
Phase III comments sent to choice@bostonpublicschools.org Oct. 18-Dec 12 
 

Here are emails sent to choice@bostonpublicschools.org offering comments on the various proposals 
and process since the last update on October 17.  
 
Note: we have removed some personal information (such as names or job titles) and specific 
comments about individuals. Otherwise, the responses have not been edited. Basic questions, such as 
“what time is tonight’s community meeting?” are not included here. 

 
I am the parent of two children at the Early Education Center at the Fifield, a newly-formed, 
vibrant, inclusion K0/K1 school in South Dorchester.  Both are typically performing 
kids.  My family is thrilled with the program and the teachers.  Marie Mullen, the principal is 
an excellent leader with a strong background in early childhood education.  She has a lot of 
big ideas for the school and seems to be realistic about implementing them.  We especially 
value the inclusion aspect of our school since we strongly believe that all children benefit 
from learning in an inclusive environment.  Kudos to BPS for developing this program! 
 
I'm concerned about what's next for our family.  My son will move on to K2 next year along 
with many of his classmates but where will they go?  Most likely out of their proposed Home 
Zone since many of the nearby schools don't have additional K2 seats. 
 
As a next step I'd like to propose that BPS move the K0/K1 classrooms from the Henderson 
and the Lee to the EEC Fifield. Early childhood education is vastly different than elementary 
education and the Fifield is best equipped to serve this young, inclusion population.  More 
K2 seats can then be added to two of the most highly chosen schools in the immediate area.   
 
Also, since both the Henderson and the Lee are inclusion schools they become excellent, 
logical pathways for the Fifield kids.  This should be implemented in the 2013-14 school 
year to allow children access to an inclusion school in their home zone rather than a 
placement out of their zone, especially in cases where younger siblings are involved. 
 
I'd also like to propose that BPS continue the inclusion EEC model in all zones thereby 
creating programs that best serve 3 and 4 year olds while increasing K2 capacity in quality 
schools.  There is so much good evidence to show that learning in an inclusive community 
creates students who are comfortable with differences and skilled at dealing with 
challenging issues.  Moreover, there is also strong evidence to suggest that early education 
programs benefit brain development and help children to succeed in school as they 
mature.   
 
Please take seriously these suggestions as you finalize the new school assignment 
plan.  Thank you for your consideration and I am interested in your feedback. 
-- 
just pick a plan and implement the change already. There has been more than enough input 
and discussion about this process. 
-- 
Summary: 
1)      The potential savings and reallocation of the transportation budget is undeniable; this 
arduous task is welcomed. 
2)      Throughout the process changes must phased in with careful recognition and 
preservation of what within the current system and its schools is successful in the education 



of the whole child.  
3)      The Josiah Quincy Elementary School is the essence of what’s working successfully 
within BPS and makes Boston a terrific place to raise a family. 
4)      Currently-enrolled students must be grandfathered, and, Walk Zone and Sibling 
Priorities must be preserved and strengthened with students guaranteed a seat in their 
neighborhood school. 
5)      A new school is needed to serve the Back Bay, Beacon Hill, & Fenway neighborhoods. 
  
Statement: 
We believe, like education itself, school choice is a noble cause.  We believe it creates a more 
competitive and productive educational environment. We believe Boston’s public schools 
are rich in diversity of academics, missions, and opportunities and that every student and 
family - especially those serious about academics - should have the opportunity to break 
thru barriers of zoning and economics to pursue their best-suited education.  As a city-
committed family we are keenly aware of the broad experiences Boston has to offer; we see 
the positive impact in our children every day.  
  
But we also believe families need not have to “roll dice” for a school, they should have a 
clear understanding and guarantee of primary school placement in a neighborhood where 
they currently or plan to live.  It is in BPS and its students’ best interest to implement a 
system that encourages and retains committed, involved, and community-minded families 
like those you've been meeting within these forums, not one that continues to drive them 
away to the suburbs. 
  
After enduring a long, angst-ridden enrollment process, our family is fortunate to enjoy the 
public education beacon that is Quincy Elementary, a place as much a community as it is a 
school with staff, families, and city-wide partners alike investing in our children as much as 
we do as parents.  It is the essence of makes Boston such a great place to raise a family.  We 
strongly believe any radical and immediate shakeup to its constitution would destroy 
something working so beautifully.  It’s important to note that among all BPS proposals not 
one includes the Quincy School in a South End neighborhood zone despite 1) the South End 
is arguably the second biggest feeder neighborhood behind Chinatown, and 2) the South 
End has experienced the largest family explosion in this city at a reported 47% over the last 
decade. With no other elementary school currently in the Back Bay or Beacon Hill, and 
Fenway High now dark, we believe there is dire need of a new school to serve the 
“downtown” neighborhoods. 
  
