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BRAMALEA NORTH REVIEW AREA
Public Meeting #2 – Thursday, March 27, 2008 – 7:00 p.m.
 Location - St. Thomas Aquinas Secondary School 
Present:  Alex Tucciarone, Chairperson, Acting Superintendent of Schools, Brampton Central 
  Beth Bjarnason, Manager of Planning, DPCDSB 
  Stephanie Cox, Planner, DPCDSB 
    
  ARC Members – Mother Mary Ward, Lester B. Pearson, St. Marguerite Bourgeoys and                   
  St. Anthony Schools
Staff:
    Ann Di Iorio, Recorder – Administrative Assistant - Superintendent of Planning _________________________________________________________________________________
Alex Tucciarone called the meeting to order at 7:00 p.m.  
1. Opening Prayer & Introduction

     Alex Tucciarone-Acting Superintendent –Brampton Central – DPCDSB
     Alex Tucciarone asked attendees to join him in the opening prayer and thanked all for 

     attending the meeting.  Alex then reviewed the agenda for the meeting.
2. Community Meeting #1 Review
Beth Bjarnason – Manager of Planning Department – DPCDSB

     Beth Bjarnason, Manager of Planning, Dufferin-Peel, also thanked everyone for attending 
      the meeting.  Attendees were advised that handouts were made available for tonight’s 

      meeting and that the presentation was posted on the Board’s website.

Beth reviewed the highlights of the first Public Meeting, held on February 5th, 2008.  The background information reviewed included the Ministry of Education guidelines,   Dufferin-Peel CDS Board’s Pupil Accommodation Review Policy, an understanding of the Pupil Accommodation Review, location of the Bramalea North Accommodation Review Area, why is our school being considered and the Role of the Trustees.  The schools in the Bramalea North Review include: Lester B. Pearson, Mother Mary Ward, St. Anthony and St. Marguerite Bourgeoys.
Beth reviewed the Bramalea North Areas including the criteria for the mentioned areas involved.  A review of who we are, when did we meet, what have we done and why we are here questions were discussed.  The Role of the Trustees was reviewed and an explanation of why the Trustees were not involved with the first phase was clarified.  Legal counsel advised that it would be the wisest for the Trustees to allow the Accommodation Review Committees to complete their committee meetings and public meetings without being present.  It was felt that the presence of Trustees would possibly change the dynamic of the meetings.
3.    Historical & Projected Enrolment

     Stephanie Cox – Planner, Planning Department – DPCDSB

Stephanie Cox, Planner, reviewed the Historical and Projected Enrolment decline.  Stephanie explained to attendees the trend in declining enrolments in the Bramalea North review area.  She also showed a comparison chart of Peel District School Board enrolments which also show a trend in decline. Future projections continue to see a decline for the entire review area for both Boards.  Stats Can Data from the 2006 Census also shows a trend in the decline of children 0-4 in this community. Census Data considers: birth rates, mortality rates and migration rates, both international and interprovincial.  Stephanie then reviewed the enrolment trends shown on a graph from 1992 to the present, clarifying the enrolment trends over the last 18 to 20 years.  It was important to note that the graphs do not include any host situations.  The number of JK students that are coming into the system is not as great as the Grade 8 students leaving the system which is contributing to the decline.  Stephanie then reviewed the March 2008 projects vs. actual JK Enrolment. At this point the enrolment is not meeting the projected number for the majority of the schools although there is still time between now and September to register students.  In conclusion, the information specifically states that there is a decline base on actual numbers.
4.    Accommodation Options 

     Stephanie Cox, Planner, Planning Department – DPCDSB

Stephanie Cox, Planner, presented the boundaries as they are today.  The status quo map can also found on the handout.  Stephanie encouraged the public to access the DPCDSB website to get a better understanding of the status quo.  

To clarify a comment/question received at the last public meeting, Stephanie answered by explaining the procedure and meaning of flex boundary. Stephanie clarified that there are 181 total flex’s for the Bramalea North area and approximately 62 flexing within the community.

