1325 California Avenue
Windsor, ON N9B 3Y6
CHAIRPERSON: Fred Alexander
DIRECTOR OF EDUCATION: Joseph Berthiaume

SPECIAL BOARD MEETING
Monday, September 28, 2009 at 7:00 p.m.
F. J. Brennan Catholic High School - Gymnasium
910 Raymo Road, Windsor, ON
AGENDA
1.

Call To Order

2.

Opening Prayer

3.

Recording of Attendance

4.

Approval of Agenda

5.

Questions Pertaining to Agenda

6.

Disclosure of Interest - Pursuant to the Municipal Conflict of Interest Act.

7.

Delegations:
a. Delegations Regarding Items On the Agenda
Individuals or groups wishing to make a presentation at the meeting are asked to contact Executive
Assistant Celeste DiPonio as soon as possible prior to the meeting at (519) 253-2481, extension 1293.
Information about the Board’s accommodation review process and all reports relevant to the review
are available on the Board’s website at: www.wecdsb.on.ca. The public is also invited to provide
written input to Joseph Berthiaume, Director of Education at the Windsor Essex Catholic Education
Centre, 1325 California Avenue, Windsor, ON N9B 3Y6.

8.

Item:
a. Report: Senior Administration Report and Recommendations Regarding the
Accommodation Review Committee East Windsor School Valuation Report and
Recommendations (Our Lady of Lourdes, St. Bernard and St. Jules) (J. Berthiaume)

Enclosure

seph Berthiaume
retary-Treasurer

AGENDA Special Board Meeting
Monday, September 28, 2009
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1325 California Avenue
Windsor, ON N9B 3Y6
CHAIRPERSON: Fred Alexander
DIRECTOR OF EDUCATION: Joseph Berthiaume

BOARD REPORT

Special Board
Meeting Date:
September 28, 2009

Public

In-Camera

PRESENTED FOR:

Information

Approval

PRESENTED BY:

Senior Administration

SUBMITTED BY:

Joseph Berthiaume, Director of Education

SUBJECT:

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION REPORT AND
RECOMMENDATIONS WITH REGARD TO ACCOMMODATION
REVIEW COMMITTEE EAST WINDSOR SCHOOL VALUATION
REPORT AND RECOMMENDATIONS

RECOMMENDATION:
That the Board receive as information Senior Administration’s Report
and Recommendations and the attached School Valuation Report and
Recommendations of the Accommodation Review Committee (ARC)
East Windsor;
and, that the Board receive public input concerning Senior
Administration’s Report and the matters that are addressed in it and in
the ARC East School Valuation Report.

SYNOPSIS: The work of the Accommodation Review Committee (ARC) East has been
completed and the Committee presented to the Director of Education its School Valuation
Report and Recommendations on June 12, 2009. Board Policy and Administrative
Procedure for Pupil Accommodation Review require Senior Administration to review the
recommendations of the ARC and to prepare a report to the Board, and the Board is to hold
a special meeting for public input prior to the meeting where a vote on the
recommendations will be conducted.
BACKGROUND COMMENTS: On October 14, 2008, the Board approved proceeding with
a pupil accommodation review of three elementary schools located in East Windsor, being
St. Bernard, St. Jules and Our Lady of Lourdes. The Committee, chaired by Trustee
Barbara Holland should be commended for the hours of work invested in conducting a
thorough public consultation process and a study that involved numerous public and
working meetings. The Committee has fulfilled its mandate and its School Valuation Report
and Recommendations is attached, as are the information package provided to the ARC by
Administration and the minutes of the ARC meetings.
“Learning together in faith and service”

Senior Administration has carefully considered the ARC East Report and recommends the
following:
The Board continue to pursue prohibitive to repair funding for
St. Bernard and St. Jules, and St. Bernard, St. Jules and Our Lady of
Lourdes remain open pending Ministry funding. If and when Ministry
funding is secured for a new building for St. Bernard, the Board shall
consolidate Our Lady of Lourdes at the St. Bernard Site, in a new school
building to be constructed on city-owned property adjacent to the St.
Bernard site, provided a property transaction can be negotiated with
the City.
If the Board consolidates Our Lady of Lourdes and St. Bernard as
detailed above, the secondary boundaries shall be adjusted so that the
new school community becomes a feeder school to F.J. Brennan High
School
This recommendation is consistent with the second recommendation detailed in the ARC
East Report. Senior Administration understands that some members of the Committee and
the public have reservations and concerns with respect to the possibility of closing Our Lady
of Lourdes, as it is a school, as indicated within the frameworks attached, of great value to
the Board, the local community, economy and most certainly its students. The Board,
however, must also be mindful of the declining enrolment projected and its effects on
programming and learning opportunities that can be offered by the school in the future. For
this reason, Senior Administration is not supporting the first recommendation presented by
the ARC that leaves Our Lady of Lourdes status quo into the future. While confident that
the three schools can remain open in the short term and continue to offer the quality
programming that they have been providing, Senior Administration believes that if and when
Ministry funding is obtained for a new facility for St. Bernard, that the best accommodation
option for this group of schools would involve consolidating the St. Bernard and Our Lady of
Lourdes communities in a new building on the property adjacent to the St. Bernard site.
This would result in cost efficiencies which must be considered, and would offer the new
consolidated school community a state of the art school, neighbouring a Roman Catholic
Church, with access to the amenities offered at the nearby Ford Test Track. As noted
above, further recommendations, in consultation with the ARC Committee, could come
forward pending Ministry initiatives and new funding availability.
Senior Administration has closely reviewed the concerns with respect to the consolidation of
St. Bernard and Our Lady of Lourdes voiced by the public through the ARC’s consultation
process and believes that some of those concerns can be addressed through the
establishment of an Integration Committee composed of representatives from both the St.
Bernard and Our Lady of Lourdes Communities. The Integration Committee would be
established to plan for and implement the positive integration of students and staff into a
new school community, should the Ministry funding be obtained for a new building.
A follow-up report will be prepared by Administration which will report on and respond to the
presentations and written input received from the public. The follow up report will be posted
on the Board’s web site prior to the Board meeting of November 10, 2009, where the Board
will make its decision regarding the school accommodation recommendations.
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FINANCIAL IMPACT: Dependent on Ministry Funding
TIMELINES: Dependent on Ministry Funding
*APPENDICES:
ARC East Windsor School Valuation Report and Recommendations to the Director
of Education (including School Valuation Frameworks and meeting minutes)
Information Package provided by Administration to the ARC
*Appendices can be accessed through the Board’s web site at www.wecdsb.on.ca by
clicking on the “ARC” icon.
REPORT REVIEWED BY:
EXECUTIVE COUNCIL
SUPERINTENDENT
DIRECTOR OF EDUCATION:

Review Date:
Approval Date:
Approval Date:

_August 24_, 2009
_August 24_, 2009
_August 24_, 2009
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ACCOMMODATION REVIEW COMMITTEE
EAST

SCHOOL VALUATION REPORT
AND
RECOMMENDATIONS TO THE DIRECTOR OF
EDUCATION
Study of St. Bernard, St. Jules and Our Lady of
Lourdes elementary schools