We believe, for ease of transition and an eye toward success, it is absolutely imperative that 
- as BPS and others have proposed - 1) currently-enrolled students be grandfathered, and 2) 
that changes be gradually phased in city-wide by 2014/15.  This allows families and 
administrators adequate time to prepare for their future as well as for all to assess the 
relative success or failure of the new system.  We believe the Walk Zone and Sibling 
Priorities must be preserved, strengthened, and guaranteed, and that careful attention be 
paid to residency fraud so families who actually & legally live within their zone receive the 
placement they deserve.  We must consider progressive ideas like extended school days and 
the "parent compact group” proposal.  And we believe our city's varied neighborhoods and 
partnerships can further the development of pilot, magnet, and mission-oriented schools 
where students can thrive in unique and vibrant learning environments regardless of zone. 
  
Above all we believe we must identify and build upon all that is currently working 



effectively for the academic success of our students and involvement of our families - 
specifically Quincy Elementary as a whole, and, the many positive student placements city-
wide.  We all believe the potential savings and reallocation of the transportation budget is 
undeniable, and we are thankful that you have undertaken this arduous task with obvious 
respect for parental input. We believe this collaborative process will bring continued 
success in Boston Public Schools’ education of the whole child.  
-- 
To everyone on the Task Force,  
Thank you for considering plans outside of the BPS plans.  It is important to think of this as 
a strategy to improve the whole system, not just look at transportation as an isolated 
problem.   Please be creative and take the time to be creative!  I believe that you heard 
someone say, you don't have to answer the question that you have been asked.  This may 
well be a once in a generation opportunity to create a remarkable public school 
system.  Please take your time, there is finally a creative powerful dialog about reforming 
the system, an opportunity that is unparalleled.  Don't default to minor modifications of a 
system that is so flawed that anything else will be better.  
Thank you for you efforts, thank you for your expertise, thank you for your time.   
-- 
Hello, and thank you to all of you for agreeing to be part of such an important panel.  I am a 
parent of two students in the Boston Public School system.  They are in third grade and K2 
respectively at the Hurley School.  I would like to encourage your group to allow for creative 
thinking as you are making your recommendations.  The plans put forth by BPS fall short, 
and we need imagination and brilliance on this topic!  Those of us who have chosen to stay 
in Boston want reassurances from our leaders that you are all focusing on high quality 
schools, equity of access, and some degree of choice for all students! 
 
With a decision this important, it seems unlikely that a good decision can be reached in the 
short timeline you are facing.  Please also consider asking the Mayor for an extension to 
make a recommendation. 
 
Thanks again for your willingness to serve to help all the students in Boston 
-- 
To the members of the External Advisory Committee, 
 
I am a parent of a current 2nd grader in the BPS, and I also have a 4 year-old, whom I hope 
will start in K-1 next fall.  I entreat you to consider more than the five uninspiring plans 
which the BPS has presented to you.  All of those plans are simply new lines on a map, and 
don't seem to introduce anything new into the equation.   
 
I have been particularly impressed with the creativity of the Quality Choice Plan from John 
Connolly, because it addresses much more than the assignment system and has several 
imaginative ideas.  And while ideas such as the Paired Zone Plan seem complicated at first, 
they are trying to find new ways to solve a complex problem. 
 
I think that a new school for Back Bay/Beacon Hill/West End families is a must.  These are 
the families which either choose private school or the suburbs, and BPS is losing out by 
losing those families.   
 
It seems to me that we are trying to find a way to cut up a small pie to feed a horde of 
hungry people.  The fact that there are so many low-quality schools out there makes your 



job much harder.  I think your team needs to remind the Boston Public Schools that just 
giving every child a "chance" to attend a high quality school is not the same as providing 
every child a high quality school. 
 
Finally, I have been glad to hear that the EAC is truly an independent body, not beholden to 
the will of the School Committee or the Mayor.  I would remind you that you serve the 
children of the city above all others.  Please give them a plan we can all be proud of.   
 
-- 
Dear External Advisory Committee, 
  
I’m writing today to share with you some of my thoughts on the student assignment policy 
revision process. I am the parent of a six-year-old who is a student at the Hurley School in 
the South End, and also of a 3 year-old who we anticipate will join her brother at Hurley 
next fall as a K1 student. 
  
Until recently, I was convinced that the conversation was totally wrong – that there was no 
need to revise the student assignment policy until we addressed measures of quality. What 
different did it make, I thought, to change up the lottery when so many schools are 
undesirable to a large number of parents? I was even more discouraged when BPS released 
its plans last month, and it turned out that they were pretty much all variations of the 
current model, but with ever-smaller zones. 
  
