff  and teachers, and 
adjustments have been made 
accordingly.

“Th ere’s no new policy, it’s 
been the same. I guess you could 
say it’s a prioritization that’s 
changed,” said principal Rob 
Willman. “We haven’t changed 
it in the handbook, it still says 
that technically it’s supposed to 
be off  and out of sight with the 
exception of lunchtime. We have 
just prioritized instructional 
time.”

With instructional time 
being the priority of this school 
year, students can focus more 

on class work and less on 
other unimportant things. 

“I think it’ll help the 
students focus more on 
the class at hand, a phone 
is a major distraction. I 
think it can be nothing 
but positive” said student 
development liaison 
Laura Shaff er. 

Phones are a large 
portion of many 
students’ day-
to-day life. 
Limiting the 
use of  personal 
e l e c t r o n i c e 
devices in 
a school 
e n v i r o n m e n t 
allows more time for 
teachers to teach their 
content and help students 
learn and understand the 
curriculum. 

“Some teachers were 
concerned because things 
had gotten a little uneven,” 
said Willman. “We took a 
survey on school climate 
last year, and one of the 
complaints were that it was 
uneven throughout the school.”

Teachers throughout the 
building formed a committee 
to discuss the cell phone issue. 
Instead of tackling it in each 
individual classroom, teachers 
decided on a uniform policy for 
each classroom. 

“It’s gotten worse since they 
loosened the cell phone policy 
over the last few years because 
it used to be you couldn’t have 
your cell phone out at all. You 
could have it before school, you 
could have it after school, but 
you couldn’t have it at random 
times. Once they removed that 
restriction, it trickled into the 
classrooms immediately. So they 

developed this 
committee to discuss our cell 
phone policy and see if there’s 
anything we can do,” said 
English teacher Karen Mayer-
Sebastian. 

Setting a uniform expectation 
was one of the main goals 
teachers wanted to accomplish. 
Having one rule for cell phones 
that each teacher follows is one 
of the main focuses of the cell 
phone policy. 

“Looking at it from both the 
teacher and student perspective, 
if one teacher is really hardcore 
about  what they expect and 
they go to the next where it’s 
the Wild West where everything 
goes, it’s confusing,” said 
Willman. 

T h i s 
confusion is the main reason for 
the reinforcement of the policy. 
Many teachers felt that the 
policy was uneven. However, 
with the adjustments made, 
many teachers feel the issue is 
already being resolved. 

“I think it’s already improving 
it. I hear other teachers talking 
about it as well. 

Phones have not been an 
issue this year, and we think 
it’s because across the board 
teachers are saying ‘don’t have 
your phones out in class,’” said 
Mayer-Sebastian 

Th ough the policy is made to 
do more good than harm, many 
students have mixed opinions 

about it. Some feel that the 
policy is reasonable, while 
others disagree with it. 

“I think it (the policy) was 
reenforced because students 
play on their phones in class; 
however, if they want to fail 
class it’s their choice,” said 
senior Harper State. “If a 
student wants to be on their 

phone and not learn, 
that’s on them.”

Students 
can see the 
purpose of 
the policy, 
many of 
them just 
are not 
e c s t a t i c 

about it. Th ey 
feel that the 

policy is strict; however, 
many of them are already 
used to it. “Some people took 
advantage of the lax cell phone 
policy and created a problem 
in school because they can’t 
put their phones away,” said 
senior Elizabeth Melton. “I see 
why the school is enforcing 
the policy, but I don’t like the 
strictness. I use my phone for 
educational reasons, and now I 
can’t do that.”

As the year progresses, 
the policy will become a part 
of daily routine and natural 
behavior. Th e ultimate goal 
is to provide students with a 
healthy and progressive learning 
environment.

“Th is is an eff ort to move 
in the direction where we’re a 
little more consistent because 
students react better when 
things are consistent and they 
know what the expectations 
are in every classroom,” said 
Willman. 
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