June 3, 2009
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Background
On October 14, 2008, the Board approved proceeding with a pupil accommodation review of
three elementary schools located in East Windsor, including St. Bernard, St. Jules and Our Lady
of Lourdes. In a review of the Board’s capital plan for 2008, the Director of Education identified
this group of schools as facing one or more of the following conditions/challenges:
Experiencing or forecasting an adverse impact on learning opportunities due to declining
enrolment;
Reorganization involving the group of schools could enhance program and learning
opportunities for students;
Teaching/learning spaces are not suitable to provide the programs needed to serve the
community and retrofitting may be cost prohibitive;
One or more of the schools in the group is experiencing higher building maintenance
expenses than what is typical for the system and/or is in need of major capital
improvements;
Under normal staffing allocation practices, it would be necessary to assign three grades to
one class in one or more of the schools.
As required under Board Procedure Pr A: 05 Pupil Accommodation Review, an Accommodation
Review Committee (ARC) was established to lead the public review of the group of schools,
and to study, report and make recommendations on the accommodation options for these
schools.
Invitations to participate in the ARC were forwarded to the three school communities, requesting
suggestions for teaching, non-teaching and parent representatives. Invitations were also
extended to local parishes, East end municipal representatives, and local business
representatives. The ARC is comprised of twenty-five (25) formal members consisting of:
Trustee Barbara Holland, as chair of the ARC
Trustee Fred Alexander (Board Chairperson)
Superintendent Linda Staudt ( as acting secretary to the ARC)
Fr. Richard Cartier, Pastor St. Theresa Parish
Fr. Matt Kucharski, Most Precious Blood Parish
City Councilor Bill Marra
One community representative
From each school:
o The school principal
o A representative from the teaching staff
o A representative from the non-teaching staff
o Three parents, one of whom is the School Council Chair for the school
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The ARC held four public meetings over the course of the review to present its work and to
receive comments and questions from the public. Eight (8) working meetings were also held
during the process to gather information, consider public input, analyze data, generate and study
options and recommendations for the most beneficial pupil accommodations for this group of
schools. All information, including accommodation options considered, and minutes of all
working and public meetings were posted to the Board’s web site. The public was also advised
that hard copies of all documents could be obtained through the school principal or from the
Catholic Education Centre. Questions and comments received at public meetings and through
correspondence or communications through ARC members were discussed and considered by
the ARC in the course of its study. Advance notice of all public meetings was provided through
school newsletters, letters to the school community, synervoice messages, church bulletins and
advertisements in the Windsor Star.
The minutes of all Working and Public meetings are attached as Appendix A.
Prior to the first public meeting, the ARC worked to customize the Board’s Generic School
Valuation Framework to create a tool that would provide information to assess the value of each
of the schools under consideration in terms of value to the student, to the Board, to the
community and to the local economy, with value to student being given the greatest weight. The
Committee reviewed the Generic Framework together to ensure that there was a common
understanding of the factors and questions to be applied so that each school would be assessed
consistently. Representatives were invited to review with their communities the Generic School
Framework and to present recommendations to the ARC for additions to the framework that
would allow it to better reflect local circumstances and priorities. Recommendations for
additions were discussed at a working meeting of the Committee. The Committee agreed on
additions to the framework related to such issues as availability of green space in the area,
adequacy of grounds for physical activity, proximity to emergency facilities, distance to main
transportation routes, relationship with the local parish, proximity to other schools, relationship
with other educational institutions, and the real estate climate in the area lending itself to people
purchasing homes in the area. The completed Valuation Frameworks for each school in the study
are attached as appendices.
The ARC relied on the completed Frameworks, information received through Board
administration and input received through the public consultation process to complete its study
pursuant to the Board’s Pupil Accommodation Review Policy and Procedure. At the third public
meeting the ARC presented five possible accommodation options (including option 5 allowing
them to consider other options as the public consultation process proceeded) that it intended to
consider in its study. The Committee considered public input received on those options as it
continued its study.
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Upon completion of its study, the Committee unanimously agreed not to recommend to the
Director the option of consolidating Our Lady of Lourdes at the St. Jules site, in a new school
building to be constructed on available property at the St. Jules site, since this option did not
address the renewal needs of St. Bernard.
The Committee also unanimously agreed not to recommend to the Director the option of
consolidating St. Bernard at the St. Jules site in a new school building to be constructed on
available property at the St. Jules site. Both the St.Jules and the St. Bernard communities pointed
out that they have the larger projected enrolments for 2011/2012, of 274 and 211 respectively,
and they did not believe it would be beneficial to students to consolidate the two large schools.
The St. Bernard community stressed that they felt students would choose to move to other nearby
public schools, if a new school was not built on property adjacent to St. Bernard.
Based on the concerns with respect to amalgamating the two fairly large communities (projected
total enrolment for St. Jules and St. Bernard for 2011/2012 – 485 pupils), the majority of the
Committee agreed not to recommend to the Director the option of consolidating St. Jules at the
St. Bernard site, in a new school building to be constructed on property adjacent to the St.
Bernard site. Two representatives from Our Lady of Lourdes community dissented in this
decision, indicating that they considered this a viable option.
After careful consideration, the Committee presented two recommendations in its Draft School
Valuation Report to the community at the fourth public meeting of May 20, 2009. There were
no presentations from the community, however, the Committee did invite and receive questions
and comments, as set out within the minutes attached. The Committee also received written
submissions from members of the school communities prior and subsequent to the meeting (The
written submissions will be forwarded to the Director with this report).
The ARC conducted a working meeting on June 3, 2009 to consider all of the input received and
to review and discuss possible revisions to its Draft School Valuation Report and
Recommendations. The Committee made some amendments to the Draft Report, as detailed
within the minutes. The Committee submits the following final recommendations to the
Director:

RECOMMENDATION:
Build a new school adjacent to the St. Bernard site, if funding can be obtained from the
Ministry of Education and if a property transaction can be negotiated with the City,
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leaving Our Lady of Lourdes and St. Jules status quo. The Board would continue to pursue
PTR funding for St. Jules.
Comments
The Committee unanimously agrees to recommend this option to the Director.
The St. Bernard Community has strongly indicated their desire and need for a new school built
adjacent to the existing facility. Both Our Lady of Lourdes and St. Jules School feel they can
continue to service their communities. They indicate that when assessing these schools, giving
greatest weight to value to student, this option should be considered. The students benefit from
their local community school and close ties to local parishes.
Analysis of Recommendation
The implications of the proposed changes for students both in the school under
consideration for consolidation, closure or program relocation and in the school(s)
where programs may be affected:
As indicated in the school valuation frameworks, all three schools offer a broad
range of quality programming. The St. Bernard framework indicates that
programming could be enhanced at a new facility

The effects of consolidation, closure or program relocation on the following:
i)

The attendance area defined for the schools
No change

ii)
Attendance at other schools
No change
i)

The need and extent of bussing
No change

The financial effects of consolidating or not consolidating the school, including any
capital implications:
This would address the renewal needs of St. Bernard. St. Jules would continue to
seek PTR funds. The Board would incur operating costs for three schools

Revenue implications as a result of the consolidation, closure or program relocation:
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Disposition of existing St. Bernard facility

Savings expected to be achieved as a result of the consolidation, closure or program
relocation:
i)
School operations (heating, lighting, cleaning, routine maintenance)
Current estimated operating costs for St. Bernard (based on 07/08) - $74, 542.10
Estimated costs of new energy efficient school
Accommodating 211 pupils (no comparable data)

ii)

Expenditures to address school renewal issues, which will no longer be
required:
Renewal needs of St. Bernard ($3,360,500.00)

Additional expenditures, if any, at schools which will accommodate students
displaced as a result of a consolidation, closure or program relocation decision
taken by the board, including:
i)
School operations (heating, lighting, cleaning, routine maintenance)
Operating costs of a new energy efficient school accommodating 211 pupils

ii)
School administration
Status quo

iii) School renewal
Total estimated capital cost of building new school on property adjacent to St. Bernard to
accommodate 211 pupils - $7,000,000.00

iv)

Transportation
Status quo

Net savings/costs associated with:
i)

Teaching staff
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Status quo
ii)

Paraprofessionals

Status quo

iii)

Student transportation
Status quo

The possible alternative use or disposition of an empty building:
Existing St. Bernard’s facility - Any institutional use including a church, church hall, a
school, day nursery, non-profit or charitable office, residential care facility.

RECOMMENDATION
Consolidate Our Lady of Lourdes at the St. Bernard Site, in a new school building to be
constructed on city-owned property adjacent to the St. Bernard site, if funding can be
obtained from the Ministry of Education and if a property transaction can be negotiated
with the City, provided the Board continues to pursue Prohibitive to Repair Funding from
the Ministry to fund construction of a new school building at the St. Jules site in the future.
Comments
Some members of the Committee agreed in recommending this as a viable option, although the
recommendation does not have the unanimous support of the ARC. The Committee did agree
that if the Board elects to proceed with this option, they would recommend the adjustment of the
secondary boundaries, since currently Our Lady of Lourdes and St. Bernard are feeder schools
for two different secondary schools (St. Bernard to Catholic Central and Our Lady of Lourdes to
F.J. Brennan). The Committee recommends that if the Board proceeds with this
recommendation, the new combined school should be a feeder school to F.J. Brennan High
School.
The Committee noted that St. Bernard (constructed in 1930) is in significant disrepair,
experiencing declining enrolment consistent with other schools in the system, St. Bernard’s
projected enrolment for 2011-2012 is 211 students. In 2006, a facility audit was conducted of
the school and the Facility Condition Index (FCI) was identified at 80.8%, far in excess of the
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minimum school reconstruction threshold of 65 %. Although the Board has submitted data to the
Ministry in support of PTR funding for St. Bernard, the Ministry has not yet identified the school
as a PTR Candidate. Public input received indicated that the St. Bernard community feels
strongly about the need for a new school adjacent to the St. Bernard site. The St. Bernard
community would not look favourably if another site was chosen, suggesting the probable loss of
students to the public system.
Although the Board has not yet submitted updated data in support of PTR funding for St. Jules
(constructed in 1924), the Board has applied to the Ministry for St. Jules to be identified as a
PTR candidate. Several repairs have been made to the school and it was agreed that the school is
currently in better condition than St. Bernard. St. Jules projected enrolment for 2011-2012 is
274. The most pressing facility concerns for St. Jules would be funding to improve the
playground and to better accommodate students with disabilities.
Committee representatives from Our Lady of Lourdes indicated some reservations in that they
feel their school is currently viable and that the facility does not have significant renewal needs
as do the other schools in the study. They indicated some concern for lengths of bus rides and
students having to travel almost as far as Tecumseh Road to attend the new site.
Analysis of Recommendation
The implications of the proposed changes for students both in the school under
consideration for consolidation, closure or program relocation and in the school(s)
where programs may be affected:
As indicated in the school valuation frameworks, all three schools offer a broad
range of quality programming. All frameworks indicate that programming
could be enhanced at a new facility