However, after attending a meeting recently of concerned parents to discuss some of the 
alternatives to the proposals, I have become convinced not only that our current model is 
seriously flawed, but also that we have a real opportunity to improve things for students in 
Boston. It is with this in mind that I want to urge you to do two things as you come up 
against your rapidly-approaching deadline. 
  
First of all, I’d like to encourage you to continue to think creatively about the assignment 
policy, and not just propagate a model that changes where the lines on the map are drawn. 
I’ve reviewed some of the alternative plans submitted by the community, such as John 
Connolly’s Quality Choice Plan and the Paired Zone Plan, and I’m intrigued by the 
possibilities offered by those models. I’m encouraged to hear that you’ve heard 
presentations on these and other alternative plans, and I hope that you will continue to 
allow ideas to percolate. 
  
Secondly, however, I’d like to urge you to recommend to BPS that the timeline be extended. 
With all the exciting new ideas coming out in the past month, it seems like more time to 
consider and refine them is warranted. We could be “stuck” with whatever plan you 
endorse for decades; I’d like to ensure that it is carefully considered and well thought-out, 
and that the public has adequate time to review and comment on it. 
  
Thank you so much for the important work that you are doing, and for your time in 
considering my input. 
 
-- 
Hi, 
  
I wanted to make a suggestion regarding the proposed zone changes.  While I agreed 



something should be done, I fully oppose going to a no-zone/23 zone plan, even the 11/9 
zones plan I do not agree with.  My daughter is a student at the Warren-Prescott in 
Charlestown and we love the school, but we reside in East Boston, we are now 
stressed/concerned with what is going to happen to our son (3 years old) when he is ready 
to enter the school system in two years.  We do not want our children separated and are 
concerned that the sibling preference will no longer exist, which may force us to move or 
place our children in different schools. 
  
In thinking about this, I would suggest that you create a program that would place a tuition 
fee on those that are outside of a particular area (could be walking zone or outside a 
zone).  A small tuition $1500/year -- of that 500 would go to the school the child is 
attending, 500 to the school the child "should" be going to based on the child's home 
address and 500 to the BPS to be targeted to under performing schools.  This serves a 
number of purposes it will encourage people to stay in their particular zone, if they chose to 
take their child to another school they would be assessed the tuition, this will benefit the 
child's school as well as the school the child "should" be enrolled in and finally allow 
additional funding for under performing schools.  Obviously not perfect, but would allow 
additional funds to be targeted to schools and hopefully bring up school performance across 
the city and eventually residents would be more comfortable with the choices closer to 
home then we are now. 
 
I know the BPS is trying to do what is best in the overall picture, but quite honestly I'm not 
comfortable with the performance of the schools in my area, we (my wife and I) have done 
research in the MCAS scores and whether or not a fair barometer of a school's performance 
do not feel the ones in our area are at an acceptable level of performance.  
 
With regards to the sibling question....I assume that would mean our son would be able to 
get into the WP based on the sibling preference which I obviously be extremely happy 
with.  In regards to the no-zone or 23-zone, I feel that this would not offer parents the 
opportunity to chose a quality school.  I believe the 6/9 zones options are the best...the 11 
zone option would truly isolates East Boston and other parts of the city if you expand to a 
23 or no-zone approach.  Ultimately, though I would "accept" the no-zone or 23-zone 
system if it was a guarantee our son would go to the WP w/ his sister, but truly do not 
believe that would be best for the city or school system. 
 
Here is the beauty of the current (3 zone) system, in the "big picture," we have generated 
friendships across the town; we now have friends in Charlestown and the North End and we 
are able to expose our children to other parts of our wonderful city.  I have learned about 
areas of Charlestown and the North End, as well as our friends about Eastie that would not 
of been accomplished by going to a 11, 23 or no-zone approach.  We go to stores, 
restaurants in this part of town that we would not of been exposed to and vice versa.  This is 
why I think the 6 zone or even the 9 zone approach may keep the crossing of "local" lines an 
important part of educating Boston families to other parts of the city that they may not be 
aware of.  I consider my neighborhood as not only what happens a few blocks away from 
my home, but I also pay attention to crime, activities, events, etc. not only in my area, but in 
Charlestown and the North End as it effects my friends and family.  I know this is true from 
our friends from Charlestown and the North End as when there is a "newsworthy" issue in 
Eastie we get asked about it.  In my opinion, this would not happen if the BPS expands to a 
11, 23 or no-zone approach.     
 



