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PRO AND CONS SCHOOL UNIFORMS

CONS CLAIM AND DATA

CONS WARRENTS

1. Uniforms can restrict freedom of Expression
World Metric .org reveals that 60% of students reported
feeling that uniforms stifle their ability to express their
individuality
Pro 12

2. School uniforms may or may not affect academic

outcomes
The effectiveness of school uniforms in improving
academic outcomes is debated. Statistics show that
schools with uniforms did not show statistically significant
improvements in test scores or academic performance
compared to those without.
Pro 2
3. Uniforms costs can be a potential financial burden
on families
35% of American parents feel that uniforms did not
adequately address socio-economic difference and in some
cases highlighted them. School uniform cost anywhere
from $25 to $500 a year more per year.
Pro 9
4. Uniforms may delay a student’s transition to
adulthood
Pros and cons school uniform blog states uniforms delay
the ability to make personal choices.
Pro5o0r2
5. There's potential for bullying from other schools
without uniforms
National Institute for school safety state 30% of students in
uniformed schools reported being targeted by students
from schools with different dress codes
Pro3

6. School uniforms vs Dress Code
Pros and cons school uniform blog states the dress code
allows more personal freedoms than uniforms.

Pro 6

7. Student dislike uniforms.

University of Neveda survey states 90% of middle school
students dislike uniforms.
Pro 4

Final Say
The benefits of school uniforms stand out more clearly
when weighed rationally. While it's true that uniforms can
limit personal expression and might add some cost for
families, these drawbacks are relatively minor. On the
other hand, the advantages like creating a stronger sense
of community, reducing distractions, simplifying daily
routines, and helping to reduce peer pressure related to
clothing, make a lot of practical sense. This along with the
safety it provides schools and students makes choosing to
make uniforms mandatory a no brainer.

1. Uniforms can restrict freedom of Expression

Therefore School uniforms can limit student's freedom to

express themselves through their clothing. Many students

see clothing as a form of personal expression

2. School uniforms may or may not affect academic
outcomes

Therefore the effectiveness of school uniforms in

improving academic outcomes is debated. Evidence

suggests that while uniforms might reduce distractions,

they do not necessarily enhance academic performance.

3. Uniforms costs can be a potential financial burden
on families

Therefore rather than eliminating socio-economic

disparities, uniforms can sometimes highlight them.

4. Uniforms may delay a student’s transition to
adulthood

Therefore uniforms might delay student’s development of

personal clothing choices which is an important part of

growing up and learning decision-making skills.

5. There's potential for bullying from other schools
without uniforms

Therefore Students in uniforms might become targets for

bullying from peers in schools without uniform policies.

The visibilities of uniforms can make students stand out,

which may attract unwanted attention from students in

non-uniformed schools.

6. School uniforms vs Dress Code

Therefore Uniforms make it easy to manage what

students wear by having everyone wearing the same,

while dress codes allow more freedom, but can

sometimes cause problems with fairness and personal

expression.

7. Students dislike uniforms

Therefore if students don’t like they are more likely start

disliking school all together.




PRO AND CONS SCHOOL UNIFORMS

PROS CLAIM AND DATA

PROS WARRENTS

1. School uniforms help deter crime and improve school
safety

Institute of education sciences state school uniforms

experienced a 30% reduction in crime compared to those

w/o

Con 5

2. Uniforms help students focus more on learning

National Center of Safe Supportive Learning uniforms lead to

a 7% increase in performance

Con 2

3. Uniforms can reduce peer pressure and bullying

National Association of elementary schools reveled a 70%

lower level of bullying

Con 50r6

4. Uniforms Boost school pride and student unity

Education week saw an increase of 15% participation in

school events linked to school spirit

Con 4
5. Uniforms can improve Attendance and Student
Discipline

American School health association 12% increase in
attendance and notable decrease in disciplinary issues.
Con 4 or

6. Uniforms are easier to enforce than a dress code

The education policy analysis achieves, uniforms policies
experienced a 20% reduction in dress code violations.

Con

7. School uniforms prevent display of gang colors
National Institute of Justice saw a reduction of 25% decline
in gang related incidents.

Con 6

8. School uniforms make morning routines simpler
Journalist Source say schools saw a 10% improvement in
student punctuality.