The background of the area was reviewed pointing out the breakout areas.  Using all of the information from the Status Quo/Breakout slides the Planning Staff prepared an initial set of options that were presented at the first ARC meeting.  Eight options were presented, but not meant as a final list, but a starting point for the committee.  The committee was then asked to come up with some additional options that as a group they could agree on.  Stephanie briefly reviewed all of the options.  It is the mandate of the committee to make a decision on a final option that will be presented to the community at the last public meeting on May 28, 2008.
5.    Transportation

     Stephanie Cox – Planner, Planning Department - DPCDSB 
Stephanie Cox, Planner, reviewed Options A, B and C.  She then clarified the transportation possibilities for each of the preferred options.  This is preliminary based on the transportation distances from the Transportation Department.  All of the Options and proposed bussing boundaries are available on the board’s website.  These are preliminary bussing boundaries and would be further reviewed by the Transportation Department once a final option is put forward.
Transportation Costs

Stephanie Cox advised that the costs for bussing would remain relatively the same. Option A does suggest the greatest savings, however all three options are lower than the existing bussing costs.  This is likely due to the fact that the schools are very close together and students could be accommodated on busses already in service for the community.
6.    Small School Impact
    Alex Tucciarone, Acting Superintendent, Brampton Central - DPCDSB  
Alex Tucciarone, Acting Superintendent, Brampton Central, presented on the impacts of school size as related to extra curricular activities, field trips / presentation opportunities, classes per grade, combined classes, program and staffing.  Alex emphasized that enrolment is directly related to staffing in areas such as special education and library allocations to a school.  Enrolment is inverse proportional to the amount of volunteer time needed from staff and parent volunteers to fulfill the needs of the community.  A school’s operating budget is also linked directly to the enrolment of a school.

7.    Future Implementation

         Beth Bjarnason – Manager of Planning Department – DPCDSB

Beth Bjarnason, Manager of Planning discussed the proposed implementation timeline.  The timeline would suggest that consolidations would be effective for September 2009.  The commencement of any phasing options would also be effective for September 2009.  The exception would be for the Providence Central East students hosted a Mother Mary Ward.  The option of students being relocated to Our Lady of Providence effective September 2009 (phasing would not apply) was recently approved by the Board.  Beth also advised the attendees of new information regarding the LTP (Long Term Plan).  The Long Term Plan outlines what the Board’s long term accommodation needs will be over the next 15 years.  The LTP identifies the Board’s proposed capital construction program.  The LTP is also reviewed on an annual basis.  In 2005 the LTP recommended an addition to Lester B. Pearson and a replacement school or addition to St. Anthony.  Board staff is currently in discussions with the Ministry of Education staff regarding capital funding for these and other projects.  Beth also advised that staff has recently been contacted by the Ministry of Education staff who advised the board that it is prepared to consider two projects at this point for Prohibitive to Repair (PTR) funding.  Beth explained what the PTR is and how these funds must be utilized to eliminate the repair costs (facility renewal) for the identified school.  The PTR funds can be combined with other sources of capital funding from the Ministry of Education.  The two projects that the Ministry is willing to consider for funding are St. Anthony and Lester B. Pearson.  Beth clarified that the Board does own all four sites.  

Beth advised that it was not the mandate of the committee to consider what will happen to a school if/when it is closed.  An independent process will be followed as per the guidelines and regulations of the Ministry of Education once a final decision is made regarding any school closures. 


Beth reviewed the next steps with the scheduled future meeting dates (see below).  The ARC then reports to the Director of Education.  Staff reports to the Board of Trustees.
8.     Comments Period
  
    Superintendent /Staff/ARC Members

We will be entering the second phase of the mandate after the Public Meetings have been convened.  The Board of Trustees will proceed to convene meetings in the fall.


      Alex Tucciarone thanked everyone for attending the meeting and their continued 

      contributions and support.  The floor was then opened up for a Comment/Question 

      period.

     9.
  Conclusion-Question Period

    1. 
A parent from Mother Mary Ward did a review and voiced that she had an 
economical argument, suggesting that a declining population would reduce 
portables and that we should be looking at this as an opportunity. A parent asked 
why we are we not including status quo as an option to be put on the table.



Beth Bjarnason commented that that was a fair question and advised that the ARC 
had selected the 3 options presented and that there is still opportunity to put that 
option forward to the Board of Trustees.  Beth advised the parents/public to 
attend the Board Meetings and to advise their area Trustee of the Status Quo option.
       
2.
A public ratepayer commented that the Trustee should be attending all meetings.  
The people elected the Trustee to speak for them.  He felt that we should look at one 
school only so we don’t have to keep shuffling the children around every 3 or 4 years.  
He also felt that the board should inform all Catholic ratepayers as to what is going 
on, not just the ones with children in the system.

3.
A parent from Mother Mary Ward looked at the board’s website and analyzed the  
the numbers.  He found addition errors and had prepared a presentation for this 
evening.  He was told that the errors were made by a computer excel program and 
Planning staff thanked him for informing them of the errors and were going to 
make the corrections.  He also asked for clarification of the process for the flex 
students at various schools and would they have to reapply as a flex student or 
would they have the option of staying or would some have to leave?  He 
commented that he would like to see all four of the school stay open for the fall of 
2009.