I am concerned with the proposals on the table for changing the school lottery system. 
While all appear to potentially benefit my children here in the North Zone, by increasing 
access to the Warren-Prescott, Harvard-Kent and Elliot schools, none address the continued 
problem of a quality school option or all Boston children. Indeed, I am troubled by what 
seems to be the attitude that there will never be sufficient seats at good quality schools so 
it's simply of trying to distribute them most equitably. This results in a win-lose situation. 
Kids from wealthy families who "lose" will leave the system for private schools (or move out 
of the city). Kids from middle income families who "lose" will likely opt for parochial 
schools if they are comfortable with that option or move out of the city for a "quality" public 
schools. Kids from lower income families who "lose" really really lose. While it might be 
equitable to give them more chances to "win," this is still unfair. These are kids. All are 
equal. All deserve a quality education. I don't want my child's quality education to be at 
someone else's expense or vice versa.  
 
I would hope that you would consider a major shift and opt for something like City 
Councillor John Connolly's plan. Or something different. But, this is an opportunity that 
won't come again. Our kids deserve it. Don't screw it up for them.  
 
-- 
[re: lack of sibling grandfathering] THIS. This is a major problem with the plan. You simply 
cannot break up families to rectify an antiquated system. Stop and think about what you are 
proposing, and who the burden will be on.  
 
Would it be so hard to just grandfather the siblings in (with the same transportation phase 
out) so you are not forcing another burden onto families? It's hard enough to raise kids 
without changing the enrollment rules after the game has already started. I'm certain that 
we aren't talking about thousands of kids. Where would the harm be in grandfathering in 
FAMILIES not just individuals? 
 
For the record, this particular clause has no direct impact on my own family. Yet I can not 
stand by silently and watch the city inhumanely force this additional burden on the few 
families it will directly impact. 
 
Could someone please rationalize the reasoning behind this particular part of "the plan?"  
 
-- 
Hello -  
 
I'm the parent of one BPS student and another who will be starting school in a couple of 
years.  In your recent email update about Improving School Choice, you mentioned a 
"grouped school model" as one of the alternatives.  I had not heard that term before and 
neither have other parents I've spoken with.  What is a grouped school model? 
 
-- 
 
I understand that there needs to be some revamping of the current system.  However I 
completely disagree with how the sibling priority will be handled when the zoning 
changes.  I think that the students and their siblings should be grandfathered in the the 
older sibling's school.  As you are aware, most parents would like to keep their children in 
the same school.  With this new system, in order for my children to be in the same school, I 



would need to uproot my older child, that is if there is capacity, at the younger siblings 
school.  I beg that you look at this flaw and reevaluate the plan for siblings. 
-- 
 
I see the update says no change should be expected until the 2014-15 school year. 
 
I will have a daughter beginning kindergarten in 2014. Why should I be confident that this 
will be resolved by then? 
 
Right now, because of bussing, students of color are being bussed to far away communities, 
presumably for racial integration, only to go to school with other students of color. This is 
silly and expensive. It makes it harder for those students' parents to organize and repair the 
schools because they aren't in their community. The integration premise is quite obviously 
a farce. 
 
The solution is simple: 
 
1. Community schools 
2. Citywide Magnet schools for those parents who are not willing to use the community 
school. 
 
That's it. The schools will always reflect the parental involvement within them. The easiest 
way to spur parental involvement is to keep the schools close to the parents. 
 
Please arrive at and push this truth soon for the sake of all parties; the kids, the parents, the 
taxpayers and the city as a whole. 
-- 
I live in the North end. 
My son goes to the Josiah Quincy school. 
Without sibling preference my daughter will not be able to go to the Josiah Quincy school. 
Why are you forcing siblings to go to different schools??????? 
It makes no sense. And it makes no sense to send my daughter to another school and then 
try to switch my son from his established school. 
How can you not allow sibling preference for this????? 
Please explain this. It does not make sense to split up my family and remove sibling 
preference. 
I want to stay in the city but not under these conditions. You just guaranteed my kids can't 
go to the same school. 
-- 

I am a BPS parent living in W. Roxbury.  Having looked at the data and proposals in depth 
and attended meetings, I am, unfortunately, very disappointed with the proposals to date.     

A key point is the lack of grandfathering for current students AND their siblings who 
will not be in the system as of 2014/15.  The disruption to currently enrolled students 
and their families is not just necessary collateral damage-it strikes at the heart of the 
parental engagement and stabilizing school communities which have been key to BPS’ 
recent progress.  