The effects of consolidation, closure or program relocation on the following:
ii)

The attendance area defined for the schools
The attendance boundaries for the new school at St. Bernard’s would incorporate
the current boundaries of the existing school and the boundaries of Our Lady of
Lourdes. There would be no suggestions for boundary changes to St. Jules.

ii)
Attendance at other schools
Review of secondary school boundaries
iii)
The need and extent of bussing
Lourdes students to St. Bernard. 1 extra bus @ $50,000/year
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The financial effects of consolidating or not consolidating the school, including any
capital implications:
In consolidating Lourdes and St. Bernard, the Board would be replacing one
prohibitive to repair school and would incur operating costs for two schools as
opposed to three. The Board would still be faced with the renewal needs of St.
Jules. The capital cost of building a new school at the St. Bernard site to
accommodate 386 pupils is estimated at $12, 600,000.

Revenue implications as a result of the consolidation, closure or program relocation:
Possible proceeds from disposition of Our Lady of Lourdes facility estimated at
$980,000.00

Savings expected to be achieved as a result of the consolidation, closure or program
relocation:
i)
School operations (heating, lighting, cleaning, routine maintenance)
Current estimated operating costs for St. Bernard (based on 07/08) - $74,542.1 0
Current estimated operating costs for Lourdes(based on 07/08)$47,939.20
Total operating costs
$122,481.30
Estimated costs of new energy efficient school
Accommodating 386 pupils (based on comparison
for current 300 and 500 pp schools built in the last 5 years)
$80,000.00
Net savings
$42,481.30
ii)

Expenditures to address school renewal issues, which will no longer be
required:
Will no longer have to address renewal needs of St. Bernard (estimated at $3,365,500)
and Our Lady of Lourdes (estimated at $411, 000)

Additional expenditures, if any, at schools which will accommodate students
displaced as a result of a consolidation, closure or program relocation decision
taken by the board, including:
i)
School operations (heating, lighting, cleaning, routine maintenance)
Operating costs of a new energy efficient school accommodating 386 pupils estimated
at $80,000 as detailed above.
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ii)
School administration
The consolidation of Lourdes and St. Bernard would eliminate the cost of one
principal and would require the equivalent of 1 ½ school secretaries as opposed to 2.

iii)
School renewal
Total estimated capital cost of building new school adjacent to St. Bernard on basis
property transaction can be negotiated with City without acquisition costs: $12,600,000

iv)

Transportation
Additional bussing of Lourdes to St. Bernard- 1 extra bus @ $50,000 per year

Net savings/costs associated with:
i)
Teaching staff
Students from Lourdes and St. Bernard will be in one school, but still require the same
number of classroom teachers. Consolidation could result in savings with respect to
LSST’s and specialty teachers.
ii)

Paraprofessionals

Status quo – no net savings/costs
iii)

Student transportation
Net cost - $50,000/year

The possible alternative use or disposition of an empty building:
Lourdes property – Any institutional use including a church, church hall, a school, day
nursery, non-profit or charitable office, residential care facility.
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APPENDIX “A”
MEETING MINUTES

LEARNING SUPPORT SERVICES

1325 California Avenue
Windsor, ON N9B 3Y6
CHAIRPERSON: Fred Alexander
DIRECTOR OF EDUCATION: Joseph Berthiaume
Telephone: (519) 253-2481 FAX: (519) 253-0620

ARC Committee Meeting
East Windsor Schools
St. Bernard, St.Jules and Our Lady of Lourdes
Thursday, December 4, 2008
PRESENT:
Area Trustee:
Trustee ARC Chairperson
Superintendent:
Administration:

Fred Alexander
Chris Janisse (sent regrets)
Linda Staudt, Mario Iatonna
Colleen Norris, Policy Coordinator
Patrick Murray, Academic Supervisor

Principals:

Anna Maria Melito, Principal, St. Bernard
Elise Daragon, Principal, St. Jules
Alicia de Souza, Principal, Our Lady of Lourdes
Denise Deziel, Principal, F. J. Brennan
John Ulciny, Vice-Principal, F. J. Brennan

Teachers:

Teacher, St. Bernard
Teachers, St. Jules
Teacher, St. Our Lady of Lourdes
Non-Teaching Staff, St. Bernard
Non-Teaching Staff, St. Jules
Non-Teaching Staff, Our Lady of Lourdes

Parents

3 Parents from St. Bernard
3 Parents from St. Jules
3 Parents from Our Lady of Lourdes

Recording Secretary

Celeste DiPonio

1. Prayer
Superintendent Linda Staudt led the group in an Advent prayer.
2. Welcome
Superintendent Linda Staudt welcomed everyone to the ARC Committee Meeting. She explained that the
meeting was an information meeting, so as a committee they would all feel comfortable with the process.
She introduced the administrative team - Mario Iatonna, Superintendent; Pat Murray, Supervisor and
Colleen Norris, Policy Coordinator, as well as the Area Trustee, Fred Alexander and noted that the chair of
this ARC committee who was not able to be present this evening will be Trustee Chris Janisse.
3. Introductions
Ms. Staudt had everyone to go around the table and introduce one another. She noted that Chris Janisse is
the Chair of this committee and he would be running all of the other committee meetings.
“Learning together in faith and service”