Con 4

9. Uniforms will help families save on clothing

National Center for Research on Education research found
that families saved on average of 5150 per child per year.
Con3

10. Uniforms help create a positive school image

NCRER found that students in uniforms were rated 15%
higher in terms of respect by teachers

Con5or7

11. Uniforms make it easier to spot intruders on campus
University of Nevada, Reno shows that school with uniforms
saw a 20% increase in the identification of non-students.
Con 5

12. Uniforms can support free expression in other ways
Research Gate Papers says, 85% of students reported being
able to express themselves through accessories and
hairstyles even with uniform policy in place.

Conlor7

1. School uniforms help deter crime and improve school safety
Therefore uniforms makes it easier to identify students and spot
outsiders, preventing unauthorized individuals from blending in with
the student body. This can be a huge deterrent to potential criminal
activities in schools

2. Uniforms help students focus more on learning

Therefore when students wear uniforms they are less distracted by
their clothing and more likely to concentrate on their studies.

3. Uniforms can reduce peer pressure and bullying

Therefore one of the significant benefits of school uniforms is their
ability to reduce peer pressure and instances of bullying related to
clothing. By creating a level playing field, uniforms minimize the
visible economic disparities between students.

4. Uniforms Boost school pride and student unity

Therefare when all students wear the same attire, it fosters a
collective identity and a feeling of belonging which contributes to a
stronger sense of school pride and unity.

5. Uniforms can improve Attendance and Student Discipline
Therefore uniforms policies create a more structured environment
that encourages punctuality and adherence to school rules. Which
is why implementation of school uniforms often leads to improved
attendance and discipline.

6. Uniforms are easier to enforce than a dress code

Therefore enforcing a uniform policy is generally simpler than
managing a detailed dress code. With a clear and consistent
standard, teachers and administrators spend less time addressing
dress code violations.

7. School uniforms prevent display of gang colors

Therefare, uniforms can effectively reduce the display of gang colors
and insignia, which helps prevent gang-related conflicts within
schools.

8. School uniforms make morning routines simpler

Therefare with a set uniform there is less time wasted on deciding
what to wear which can contribute to better punctuality.

9. Uniforms will help families save on clothing

Therefore over time uniforms can be more cost effective than
buying a variety of clothes. Although the initial purchase can be
substantial, uniforms reduce the need for a large wardrobe.,

10. Uniforms help create a positive school image

Therefore students in uniforms are often perceived more positively
by teachers and peers. Uniform can influence how students are
viewed, leading to a better social interactions and academic
experiences.

11. Uniforms make it easier to spot intruders on campus
Therefore uniforms help staff easily identify students and
spot intruders on campus. This increased visibility can
enhance overall security by ensuring that only authorized
individuals are present.

12. Uniforms can support free expression in other ways
Therefore despite wearing uniforms, students can still express
their individuality through accessories and personal touches. This
flexibility allows students to maintain a sense of personal style
while adhering to a dress code.




PRO AND CONS ARMING TEACHER'S

PROS CLAIM AND DATA

PROS WARRENTS

1. It gives a classroom a fighting chance during a
lockdown situation.

A school Superintendent Ryan Burns of the

Northwestern Area school district in South Dakota

stated, we're 20 minutes from any police force

being able to respond to an event, which is why we

decided to move forward.

Conlor2

2. Arming teachers would bolster school security

Future of working leadership and career blog states

The Parkland situation showed that SRO’s or

security officers might not be overly reliable either.

Con 6

3. School district can save a lot of money by
arming teachers.

Future of working leadership and career blog states

The cost of hiring one armed security guard in the

United States in approximately 550,000 per year.

Con 5

4. Parents can still have the final say in most
school districts.

Future of working leadership and career blog states

Most schools require at least 80 hours of training in

the use of force, evidence of weapon pro efficiency,

first aid certification, and the over-all legality

concerns before going before the school board for

approval,

Con 4

5. We have evidence that it works.

According to New York Daily news there have been

at least six school shootings that were halted

because of the presence of a swift armed defender.

Con 3

6. Most shooters kill themselves when
confronted by an armed defender.

Future of working leadership and career blog states

that active shooters often take their own lives once

an armed person confronts their behavior., It is one of

the biggest ways to stop an active shooter.

Con 1

7. It doesn’t have to be an all-in or nothing
proposition.

Arming teachers isn't a fix all, but along with

stronger gun control, and mental health services

gun violence should go down.

Con7

1. It gives a classroom a fighting chance during a
lockdown situation.

Therefore if a teacher has a classroom of 20 students

who are trapped with an active shooter at their door,

the presence of a firearm can help save lives. Even in

a best case scenario, it may be 2-4 minute before the

first officials arrive at the school to confront the

shooter. A teacher could react much faster.