Denying a sibling access effectively forces out current students-that’s the reality of 
modern life and working parents- and will have the same severe disruptive effect on 
school performance district wide.  What you destroy in a year by forcing large shifts of 
student populations across the system and parental withdrawal will take much longer to 
rebuild.  Giving older siblings greater priority in another school IF their younger sibling gets 
in (a big “if”) does not address this issue at all.  

Also, the families of BPS are being effectively punished for our investment in the public 
school system. For those of us with options, our trust can be broken only so many times 
before we abandon you, and, frankly, you need the families with options to make the system 
continue improving.   

Why do I say this? 

 Parental Engagement Undermined:  Not knowing if one’s child and/or younger siblings can 
attend a school brings the reason for involvement to a stop.   

Drop in School Quality:  Parental engagement has been key to improvement in Boston 
schools. Common sense and experience indicates school quality will drop as parents’ 
withdraw.  The challenge of dealing with a massive shift in school populations will intensify 
this situation.   

Cost to Families Without Grandfathering of Siblings 
And even if one gets all siblings into a neighborhood school, one is faced with the emotional 
cost of pulling a child out of a school and class in which s/he has invested.  The child and the 
school community bear the cost.  Indeed, the principal of one school commented in Sept. 
how the school had benefitted this year from the stability of the returning student 
population.  That advantage will be gone.    

Inequity among schools: I haven’t even addressed the inequity of the new proposals on the 
city’s disadvantaged children. These arguments have been made repeatedly 
elsewhere.    One can argue this situation, if true, would hurt everyone in the long run 
because pushing more affluent families out of the system  arguably has a high cost on 
school performance overall and ultimately everyone loses.  The key is finding a way to 
increase the number of high performing schools not take away a key element to creating 
them (i.e. enrollment and involvement of less disadvantaged populations.)   

Lack of Capacity for Neighborhood school:   Supply for all the students wanting seats is a 
key barrier now to neighborhood schools.   No plans or data indicate that capacity will meet 
demand or improve.  Parents will continue to be shut out of neighborhood schools after 
having been given impression that system has changed.  I am afraid I only see greater 
anger with heightened expectations being unmet.    

Families pushed  out of schools=more competition for high demand schools :  In each 
plan,  siblings too young by 2014/15 to enter a school outside that child’s new zone and 
walk zone will   be blocked from attending  even if their older sibling(s) are grandfathered 
in.   I would advise you consider how many children will be pulled from lower demand 
schools back into competition for the high-demand schools (e.g. W. Roxbury) which lack the 
capacity to accommodate them.  The anger is high now when expectations of placement are 



not met; without grandfathering of current students AND siblings, this anger will intensify 
as families already settled will experience their place in school communities literally being 
ripped away. 

To recap, as the proposals now stand, Boston’s children will be denied the chance to attend 
the schools in which their families have already invested time, energy and emotion, and 
they may very likely also be denied a chance to attend a school nearby.  And even if they do 
get into a nearby school, parents will be forced to put their older child(ren) through an 
unwanted, difficult transition while the school community left behind (and the one in which 
s/he is going) will be experiencing disruption from massive movement of kids around the 
city in a game of musical chairs.   

I understand the temptation to diminish the impact on current students as a necessary cost 
for the future. But history shows the damage done doesn’t happily fade quickly as a bright 
new system emerges-instead it puts fundamental cracks in the foundation which impede 
meaningful progress. 

What to do? 

 Provide predictability for parents by grandfathering in current students AND grandfather in 
access and preference for their siblings even if school would be in a new zone in a new plan. 

 Calculate actual local demand for schools by census and make specific plans for adding 
capacity to meet anticipated demand before proposing plans. 

 Consider John Connolly’s plan carefully. It addresses many of these issues.  For example, it 
increases the city wide schools, like the Seattle plan in discussed in the Globe 10.21.12 
article.  It gives parents some meaningful control and choice, and it addresses equity issues 
with specific suggestions for improvement. 

 Create a timeline which allows for fundamental data, such as real expected capacity needs, 
and actual plans, such as creation of adequate seats to meet demands and specific, long-
term, tested strategies to improve schools.    

 The Mayor can present a new, considered timeline in January 2013 with appropriate dates 
for data collection and analysis using the new ideas and plans being presented this fall and 
reflecting a more thoughtful process.   Outcomes can thus be advanced without sacrificing 
BPS’ progress, school communities, or the education of current BPS students. 

-- 
So basically, you're asking families to leave a school in which they've invested much time 
and energy over the years volunteering and supporting their school and 
building community for a different school entirely. Of course, that's only if they get a seat 
which is NOT guaranteed. Or that families should split their time between 2 different 
schools and negotiate the possible scenario of 2 different start and end times. Neither of 
these options is acceptable. The amount of parent disenfranchisement from school 
communities that will result from these poorly thought out choices is going to have extreme 
detrimental repercussions on the school communities, parent councils and school site 
councils.  
 