4. Overview of ARC Process
Superintendent Mario Iatonna gave a brief history and overview of the ARC Process:
 Oct. 2006 the Ministry of Education announced a new guideline/process for review and gave
boards 6 months to come up with policy and guidelines. Provided to boards as a basis to develop
their own internal policies. They were given to March 30th date. The did retain in January
 The board in January 2007 retained Watson and Associates to develop guidelines and assist at
looking where accommodation pressures were coming with an overall assessment.
 The Ministry gave an extension and in June 2007 our board had a Policy and Procedure approved.
 The Ministry Guidelines can also be found on the website.
 In August 2007 a lot of things started to change with respect to enrollment and financing for
schools. Many of the projections Watson came up with changed and Watson was asked to with
respect to our local municipalities to meet realistic developments.
 In April 2008, the board continued to have questions and concerns about the projections quoted by
Watson, so the board went through the budget process. The Ministry has provided additional
funding, but it is not known how long this funding will go on for.
 It was difficult for Watson and the board to determine the projections.
 The 2008 09 budget back in spring and board at that time board decided to hold off till the fall.
 The ministry asked us to prepare for the next three years. We submitted capital plan in the fall,
recommended four items – prohibitive to repair for St. Bernard and Jules and we had some minor
installations and also west Windsor.
 From April to June of the following school year, part of that process was the development of the
capital plan for the next three years, and as part of that plan, the board considered West Windsor
and East Windsor in order to look at the future of this area. The process would be a means of
maximizing educational opportunities for students. Mr. Iatonna cited as an example the Board’s
desire to avoid “triple split grades”, which would be a possibility without additional funding.
 This meeting is the first step in walking through the process.
 He noted that there is a dramatic decline in enrolment. Future enrolment is usually projected by
birthrate and immigration. However, he noted that it is difficult to project who is going to move out
and when with respect to the present economic downturn. One big issue with declining enrolment
is that our schools will be underutilized.
 He also noted that we must look at school condition and once a school is past a useful life, there
may be a need for new schools.
 In terms of funding, the Ministry is looking at a new funding model any one of the administrative
team for any information that they would require for help.
 He also noted that as they go through the process, the board would be providing them with
enrolment information, historical, cost, and operating and budget information, etc. in order to
simplify things as best they could.
 He also highlighted Appendix “A (Generic School Valuation Framework) of the Pupil
Accommodation Review Procedure: Pr A:05
5. Proposed Preliminary Time Frame
Supervisor Pat Murray noted that the board wants to conduct an in-depth consultative process that is
transparent. He noted that the policy is set up this way. The timelines from the beginning to the end it is
almost a year throughout the whole process. This allows for ample time to conduct and attend meetings
and solicit input. He informed the committee that tomorrow letters would be sent out to all parents in the
school explaining the process. As well, on Saturday in the Windsor Star, an advertisement will be placed
explaining this and information will also posted on the website. In the next 60 days the task this committee
has is to take the framework and customize it for their school community. This is the basis of the
consultation with as many meetings that you require to put together a good framework from the community.
Mr. Murray highlighted the following dates:
 December 5, 6, 2008 – provide 60 days public notice before the first meeting. Each ARC to meet
to customize the Board’s generic School Valuation Framework as many times as is necessary and
to have the completed Framework available to the public by January 23, 2009.
 January 23, 2009 – Customized frameworks to be made public.
“Learning together in faith and service”
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February 23 and 25 – 90-day public consultation process by holding the first of 4 public meetings.
February 23 – June 9, 2009 – Each ARC Committee to hold at least four public meetings, with a
minimum of two weeks advance notice.
June 11, 2009 – Completion of the Public Consultation sessions and submission of the report by
each ARC to the Director
June 12, 2009 – 60 days minimum public notice of the Board meetings at which the Board is
scheduled to act on the reports by sending out notices.
September 11, 2009 – The board to provide 2 weeks of notice of the special Public Board
meetings at which the Board will receive input on the Director’s report and the ARC Valuation
Report. Notices will be provided. The director’s report will be completed and referenced in the
notice and posted to the website.
September 28 and 29, 2009 – Special Public Board meetings for input.
October 13, 2009 – The Director prepares a follow up report to respond to representations made
by the public and posted to the board’s website.
October 27, 2009 – Board meeting at which the Board is scheduled to act on the ARC Report, the
Director’s Report and the Director’s Follow-up Report and community input. The board will notify
parents/guardians, staff and school council members in writing through their respective schools, of
the Board’s decision, which will also be posted to the website in the days following the decision.

He reiterated that this information and the process will be made available on the board website and if
anyone has questions or concerns, to please contact him or the principal.
Colleen Norris clarified and walked through the responsibilities of the ARC and the procedure for the
School Valuation Framework. 3.6 of the Pupil Accommodation Review Procedure: Pr A:05. She noted the
following:
 Generic framework will become a customized framework for each school community. By
customizing you can add factors or a commentary.
 The board will give the ARC committee examples from other boards in order to have an idea of
how to approach and use this as a resource.
 The Framework cannot be altered or any items deleted, however, they could add additional items.
 As a committee of the whole, they must meet prior to January 21st. They can come up with a
grading system.
 The committee as a whole will then prepare one customized School Valuation Framework.
 This initial task must be completed by January 23rd, 2009 as the document becomes public on this
date.
 The customized School Valuation Framework will then be presented at t he first public meeting
scheduled in February.
6. Identification of Community Members
Before we break for Christmas, Superintendent Linda Staudt indicated that letters would come from us in
terms of inviting community members
Superintendent Linda Staudt noted that the need to extend the invitation to Municipal Councillor or a
member of the business community to join the committee. After discussion, it was decided that through
their school principal they could submit names of the Community Members they would like to invite. Bill
Marra and Ken Lewenza will also be invited and receive information. She asked that they communicate to
their school principal prior to the Christmas break the member of business community they wish to invite.
7. Public Consultation Meetings
Superintendent Staudt noted that each of the four public meeting, for both the West and East Windsor
schools have a specific purpose.
 1st public meeting in February is to describe the mandate and the school valuation, which has been
customized. The next three meetings are proposed for March, April and May.
 2nd meeting the ARC will present its draft school specific school valuation report.
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3rd meeting of the ARC will receive input on the accommodation options. By this time they will
have had a chance to study all of the data and propose some options.
4th meeting of the ARC in May to present the school valuation report and recommendations to the
public and receive input. From this a report will be prepared based on the feedback received. She
also referred to page 6 of 7 section 4.2 of Board Procedure Pr A: 05.

Ms. Staudt referred to the timelines set out by Mr. Murray noting that in order to complete the framework by
Feb. 23 the ARC must come together prior to this date in order to finalize their report.
It was felt that the invitation to the Pastors to be part of the ARC committee should come from the board,
and the principal would do the initial contact. It was also felt that Fr. Roche as the Episcopal Vicar should
also receive an invitation. Superintendent Staudt stated that she would also follow up on this and meet with
the pastors prior to the next meeting in order to give them an outline of the process and make it more
personalized.
The following dates were set for the upcoming public meetings of the ARC Committee:
 Thursday, February 26, 2009 – 7:00 p.m. @ F. J. Brennan Catholic High School
 Wednesday, April 1st, 2009 – 7:00 p.m. @ F. J. Brennan Catholic High School – school specific
reports will be submitted given to the public for consideration and public input
 Monday, April 27, 2009 – 7:00 p.m. @ F. J. Brennan Catholic High School – 3rd meeting ARC will
receive community input on accommodation options (you will have received a lot data from us,
bringing forward for consideration and also listening to community
 Wednesday, May 20, 2009 – 7:00 p.m. @ F. J. Brennan Catholic High School - fourth meeting
present the valuation report and recommendations to the public and you will receive community
input and changes based on the feedback. After that last meeting you will be writing a report to the
director in terms of what your recommendations are and if you take a look to page 4 of 7 – look at
the bottom, 3.14 you are going to prepare a report for each school.
8. Upcoming Local/Committee Meetings
Superintendent Staudt pointed out that in order to have the customized frameworks made public by January 23rd,
2009, the ARC School community will need to meet sometime within the first two weeks in January do some
work on the Valuation Framework in order to be able to bring it back to the ARC Committee group by January
19th. Meeting set for January 21st, 2009 at 7:00 p.m. at the F. J. Brennan High School.
Second thing on that evening, we must agree on the guidelines for public consultation so we can let the
public know what the guidelines are.
She also noted she would send samples of what other boards have done in terms of presentations etc. in early
January so that they can look at a variety of different options of how to put this framework together.
She reiterated what Colleen Norris had explained, ie. The Generic Valuation Framework cannot be altered or
any items deleted, however, they could add additional items or information.
As well, if there are any additional items for the ARC committee, they could send it to their Principals and in turn
the Principals will send them to the recording secretary, Celeste DiPonio to appear on the agenda. Chris
Janisse would chair that meeting. This is very prescriptive, detailed and a long process.
Fred Alexander noted the principal will be the key to all of this and administration will be readily available should
help be needed.
9. Questions and Comments:
Elise Daragon asked for clarification on school team? Can school councils be approached?
Colleen Norris responded that we as a board are suggesting that you receive enough representation from your
school community. Each school group has the particular knowledge of their own school; therefore as a team you
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can then meet and customize this information. This can be brought to the parent council, teachers and staff as
we are conducting open transparent consultation.
Mario Iatonna also responded “if you want one or more of us to attend, we are certainly available to
attend or you can call my cell phone at any time.”
10. NEXT STEPS
Meeting at your school to look at framework and then entire committee coming together on the 21st of January
here at F. J. Brennan High School.
11. ADJOURNMENT
Meeting adjourned at 8:18 p.m.
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LEARNING SUPPORT SERVICES

1325 California Avenue
Windsor, ON N9B 3Y6
CHAIRPERSON: Fred Alexander
DIRECTOR OF EDUCATION: Joseph Berthiaume
Telephone: (519) 253-2481 FAX: (519) 253-0620

Minutes of the
ARC Committee Meeting - East Windsor Schools
St. Bernard, St.Jules and Our Lady of Lourdes
Wednesday, January 21, 2009
Location: F. J. Brennan High School

PRESENT:
Area Trustee:
Trustee ARC Chairperson
Superintendent:
Administrative Resource:

Fred Alexander
Barbara Holland
Linda Staudt
Colleen Norris, Policy Coordinator
Patrick Murray, Academic Supervisor
David Labute, Vice-Principal, F. J. Brennan