Stephanie Cox commented that the Board does not like to see portables and hopes 
that funding would help to reduce portables.


4.
A parent from Mother Mary Ward commented that in his opinion portables are not 
good. He addressed such issues as: vandalism, animals and unwelcoming 
paraphernalia being left around and about the portable areas.  He spoke of toxic 
mould 
and other issues pertaining to portables. 


Beth Bjarnason commented that the Board hoped to obtain funds to build at the receiving school, to help reduce the number of portables.  Beth also advised attendees that the Health Officer requires that all portables be inspected on an annual basis.  Moisture levels are monitored and the structure is inspected to make sure mould is not present.  The Region of Peel also does ongoing inspections as well as the Dufferin-Peel’s Plant Department.  

5.
A parent commented that she had three children attend the old St. Michael.  They 
were moved and graduated from St. Marguerite Bourgeoys and now the children have 
nothing to look back on as their starting school was closed.


6.
A parent from Mother Mary Ward commented that her two children have always 
been hearing that the school is closing.  The family moved twice to keep the children 
at this school.  The parent commented that “everyone feels like they are living in a 
cloud, because they always think that they are going to be moving schools”.


7.
A parent commented that they have seen a biased and unfair opinion from day one.  
They enquired if the PTR monies were going to St. Anthony.


Beth Bjarnason commented that the PTR monies must be used to eliminate the 
facility renewed needs at the schools identified by the Ministry. 

8.
Grade Six students from Mother Mary Ward commented that they would like to 
graduate from Mother Mary Ward.


9.
A parent from St. Marguerite Bourgeoys felt that the Board was turning their backs 
on them and that we should be continuing to support them and welcome new comers.


10.
Parents from Mother Mary Ward commented that they felt that the children were not 
missing out on any activities because of the small school.  They felt that the Small 
School Impact presentation was negative.  



Alex Tucciarone advised that he did not receive any positive points for the 
Small School Impact presentation and invited attendees to contact him with their 
positive views.  Alex commented that his presentation was compiled with the 
assistance of a parent from another community.

11.
A parent from St. Marguerite Bourgeoys addressed their concern about children 
walking to school.  He felt that it was a safety issue and reviewed stats from Peel 
Region.  His comments included potential crime concerns and traffic safety issues.  


12.
A parent commented that when she called the Planning Department at the CEC, she 
was told that the future of Mother Mary Ward had pretty much been decided and 
that 
she should be contacting the Principal of the School.



Beth Bjarnason clarified that that was the wrong answer given and that Gerrard 
Kennedy at the time put a moratorium on school closures.  Since then the Ministry of 
Education has mandated the process.


13.
A parent from St. Marguerite Bourgeoys commented that the children have to leave 
the portables in minus forty degree weather to get to the bathroom.  She also 
expressed concerns that the children have to cross major intersections.



Stephanie Cox advised that the Transportation Department will do an assessment and 
work with the Traffic Safety Council, depending on what area is decided upon.

14.
A parent from St Marguerite Bourgeoys made reference to the Board’s Mission 
Statement and felt that it made “no sense” to close the school.  He mentioned that 
their area is the largest demographic area and multicultural programs were being 
offered on Saturday mornings.  He also felt that “less safety raises more liabilities for 
the board”. 


15.
A St. Marguerite Bourgeoys parent enquired as to was there was enough room on 
the 
property to build 15 portables?  She also expressed her concern that she would 
have one child bussed and the other would be walking for one half hour to the same 
school.



Stephanie Cox replied that St. Anthony School can potentially hold fifteen portables, 
but work would have to be done.  
· Next Public Meeting #3:


   Tuesday, April 29, 2008 – 7:00 to 9:00 p.m.

   St. Thomas Aquinas Secondary School


   25 Corporation Drive, Brampton Ontario
· Public Meeting #4

   Wednesday, May 28, 2008 – 7:00 to 9:00 p.m.


   St. Thomas Aquinas Secondary School


   25 Corporation Drive, Brampton, Ontario
  
  Attendance at this meeting was calculated according to the count on the sign-in-sheets 
  provided at the meeting, as follows:


  Lester B. Pearson 

=

  4
              Mother Mary Ward 
=
            57

  St. Anthony


=
              5

  St. Marguerite Bourgeoys
=
            52

  TOTAL


=
          118
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