You are basically telling parents that you don't care how much they've invested in their 
current school community and that it's all interchangeable. Shame on you.  



 
Why did BPS send this email when the EAC hasn't finished their work and made 
official recommendations yet? This entire process is so flawed and poorly thought out, it is 
mind boggling. 
 
I have 2 children enrolled in BPS at a school that is out of our walk zone. My older child is in 
AWC, and I am grateful that I do not have to deal with this for a younger sibling who is not 
currently grandfathered in. I have many friends who will be affected by this and they are so 
angry. You people are messing it up.  
 
Why can't you fund the schools properly, fix the physical infrastructure, look at long term 
student population growth, build or reclaim school buildings in areas that need more 
schools to meet demand? Our school bathroom facilities are so disgusting, that my children 
refuse to use the toilet at school, so I have to pick them up everyday because they would soil 
themselves on the bus ride home. Unacceptable. But their teachers are wonderful, so we 
stay.  
 
I want Superintendent Johnson to come to the Curley K-8 and use the bathroom there. It's 
worse conditions than a 3rd world country. We're supposed to be grateful because they're 
finally fixing the communication system that's a Fire Code safety issue this year? Please.    
-- 
In response to your recent update email, I just wanted to comment on the ongoing school 
choice process.  I am a Boston homeowner and a father of a child who will be eligible for K1 
next year, so I have very real interest in the process.  I believe the proposals and discussions 
are focusing too much on illusory concepts of "equity," "diversity" and "quality schools."  All 
the hand-wringing about access to "quality schools"  is basically for naught.  Quite 
simply, students from a higher socioeconomic background will perform better on 
the standardized testing being used as a metric to define a quality school.  Continuing to 
shuffle and bus kids around in a Sisyphean quest to "improve access to quality schools" will 
achieve nothing.  You would think that after 30 odd years of this failed experiment people 
would have gotten the message... but it appears otherwise. 
 
We need to move to a pure neighborhood model of schools.  Send kids to the school closest 
to home.  Period.  Full Stop.  Only after this predictability is established will you get the kind 
of parental involvement and investment that will really improve the schools.  When the 
professional families stop fleeing to the suburbs and private schools you will see 
real improvements on the  "all important MCAS averages."  Will the wealthiest 
neighborhoods have the "highest performing schools" ?  Absolutely.  This is truism of 
life.  Accept it.  Move on.  Get the disadvantaged kids and  poorer neighborhoods as many 
services as you can that will actually help them (as opposed to simply busing kids around in 
the hope that this will magically solve all their problems).    
 
In conclusion, I request that you do what the Mayor asked.  Adopt or recommend a plan to 
get kids into their neighborhood schools.  
 
Thank you for your consideration and attention to this matter. 
-- 
Have you considered breaking out the Charter services BPS provides into its own entity 
within BPS?  I’ve been a BPS parent and getting the right services was complicated 
then.  Now I am a charter school parent and Charter schools depend on BPS for specific 



resources such as Transportation and we’re constantly jumping through hoops to get our 
voice heard regarding the handling of Charter vs. BPS. 
-- 
To Whom It May Concern: 
I am writing to request your consideration of economic diversity in any school assignment 
plan that is adopted. I am the principal of a school, Mission Hill School, that is experiencing a 
shift in the diversity of its student body due to a relocation that has changed our walk zone. 
Our school was founded with a mission of serving economically disadvantaged families. A 
population balance in any and every school is important. Is it possible to reserve seats for 
free lunch students or provide a level of preference for them just as walk zone and sibling 
status have a preferred status? 
-- 
Hello, 
 
I read the recent presentation from the school choice meeting.  In one of the last pages you 
refer to City Wide options that offer specific programs like Dual Language 
education.  Hurley K-8 is never mentioned as a city wide option. Hurley is a Dual Language 
School like the Hernandez and has had better educational outcomes in the MCAS.   Will the 
Hurley be a city wide option under all the models? What would happen to students 
receiving a dual language education living in Brighton who will have no option to a quality 
dual language program? I am also wondering if the grandfathering options for students still 
stands as no information on that was clearly stated like in the last presentations.  The 
grandfathering would be that my children can stay in their current school until the exit 8th 
grade. 
-- 
 This email does not make you look good. How could anyone with any power in Boston let 
the BPS run the way they do for so long??? All your efforts sound great but for me I need a 
school for my daughter who will be going to k2 near my house for Sept of 2013. Already as 
it is she wasn't able to go to K1 because she didn't get into any schools so.she is not 
learning... If my daughter does not get a seat in k2 in south Boston near my house and near 
the afterschool provider that I have enrolled her in then that means my other daughter 
doesn't go to college.. if my younger one doesn't get a seat in a bps in south Boston I will 
have to take a.loan out to pay for her to go to K2 at a private school. And I won't be able to 
pay for my older daughters college. Your school system makes me SICK. It's not like this 
anywhere else in this state..    