Principals:

Anna Maria Melito, Principal, St. Bernard
Elise Daragon, Principal, St. Jules
Alicia de Souza, Principal, Our Lady of Lourdes
Velma Cocchetto-Picco, new Principal of Our Lady of Lourdes

Teachers:

Tanya Thornton, St. Jules
Paul Boncardo, St. Jules

Non-Teaching Staff:

Nicole Girard, St. Bernard
Ken Adair, Our Lady of Lourdes

Parents

St. Bernard – Dayana Scalzo,
St. Jules – Melissa Joncas, Katie Pellerito
O.L. of Lourdes – Jaime Pickens, Marlene MacKinnon

Pastors:

Fr. Matt Kucharski, Most Precious Blood Parish

Community Representative:

Armand Mastronardi, Reddi Farms

Regrets:

Fr. Richard Cartier, Pastor St Theresa
Paul LaRocque, Teacher – St. Bernard
Fred Polistena, Teacher – Our Lady of Lourdes
Tracey Critchlow, Parent – Our Lady of Lourdes
Kelly Millette, Heather Massie – Parents – St. Bernard
Marion Duggan, Parent – St. Jules

Recording Secretary

Celeste DiPonio

1. Prayer
Trustee Barbara Holland led the group in prayer.
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2. Welcome
Trustee Barbara Holland welcomed everyone and gave a brief description of her background as Trustee,
the area she serves, and the committees she sits on at the board level and some personal information.
3. Approval of Minutes
Moved by:
Alicia de Souza
Seconded by: Fred Alexander
THAT THE MINUTES OF DECEMBER 4th, 2008 BE APPROVED.
All in favour. CARRIED
4. Customize Generic School Valuation Framework
Colleen Norris distributed Authorization for Release of Information for all the committee members who
were not board employees to sign, allowing the board authorization to publish their names in the
minutes that will be posted to the Board website. This is in keeping with the Board being committed to
having an open and transparent process. She wanted them to be aware that the committee’s names
would be made public. Board employees do not need to sign the authorization form, as they are agents
of the board.
She proceeded to speak about the customized framework, noting this is a tool that will form the basis of
the ARC study. She also noted that one school community – St. Jules did submit suggestions to
customize the School Valuation Framework and was part of the agenda package. She then asked if
there were any suggestions from OLL and St. Bernard. She then asked a representative from St. Jules
school community to speak about how they arrived with their suggestions/questions, etc. Elise
Daragon explained the process they followed and the reasoning to arrive at their recommendations.
Discussion ensued on each suggestion and the following additions were agreed upon.
Under “Quality of Learning Environment and Range of Programs/Course offerings” – page 2
Question # 3 – add the word Explain after the Yes/No
Question # 5 – add the word Explain after the Yes/No
Under “Range of Extracurricular Activities and extent of Student Participating page 3 – ADD
Question # 5 – Is there available Green space in the immediate area (e.g., parkland, open space,
available land, etc)? Yes/No Explain
Under “Adequacy of School’s Grounds for Healthy Physical Activity and Extracurricular
Activities
Page 3, Question #1 – add the word Explain after the Yes/No
Page 4, Question #4 – Is there a running/walking track on the current site. Yes/No
Under “Safety of School and Site” – page 5
Question #6 – add the word Explain after the Yes/No
Question #7 – add the word Explain after the Yes/No
Add questions:
Question #9 – In the event of an emergency, is the school located near a site that can house the entire
school population (e.g. evacuation procedures)? Yes/No Explain.
Question #10 - What is the proximity to: hospital? _____Km.; medical clinic? ________Km.; fire
department? _________Km
Under “Proximity of the School to Students/Length of Bus Ride – page 6
Question # 9 – What is the distance from the school to the main transportation route for public
transportation?
Km
Under “Proximity to Catholic Church” – page 6 - add
Question #2 – Are there any reciprocal relationships that benefit the Church/School and Community
(e.g., Knights of Columbus, St. Vincent de Paul Society, etc.?) Yes/No, Explain.
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Continued….Under “Proximity to Catholic Church” – page 6 - add
Question #3a – Is there accessibility to additional space (e.g. Church hall for school performances, hot
lunches and family nights)? Yes/No, Explain.
Question # 3b – Does the church make use of school space? Yes/No, Explain.
Question # 4 – Sacramental Preparation – is it done at the school or church?
Explain.
Add a new heading on page 6 below “Proximity to Catholic Church” called:
REAL ESTATE CLIMATE. Add the following question:
Question #1. Does the real estate in the area lend itself to people purchasing homes? Yes/No.
Explain.
Under “LOCATION OF SCHOOL” – page 8 – add
Question #1 in brackets at the end of the sentence: (List schools, whether from the Windsor-Essex
Catholic District School Board or other, that are within 5 km of the school and the estimated distance to
each of those schools).
Under “Factors and Questions to be addressed when Assessing Value to Local Economy”
– page 10 – add
Question #8 – Is the school involved in partnerships/placements with other educational institutions
(e.g. University of Windsor -Faculty of Education/Psychology, etc, St. Clair College (ECE, CYW, etc.),
feeder high schools)? Yes/No. Explain.
The committee also agreed with the suggestion that Colleen Norris made with respect to change the
formatting by labelling the subheadings with letters for easier reference. It was noted that this would
not be problem as long as the substance of the existing factors and questions are left unchanged.
Colleen then reminded the Committee that under Board procedure they also may elect to develop a
numerical grading system to weigh the factors being studied, or they may elect not to do so and
complete the framework without assigning numerical values. She stressed that it is left to the
Committee to establish the method they are most comfortable with and that will allow them to complete
an objective valuation of each school in the study. She reminded them that whatever tool they rely on,
it must be applied to each school and the value to the student has to be weighed above all other factors
to be assessed. She asked for them to think about it and give her feedback. All present said they did
not want it to be numerical and did not wish to assign numeric values.
Moved by:
Seconded by:

Nicole Girard
Katie Pellerito

That the Customized School Valuation Framework be amended with the above additions.
All in favour.
CARRIED
5. Establish Procedures for receiving Public input at Public Meetings.
Linda reviewed the Draft Guidelines for Public Input.
Moved by:
Seconded by:

Alicia DeSouza
Tania Thornton

That the Draft Guideline for Public Input be accepted as written.
All in favour. CARRIED.
As a point of clarification, it was asked if a teacher could make a presentation on behalf of the school
community at the public meetings. Superintendent Linda Staudt assured that she would meet with the
administrative resource team to confer and get back with an answer.
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6. Establish Roles and Responsibilities for the first Public Meeting.
Superintendent Linda Staudt indicated that the first public meeting would be on February 26th at 7 p.m.
at F. J. Brennan High School. This meeting will be an overview of the process. The Administrative
Resource Team of the WECDSB will speak to it at the public meeting. Following the overview, Trustee
Barbara Holland will chair the meeting, and present on behalf of the committee the Customized
Valuation Framework that will be used to assess the value of each of the schools in the study. The
purpose of the first public consultation meeting is to allow for public input on the framework and the
process.
7. Determine process for completion of draft school-specific valuation reports.
To facilitate the process of completing the draft school- specific valuation reports, Colleen Norris
suggested that the Principals go back to their school communities to fill out the framework with respect
to their school. The draft framework would then come back to the ARC for discussion and approval.
The committee will be presenting three school-specific Valuation Frameworks (one for each school
community) at the second public meeting. Colleen indicated that administration would be providing the
ARC with an information package that will assist them in completing the draft school specific valuation
reports.
8. Schedule next working meetings.
The next working meeting is scheduled immediately after the first public meeting on February 26,
2009 at F. J. Brennan College High School.
A second working meeting of the committee is scheduled for Wed., March 11, 2009 – 7:00 p.m. at
F. J. Brennan High School –. This will give the committee time to work and approve the three (3)
Customized Valuation Frameworks before the next public meeting on April 1st.
Information packages will be sent by administration to the schools to assist the school communities
in completing the questions on the Framework.
As requested, the Customized Valuation Framework will be sent electronically to the schools in a
Word Document so that the schools can enter their information.
The Customized Valuation Framework will be posted to the website this Friday, January 23, 2009.
Customized framework and minutes will be posted to the website and also sent to the principals to
distribute to their school committee.
•

Principals were asked to send out notice to their school communities on Friday reminding of the
upcoming public meeting and notifying them that the customized framework is posted to the public
web site and will be introduced at the public meeting
The recording secretary will email all the dates of the upcoming committee and public meetings.
The recording secretary will send the Pastors of the three school communities the information that
is to be included in their church bulletins with respect to the Public Consultation meeting dates.