2. Arming teachers would bolster school security

Therefore our schools are not as strong as they need

to be from a security standpoint with the emphasis on

gun violence that we see each year, which is why

arming teachers would bolster school security.

3. School district can save a lot of money by arming
teachers.

Therefore a lot of school districts found that they

could train and arm a lot of their teachers for the

same price and hence save a lot more money with a

lot more security.

4. Parents can still have the final say in most school
districts.

Therefore, If parents don’t like the idea of having

armed teachers in the classroom or on campus, then

most jurisdictions allow families to work towards

putting the issue to a voter referendum. This gives a

way for parents to override this issue.

5. We have evidence that it works.

Therefore with actual proof that having armed people

around saves people, arming teachers should be

allowed.

6. Most shooters kill themselves when confronted
by an armed defender.

Therefore an armed teacher would be able to

confront an armed person sooner and save lives.

7. It doesn’t have to be an all-in or nothing
proposition.

Therefore we can arm teachers, but also work

towards strengthening gun laws to keep guns out of

the hands of those that shouldn’t have them. Our

goals should include programs to ease community

issues that lead to school shootings in the first place,

such as mental healthcare initiatives, crime reduction

efforts, and anti-bullying campaigns.




PRO AND CONS ARMING TEACHER'S

CONS CLAIM AND DATA

CONS WARRENTS

1. The presence of a gun raises the likelihood of its
usage.

Multiple studies show that when a firearm is present

anywhere, even in the home it is more likely to be

used as a weapon,

Prol&2

2. It provides the school shooter with more
ammunition,

The leadership blog states Between 2008-2017 the

Trace discovered that almost 1800 guns were

reported lost or stolen by law enforcement in the

United States, including four fully automatic

submachine guns.

Pro 1
3. Teachers could target their students in the
classroom.

Research by Gl Ford’s has found that there has been

at least 65 different publicly reported incidents of

guns being mishandled at schools since 2014.

Pro 7

4. It creates a situation where teachers could be
forced to carry a gun.

Gallup surveyed teachers and 58% of teachers sated

they would feel less safe if certain teachers were armed,

while only 20% said they would feel safer.

Pro 4

5. Teachers are responsible for the cost and training
of their rearm.

The leadership blog states there’s evidence to show that

school district and teachers already complain they don't

have enough money to provide adequate education for

their students.

Pro 3

6. It places the school and the teacher into a position
of liability.

The leadership blog states, Three out of five teachers

already say that they are stressed out, rating their

mental health as being “not good.”

Pro 5

7. Teachers would be placing their lives at risk from
multiple sources.

The leadership blog. There has been multiple incidents

of the armed person trying to protect people being shot

by police.

Pro 2or5

You GOV. stats state 29% of parents strongly oppose

arming teachers, while only 22% support strongly.

1. The presence of a gun raises the likelihood of its
usage.

Therefore given those facts the likelihood of arming

teacher and no matter how well they are trained

there is going to be an incident of the gun getting into

the wrong hands or if being used incorrectly by the

teacher.

2. It provides the school shooter with more
ammunition.

Therefore, that reality means having a gun in every

classroom increases the risk of a school shooting

rampage to last longer than it should.

3. Teachers could target their students in the
classroom.

Therefore due to so many incident of teachers either

mishandling their guns, or of teachers misplacing

them the most common being guns being left in the

bathroom, teachers having guns could end up hurting

the students their sworn to protect.

4, It creates a situation where teachers could be
forced to carry a gun.

Therefore even those who support the arming of

teachers say any thought of forcing an individual to

carry a gun should be off the table. When the idea of

forcing teachers to carry guns students actually say

they feel less safe.

5. Teachers are responsible for the cost and training
of their rearm.

Therefore who is going to pay for these teacher to

buy guns, ammunition, and training, is it teachers. The

money spent of firearms is money not spent on books

or supplies.

6. It places the school and the teacher into a
position of liability.

Therefore giving a gun to a teacher to use in a

triggering situation causes problems. Even one

teacher snapping is a risk we shouldn’t take. This level

of responsibility is asking too much of teachers.

7. Teachers would be placing their lives at risk from
multiple sources.

Therefore, not only would teachers be at risk from

that school shooters themselves, but when the police

arrived they wouldn’t be able to determine who the

armed assailant is and who are the armed teachers

and might end up shooting a teacher by mistake.
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