I don't understand how hard it is to assign a kid to a school near their house. That is my 
major worry. My daughter has to be in school in. 2013 before any of these so.called new 
changes take place. She should have been in school this year but she didn't get into any 
so.she.couldn't go and that is so lousy and whoever runs bps should be ashamed and 
reprimanded because my daughter should be learning but she isn't. Next year she has to go 
and if she doesnt get into a school near our house that means I have to apply for a.loan for 
K2 at.a.private school and my older daughter can kiss her chances of college goodbye 
because I won't have the money for both... Your school system is disgusting!... A loan for K2... 
Disgusting 

-- 
After carefully reviewing all the information provided in the latest BPS email regarding EAC 
plans... I am strongly in favor of the modified 6-zone plan.  I believe that it would give the 



highest possible opportunity for equity among the diverse populations of Boston.  Parents 
in every neighborhood would have a more equitable chance of sending their child to a 
quality school.  While proximity is important, access quality is of greater concern for every 
parent I have spoken with.  If the EAC is going to make a recommendation, I highly urge you 
to recommend the modified 6 zone plan.   
 
Thank you. 
-- 
To whom it may concern: 
  
I attended Boston Public Schools from 1979 to 1992, getting a great education in the 
Advanced Work Classes at the Joseph Lee and Washington Irving, and then at Boston Latin 
School. Busing was a logistical hassle, and (except for Latin) none of the schools I attended 
were very diverse (they were largely African American), but the experience was valuable 
and culturally enriching. 
  
Today, all the city’s neighborhoods are relatively more diverse. Moreover, the overriding 
goal of a school system should be to provide a quality education for all of its students, 
regardless of skin color, ancestry, or zip code. If a school is struggling, resources should be 
poured into improving that school, not enabling students to flee to other schools across 
town (or to the leech-like charter schools). As you know, busing not only costs money, it 
creates costs in terms of children’s health (by eliminating opportunities for daily walking) 
and it damages our environment. Finally, one of the requisites for a quality school is a 
community of engaged parents who live in the neighborhood of that school. 
  
I am now the father of a baby boy. My wife and I love our Brighton neighborhood and hope 
to settle down here. The (again, as you know) confusing and unsatisfactory school 
assignment system at present poses a hurdle, especially for my wife, who grew up in a 
smaller city, attending school with neighbors throughout her youth. But as a native and 
nearly lifelong resident of Boston, I very much want to avoid joining the ranks of educated, 
middle-income young families who have left the city over the years. I think it’s vital for the 
health of our community as a whole that Boston remain a viable place to live for people of 
all classes and races. 
  
For all these reasons, I want to add my voice to those supporting the no-zone option or a 
similar plan (Douglas Johnson’s Neighborhood-Plus and Know-Your School proposal seems 
to be one good example) that would reallocate resources from transportation to education 
and allow the majority of students to attend quality schools within walking distance from 
their home (naturally with exceptions for specialized programs).  
  
I am pleased that the school system is making a thorough examination of its assignment 
system, and I appreciate the opportunity to register my opinion as a parent. 
  
-- 
I was happy to receive this, but disheartened to see that there is no mention of 
grandfathering sibling preference for siblings outside of the new zone determinations, even 
if parents provide transportation after 2014.  
-- 
I would like to know why Boston just can't offer quality schools in all  zones?  Why don't all 
the schools have to have the same standards?  Why don't all the schools have to service 



SPED and ELL?  Shouldn't a city have the same expectations for schools,teachers, and 
curriculum implementation in all zones?  I want to know why the reports continue to say 
that all kids need to have access to quality schools, but they continue to displace kids in 
areas due to lack of quality else where.  Please fix the real problem. 
 
All teachers in MA have to implement the SAME frameworks.  Quality should be the SAME in 
all zones.  Fix the schools in the problem neighborhoods so that community relationships 
can be established. 
-- 
To improve quality just look at what the top 10-20 schools in Mass are doing and apply 
applicable changes to BPS schools. Don't spend any more time drawing lines on maps. 
 
What do the top performing schools do that is different than BPS to achieve high quality and 
academic performance? 
Which of these things can be translated to BPS? 
Which ones cannot be translated/implemented in BPS? 
Why? 
 