Suggestion made to make a direct link from the board website to the school with the ARC Logo.
Colleen will check with the I.T. department to see if this is possible.
In closing, Trustee Holland thanked Vice Principal Labute for hosting the meeting and also
thanked the administrative resource team and the committee for all their work in this endeavour.
9. Adjournment
Moved by:
Elise Daragon
Seconded by: Anna Melito
That the meeting be adjourned at 9:13 p.m. All in favour. CARRIED.
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PROHIBITIVE-TO-REPAIR FUNDING
BACKGROUND INFORMATION

INTRODUCTION
•

On February 17, 2005, the Minister of Education announced the Good Places to
Learn (GPL) initiative, which included a Prohibitive-to-Repair (PTR) component.

•

PTR schools are defined as those schools with a Facility Condition Index (FCI) of
65% or greater. The FCI is computed as follows:
FCI

=

Total Value of Repairs Required at the School x 100
Total Cost to Build a New Replacement School

Example 1:
A school with $2M of needed repairs and a replacement cost of $8M
would have an FCI of ($2M ÷ $8M) x 100 = 25%
This school would have the needed repairs made to it as
funding in the board’s regular operating budget would permit.
Example 2:
A school with $6M of needed repairs and a replacement cost of $8M
would have an FCI of ($6M ÷ $8M) x 100 = 75%
This school would be eligible for replacement subject to funding being
specifically approved by the Ministry of Education.
•

The FCI ratings were first determined by Ministry inspection of all schools which
took place in 2002-03.

PTR FUNDING
•

On June 12, 2006, the Ministry advised school boards of the education funding for
the 2006-07 school year. This included a $50M annual allocation, which would
fund $700M worth of immediate new construction to repair or replace PTR schools.

•

From the 2002-03 school inspection data, the Ministry identified 200 schools with
an FCI rating of 65% or greater. The Ministry’s list included only one school from
the Windsor-Essex Catholic District School Board (WECDSB) with an FCI greater
than 65%, that being St. Jules Elementary School.

•

In order to seek a portion of the available PTR funding, boards were required by
the Ministry to submit business cases confirming the need to replace specific
schools. However, since the time of the 2002-03 inspection, several repairs had
been made to the St. Jules facility, and therefore it was questionable whether it
would still qualify as a priority for PTR funding.

March 12, 2009
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Superintendent of Business
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•

As a result, on November 14, 2006, the Board approved proceeding with only one
submission for PTR funding, that being St. Bernard (Windsor) Elementary School.
Given its deteriorating condition, St. Bernard was subject to a comprehensive
facility audit which subsequently confirmed its FCI at 80.8%.

•

On May 18, 2007, the Ministry formally requested WECDSB to submit detailed
data in support of St. Bernard as a PTR candidate site. The Ministry also
announced that the number of schools eligible for PTR funding had increased to
500. While a number of schools across the Province were announced in the
summer of 2007 as successfully obtaining PTR funding, St. Bernard was not one of
those schools.

•

On March 13, 2008, the Ministry announced that an additional number of schools
as successfully obtaining PTR funding but, again, St. Bernard was not one of those
schools.

•

On August 20, 2008, the Ministry advised that the original $700M in PTR funding
announced in 2006 had been fully allocated and requested boards to submit new
supporting data for priority PTR facilities.

•

On October 14, 2008, the Board approved the 2008 Capital Plan for the WECDSB,
which included both St. Bernard (Windsor) and St. Jules as PTR projects.
Supporting data for both schools was submitted by the Board to the Ministry in
November 2008.

•

The Ministry has yet to advise regarding new funding for PTR schools. It is
anticipated that a funding announcement may be forthcoming by the end of March
2009 as part of the Ministry’s annual release of funding allocations to school
boards for the upcoming 2009-10 school year.

_________________________

March 12, 2009

Mario Iatonna
Superintendent of Business
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LEARNING SUPPORT SERVICES

1325 California Avenue
Windsor, ON N9B 3Y6
CHAIRPERSON: Fred Alexander
DIRECTOR OF EDUCATION: Joseph Berthiaume
Telephone: (519) 253-2481 FAX: (519) 253-0620

Minutes of the
First ARC Public Meeting - East Windsor Schools
St. Bernard, St.Jules and Our Lady of Lourdes
Thursday, February 26, 2009 – 7:00 p.m.
Location: F. J. Brennan High School

PRESENT:
Area Trustee:
Trustee ARC Chairperson
Superintendent:
Administrative Resource:

Fred Alexander
Barbara Holland
Linda Staudt
Colleen Norris, Policy Coordinator
Patrick Murray, Academic Supervisor
David Labute, Vice-Principal, F. J. Brennan

Principals:

Anna Maria Melito, Principal, St. Bernard
Elise Daragon, Principal, St. Jules
Velma Picco, new Principal of Our Lady of Lourdes

Teachers:

Paul La Rocque, Teacher – St. Bernard
Tanya Thornton, St. Jules
Paul Boncardo, St. Jules
Lisa Adams, Teacher – Our Lady of Lourdes

Non Teaching Staff:

Nicole Girard, St. Bernard
Ken Adair, Our Lady of Lourdes

Parents

St. Bernard – Dayana Scalzo, Heather Massie
St. Jules – Melissa Joncas, Katie Pellerito
O.L. of Lourdes – Jaime Pickens, Marlene MacKinnon

Pastors:

Fr. Richard Cartier, Pastor St Theresa

Community Representative:

Armand Mastronardi, Reddi Farms

Regrets:

Fr. Matt Kucharski, Most Precious Blood Parish
Tracey Critchlow, Parent – Our Lady of Lourdes
Kelly Millette – Parent – St. Bernard
Marion Duggan, Parent – St. Jules

Recording Secretary

Celeste DiPonio

1. WELCOME AND PRAYER
Trustee Barbara Holland welcomed everyone to the first of the four public meetings of the Accommodation Review
Committee – East Windsor. She began the meeting with a prayer. She noted the ARC Committee welcomes
“Learning together in faith and service”

community input on the study process and the framework that will be used by the Committee in conducting the
accommodation review study involving Our Lady of Lourdes, St. Bernard and St. Jules Elementary Schools. She
introduced the members of the Accommodation Review Committee and then asked the principals to introduce the
members of the committee from their respective schools. She then asked administration to share the process and
framework that will be followed.
2. PROCESS OF ARC – Accommodation Review Committee
Superintendent Linda Staudt highlighted the process of the Accommodation Review Committee with a Power
Point Presentation. She highlighted the background:
• October 2006, the Ministry of Education announced a new process/guideline for Accommodation
Reviews and provided the opportunity for boards to develop their own internal policies.
• June 2007 – our board approved the ARC process
• 2008-09 Board Capital Plan recommended prohibitive to repair designation for both St. Bernard and St.
Jules.
• 2008-09 Board Capital Plan included plans to study East Windsor (Our Lady of Lourdes, St. Bernard and
St. Jules and also West Windsor (St. Francis, St. James and St. John).
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Superintendent Staudt then gave a brief overview of the ARC:
Established to study, report and make recommendations on the best accommodation options for
maximizing education opportunities. Various factors considered including province wide declining
enrolment.
Composed of representatives from each school in the group as well as community and parish
representatives.
The ARC leads a public consultation process that allows for community input.
Assesses each school for its value to the student, value to the school board, value to the community and
value to the local economy. The value to the student is given the greatest weight.
ARC from its study and input received through a public consultation process will make recommendations
that will assist the Board in deciding on the best accommodation options.
Accommodation options may include reorganization of the schools, change in boundaries, and
renovations to existing schools or new school construction.
A school’s involvement in an ARC does not mean it is scheduled for closure, although school closure is
an option that can be considered.