If the reason is demographic/socio-economic/ESL students, then at least segment out the 
MCAS scores by regular ed, ESL, special ed etc, so that the avgs reflect more accurately those 
of different groups of test takers. This way audiences can see how well some students are 
performing - and not let special needs categories bring the performance averages of the 
school down.  
 
If the reason is teacher quality, hire those teachers away from the top performing schools, 
with a sizeable bonus to attract other quality teachers to BPS schools. Cut out other things 
like cafeteria food on one or two days a week, snacks, or paraprofessionals if need be to 
make these hirings happen. Brutal for some, but feasible for others - we can send school 
lunches from home for students. You can also solicit donations to fund the hiring of these 
teachers - you'll get donations, if you are clear on earmarking those donation dollars to 
teacher hirings.  
 
Time to move on from drawing lines on a map, you are treading water - shift into a 'best 
practices' mindset already and send e-mails w/ more relevant content than what the map/ 
no map stuff that  
 
Looking forward to seeing BPS be a clear quality choice for all parents. 
 
-- 
Please will you consider keeping sibling preference. My son attends Josiah Quincy. I live in 
the North end. With your plan my kids can't go to the same school. We will have less choice 
and our kids will be split between different schools. This is unacceptable. 
 
Please explain why you will not keep sibling preference. 
-- 
[the following email has been received from twelve different people] 
Dear Mayor Menino, Dr. Johnson, and External Advisory Committee members: 
 
Thank you for extending the planning phase so that the EAC and BPS have the time needed 
to carefully assess the impacts of any new plan and to choose a plan that offers more 



opportunities for all our children. 
 
As a BPS parent and Boston resident for nearly twenty years, I have been very interested in 
the BPS deliberations to change the student assignment process.  As a member of QUEST, I 
have also been very concerned that the proposed changes would exacerbate the current 
unequal access to quality schools across the district. 
 
As your hard work continues, I ask that you consider the following: 

 continue to work on improving all schools, and to ensure that any new 
plan be equitable from the start;  

 use quality indicators that are meaningful and that realistically reflect today’s 
schools;  

 clarify how the walk zone priority will not limit access to quality schools for families 
in any neighborhood, and    

 include independent, measurable outcomes that are evaluated by an independent 
entity for any approved plan. 

Again, thank you for your continuing efforts on the part of all Boston families. 
-- 
 
Dear Members of the External Advisory Committee, 
  
Over the last nine months I've been had the opportunity to participate in the school 
assignment review process and have been grateful for that opportunity.  (I've also been 
grateful for the incredible time and dedication that you've given to the process!)  I've 
learned a lot from the reams of data that BPS has released, from the many reviews of 
information at EAC meetings and from community members who have been involved in the 
quest to improve the Boston Public Schools.  
  
What strikes me over and over again is that many of us have the same goals:  high quality 
schools for all our children.  What is also striking is the ways in which our approaches 
differ:  some belief this is doable by bringing children close to home; others believe that 
while close-to-home is a worthy goal, it is only acceptable when close-to-home means 
quality for those in all of Boston's neighborhoods.   
  
My personal experience and my research of the issue in BPS leads me to believe that Boston 
is not yet ready for a close-to-home assignment system.  It may be possible in the future 
(hopefully not too distant), but what close-to-home means right now is that children in the 
poorest, most disenfranchised neighborhoods would have the least access to excellent 
schools. To limit their access seems to me to be unfair and immoral, and not representative 
of Boston's (and your) most worthy goals.   
  
Because the implementation of current assignment system has recently been shown to 
encourage worse access to quality by poor, black and Hispanic children, I believe it must be 
at least adjusted, if not redesigned.  Perhaps this means a new model and I believe that 
there are some exciting discussions happening in the EAC now regarding innovative 
possibilities.  Whatever plan is adopted, I'd ask that the following criteria be attended to: 
  
1.    Work on improving all schools, first and foremost, in order to ensure that any plan be 



equitable from the start. 
 
2.    Use quality indicators that are meaningful and that realistically reflect today’s 
schools.  Relying only on test scores (or even growth measures of test scores) doesn't fully 
reflect what's going on in schools. 
3.    Examine how a walk zone priority (currently 50% of schools) limits equity.   
 
4.    Follow up any plan with clear, measurable outcomes that will be evaluated by an 
independent entity on a regular basis, with an eye towards quality and equity. 
 
It is only through a serious commitment to quality and equity that the shared goals of 
excellent schools for all can be realized.  I hope you'll keep the twin goals in the forefront of 
the discussions as we move ahead. 
  
Best wishes for a happy and healthy 2013. 