3. ARC TIMEFRAME
Patrick Murray, Academic Supervisor highlighted the process and noted the board’s endeavour to be completely
transparent. The following are some key points of the Timeframe:
• Last November notices sent out to the schools explaining the process
• December 5, 6, 2008 – provide 60 days public notice before the first meeting. Each ARC to meet to
customize the Board’s generic School Valuation Framework as many times as is necessary and to have the
completed Framework available to the public by January 23, 2009.
• January 23, 2009 – Customized frameworks to be made public.
• February 23 and 25 – 90-day public consultation process by holding the first of 4 public meetings.
• February 23 – June 9, 2009 – Each ARC Committee to hold at least four public meetings, with a minimum of
two weeks advance notice.
• June 11, 2009 – Completion of the Public Consultation sessions and submission of the report by each ARC to
the Director
• June 12, 2009 – 60 days minimum public notice of the Board meetings at which the Board is scheduled to act
on the reports by sending out notices.
• September 11, 2009 – The board to provide 2 weeks of notice of the special Public Board meetings at which
the Board will receive input on the Director’s report and the ARC Valuation Report. Notices will be provided.
The director’s report will be completed and referenced in the notice and posted to the website.
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•
•
•

September 28 and 29, 2009 – Special Public Board meetings for input.
October 13, 2009 – The Director prepares a follow up report to respond to representations made by the
public and posted to the board’s website.
October 27, 2009 – Board meeting at which the Board is scheduled to act on the ARC Report, the Director’s
Report and the Director’s Follow-up Report and community input. The board will notify parents/guardians,
staff and school council members in writing through their respective schools, of the Board’s decision, which
will also be posted to the website in the days following the decision.

The stressed that the whole process is to benefit the students. He emphasised that we are here for the children
and what is the best Catholic education we can offer to our children in all the discussions we have and every
decision we make.
4. ARC PUBLIC CONSULTATION MEETINGS
Linda Staudt highlighted the process and the dates set for the Public Consultation meetings:
• First Public Consultation Meeting – February 26, 2009 – ARC will describe its mandate and outline its
study process and give the public a briefing on the data and issues to be addressed and the proposed
customized School Valuation Framework will be presented.
• Second Public Consultation Meeting – April 1, 2009 – ARC will present its draft school-specific valuation
reports for each of the schools.
• Third Public Consultation Meeting – April 27, 2009 – ARC will receive community input on the
accommodation options to be considered.
• Fourth Public Consultation Meeting – May 20, 2009 – ARC will present its draft School Valuation Report
and recommendations to the public and will receive community input. The ARC may make changes to the
report based on feedback received.
5. GUIDELINES FOR PUBLIC INPUT
Superintendent Linda Staudt highlighted the following:
• Individuals or groups wishing to make a formal presentation must contact the Board at least two full business
days before the meeting and provide in writing a brief description of their presentation.
• The spokesperson will address the ARC from the podium provided. Audio-video presentations WILL NOT be
permitted so as to ensure everyone is on a level playing field.
• The spokespersons are expected to provide comments that are relevant to the subject matter.
• If a previous delegation has already addressed a particular matter, the Chairperson may interrupt and request
that the delegate simply express support for the earlier presentation.
• The time for each delegation to speak shall be NO LONGER than 10 minutes.
• Delegates who have a similar perspective are encouraged to cooperate in appointing a single spokesperson.
• Delegations from the same school community on the same point of view shall be limited to a total of 15
minutes.
• Members of the ARC may ask short questions of the delegation for clarification only for a period of time at the
discretion of the Chairperson.
• Questions posed by the delegations shall be addressed to the Chair of the ARC who will direct the question(s)
to the appropriate resource person for response.
• All this information is also posted on the website.
6. DATA AND ISSUES TO BE ADDRESSED
Academic Supervisor, Patrick Murray gave a brief description of the data and issues to be addressed in the
study and highlighted the following information that would be considered:
• Long Term Capital Plan of the Board
• Organization and programming information for each school.
• Maps of each area.
• Enrolment and capacity information for each school.
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•
•
•
•
•

Information outlining where students attending each school reside.
Transportation information.
Floor and site plans of each school.
Expenditures and revenues for each school in the area.
Information regarding current community use of each school.

Possible Alternate Accommodation Plans for Students:
• Suggestions as to where students could be accommodated.
• Possible changes to existing facilities.
• Programming available to students
• Associated transportation requirements.
7. CUSTOMIZED SCHOOL VALUATION FRAMEWORK
Colleen Norris referred to the Customized School Valuation Framework document that everyone has received this
evening. She noted that it is an unfinished document and it is a framework to begin the process. She noted the
following:
• The ARC committee is committed to getting community input at the onset, before the customized framework
is applied in the study.
• The ARC proposes to apply the same customized framework to each of the three schools in this ARC study.
• Ms. Norris provided background information on the document indicating that in 2006 the Ministry of Education
directed that every school board in Ontario approve an accommodation review policy and generic school
valuation framework that assessed each school in an accommodation review study in accordance with the
following criteria:
o Value to the Student
o Value to the Community
o Value to the School Board
o Value to the Local Economy
o She noted that value to the school to the students is weighed above all of the other components.
• In response to the Ministry Directive, our Board established a School Valuation Framework Committee that
had system wide representation and that worked through a public consultation process. The Committee was
set with the task of establishing questions and factors that would allow an Accommodation Review Committee
to assess the criteria stipulated by the Ministry of Education.
• The document given at this meeting is the one that the original framework committee put together and that the
ARC Committee has now carefully reviewed and customized to better reflect local circumstances and
priorities that are particular to this group of schools. Although the ARC committee could not subtract or alter
the factors or question set out in the generic framework, the ARC Committee has added factors and questions
and in some cases required an explanation where the generic framework required only a yes/no response.
It was noted that the sections that are bolded and underlined are the additions that were made to customize
the Framework.
• She reiterated that value to the student would be weighed above all other factors.
• She then went through all the pages highlighting the additions and the rationale.
• This document can also be found on the website.
She concluded by indicating that the proposed customized framework is to be used as a tool to accomplish the
very difficult task of assessing the value of each school in the study.
8. QUESTION AND ANSWER PERIOD
Barbara Holland welcomed any input, questions or comments and noted that the ARC committee would meet
following this meeting to consider any suggestions, and if there were any amendments to the Customized Framework,
an amended version would be posted to the website by Monday, March 2, 2009.
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Questions/Comments
a.
My name is Cheryl Russell and a former parent from Our Lady of Lourdes and also has children that have attended
F. J. Brennan High School. I am an “AT-HOME” Care-giver. If changes should occur in the immediate community, such as a
school closure, this would change what I have been doing for a number of years. Should Our Lady of Lourdes close I would no
longer have this income. This is why I am here, as I do not want this to change. I have been in this neighbourhood for 37 years.
I would like the school to remain so I can continue being a caregiver. I realize that repairs for the schools will impact this
decision, but right now I would like Our Lady of Lourdes School to remain open at its present location.
b..
My name is Cathy Lamoureux , a parent from St. Bernard. My concern is what will happen to the grade 8 students if
there is a change in boundaries should the school close. Presently they are slated to attend Catholic Central, should there be a
boundary change, would they then go to Brennan. Response: Superintendent Linda Staudt indicated that this is a very valid
and good question and that the committee will be looking closely at this. No decisions have been made at this time.
c.
Parent with three children at St. Bernard – He noted as a child when he attended St. Bernard the conditions of the
building were not good and the condition of the building still continues to not be good and has been classified as prohibitive to
repair. Response: Superintendent Linda Staudt gave a brief description of the definition of Prohibitive to Repair. The
Ministry realizes that the conditions of the buildings in some of the schools in Ontario are so costly to repair that it
would be more prudent to close the school and build a new school rather than spend excessive amounts of money on
an old building. This does not mean that the building is unsafe. She also stressed that the day to day maintenance issues
that arise are dealt with by our Facilities Services department as soon as anything is brought to their attention or they find when
they are out inspecting the schools. Members of the various school communities present verified that their concerns are
addressed expeditiously.
d.
A parent from St. Jules asked if we did consolidate schools what are the costs attached to transportation?
Response: Colleen Norris responded that this is a very good question and that it is important enough that it was included in the
Board’s Pupil Accommodation Review procedure as an issue that must be considered and addressed by the ARC.
e.
Barbara Holland, Trustee and Chair of ARC shared a question that was posed to her. Question: If a child is
transported to school by bus and the child becomes ill at school and none of the parents drive, how does the child get home and
who is responsible? Response: Superintendent Linda Staudt indicated if there is no way for the parent/family to get the child
home, it is the common practice of our board to provide a taxi to get the child safely home at no cost to the parent. The cost of
the taxi would be picked up by the board if the school did not have sufficient funds to do so.
f.
A parent from St. Jules asked what would happen with the displacement of teachers should a school consolidation
occur. Response: Superintendent Linda Staudt noted that they would work through the Human Resources Department and it
would be based on seniority. She said it is our hope that if a school closes that they would not lose children.
g.
Mr. Mastonardi, a member of the larger community has been servicing many schools and he spoke about new schools
versus old schools and what they have to offer and what he has witnessed. He noted that students are more enthusiastic to be
in a new building. He has noted the difference in his own daughter having now been in a brand new state of the art school and
how she has flourished and how he talks about school so enthusiastically. From his perspective and what he has witnessed, he
would rather take his child to a new school and is recommending that our board do the same. Response: Trustee Barbara
Holland indicated that she appreciated his comments and our schools offer a very special Catholic component.
h.
Parent from St. Bernard asked what the protocol is regarding Health and Safety and how the schools are inspected for
health concerns. Is there someone that goes out to the schools in terms of health and safety on a regular basis? Response:
Academic Supervisor, Patrick Murray noted that we monitor schools as needed. St. Bernard, in particular, has been monitored.
Gary McKenzie, the board’s Health and Safety Inspector goes out to the schools on a regular basis. There are no health
concerns at St. Bernard. He stressed that they never take any chances with the safety of the children.
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9. In conclusion, Trustee Barbara Holland indicated that all their questions and concerns would be considered at the
Committee Meeting that would follow this meeting. She has heard their concerns with respect to Health and Safety
Transportation and Boundaries, and the committee will meet to discuss and determine if these concerns are addressed
in the Customized Valuation Framework. Should any changes be made to the Framework, then the revised
Framework would be posted to the website.
10. Adjournment - meeting ended at 8:18 p.m.
Addendum
• Prohibitive to Repair Funding Background Information
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1325 California Avenue
Windsor, ON N9B 3Y6
CHAIRPERSON: Fred Alexander
DIRECTOR OF EDUCATION: Joseph Berthiaume
Telephone: (519) 253-2481 FAX: (519) 253-0620

Minutes of the
ARC Committee Meeting - East Windsor Schools
St. Bernard, St.Jules and Our Lady of Lourdes
Thursday, February 26, 2009 – 8:20 p.m.
Location: F. J. Brennan High School

PRESENT:
Area Trustee:
Trustee ARC Chairperson
Superintendent:
Administrative Resource:

Fred Alexander
Barbara Holland
Linda Staudt
Colleen Norris, Policy Coordinator
Patrick Murray, Academic Supervisor
David Labute, Vice-Principal, F. J. Brennan

Principals:

Anna Maria Melito, Principal, St. Bernard
Elise Daragon, Principal, St. Jules
Velma Picco, new Principal of Our Lady of Lourdes

Teachers:

Paul La Rocque, Teacher – St. Bernard
Tanya Thornton, St. Jules
Paul Boncardo, St. Jules
Lisa Adams, Teacher – Our Lady of Lourdes

Non Teaching Staff:

Nicole Girard, St. Bernard
Ken Adair, Our Lady of Lourdes

Parents

St. Bernard – Dayana Scalzo, Heather Massie
St. Jules – Melissa Joncas, Katie Pellerito
O.L. of Lourdes – Jaime Pickens, Marlene MacKinnon

Pastors:

Fr. Richard Cartier, Pastor St Theresa

Community Representative:

Armand Mastronardi, Reddi Farms

Regrets:

Fr. Matt Kucharski, Most Precious Blood Parish
Tracey Critchlow, Parent – Our Lady of Lourdes
Kelly Millette – Parent – St. Bernard
Marion Duggan, Parent – St. Jules

Recording Secretary

Celeste DiPonio

1. First Public ARC East meeting on February 26, 2009
Trustee Barbara Holland indicated her pleasure on how well the meeting went and the participation of the community
at large.
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2. CONCERNS ADDRESSED BY PUBLIC
• Health and Safety
• Colleen Norris noted that the original School Valuation Framework Committee had considered health
and safety when completing the generic framework, and felt it wasn’t a criteria that in itself was
necessary to the valuation as every school in the system was held to the same high health and
safety standard and that all schools were constantly monitored by our Health and Safety Officer as
well as our Facilities Services Department. Ms. Norris pointed out that section A on page 7 of the
Customized Framework addresses Condition and Costs of Operation of each school.
• Various committee members indicated that they also felt that each school in the study was held to a
high health and safety standard and that any health and safety concerns were addressed quickly and
effectively by Facilities Services.
• The ARC was satisfied that this issue was adequately addressed in the Customized Framework and
it was not necessary to revise the Customized Framework.
• It was discussed that perhaps the term Prohibitive to Repair raises some concerns. It was decided
to include an appendix to the minutes with the definition for Prohibitive to Repair so that
parents/community would be informed and have a clearer understanding.
• Boundaries
• Superintendent Linda Staudt indicated that this is a concern of the St. Bernard community. She
recommended that perhaps this should be on the list of options that the Committee can consider
when completing its study. She also noted that there might be a need for another process if
involving another high school.
• The committee felt that this is something that would need to be addressed once it was deemed that
there would be school consolidation and another option that as a committee they can consider and
present.
• Transportation
• The committee felt that this was adequately addressed in the Customized Framework and it was not
necessary to revise Framework. See section G, page 6 of the Customized Framework.

It was also noted that Gary McKenzie, Health and Safety Officer could be invited to one of the next meetings to answer
questions and/or concerns. ACTION ITEM: Recording Secretary to attach the definition of Prohibitive to Repair to the
minutes of the first public meeting.
3. MINUTES OF THE JANUARY 21ST, 2009 COMMITTEE MEETING.
• The general consensus was to approve these minutes at the next Committee meeting on March 11th.
4. CUSTOMIZED FRAMEWORKS
• Colleen Norris asked that the three school communities send their completed Frameworks to her attention by
Friday, March 6th so that they can be circulated to everyone prior to the next Committee meeting and
everyone will have an opportunity to review them prior to the next Committee meeting.
5. FINALIZATON OF COMMITTEE MEMBERS
• There have been some changes to committee members and it was felt that it now needed to be finalized with
no further changes.
• ACTION ITEM: The recording secretary will send the list of committee members to each school to verify and
note any changes and then the list will be finalized.
6. Adjournment
Meeting ended at 8:50 p.m.
- The Next public meeting will take place in the Auditorium of F. J. Brennan High School on
April 1, 2009.
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1325 California Avenue
Windsor, ON N9B 3Y6
CHAIRPERSON: Fred Alexander
DIRECTOR OF EDUCATION: Joseph Berthiaume
Telephone: (519) 253-2481 FAX: (519253-2481

Minutes of the
ARC Committee Meeting – EAST Windsor Schools
Our Lady of Lourdes, St. Bernard and St. Jules
Monday, March 11, 2009 – 7:05 p.m.
Location: F. J. Brennan

PRESENT:
Trustee ARC Chairperson
Superintendent:
Administrative Resource:

Barbara Holland
Linda Staudt
Colleen Norris, Policy Coordinator
Patrick Murray, Academic Supervisor
Dave Labute, Vice-Principal – F. J. Brennan

Principals:

Anna Maria Melito, Principal, St. Bernard
Elise Daragon, Principal, St. Jules
Velma Cocchetto-Picco, Principal of O.L. Lourdes

Teachers:

Paul La Rocque, Teacher – St. Bernard
Tanya Thornton, St. Jules
Paul Boncardo, St. Jules
Lisa Adams, Teacher – Our Lady of Lourdes

Non Teaching Staff:

Nicole Girard, St. Bernard
Ken Adair, Our Lady of Lourdes

Parents

St. Bernard – Dayana Scalzo, Heather Massie,
Kelly Millette
St. Jules – Melissa Joncas, Katie Pellerito
Doreen Calazavara
O.L. of Lourdes – Jaime Pickens, Marlene MacKinnon
Tracey Critchlow

REGRETS
Area Trustee:

Fred Alexander

Pastors:

Fr. Richard Cartier, Pastor St Theresa
Fr. Matt Kucharski, Most Precious Blood Parish

Community Representative:

Armand Mastronardi, Reddi Farms

Recording Secretary

Celeste DiPonio

“Learning together in faith and service”

1.

Prayer
Barbara Holland led the committee in prayer.

2.

List of Committee Members
Administration to send another letter of invitation to the City Councillor’s Bill Marra and
Ken Lewenza Jr. Asking if they would like to be part of the ARC East Committee.
Add Dave Labute, Vice-Principal of F. J. Brennan as an Administrative Resource on the
Committee.

3.

4.

Approval of Minutes
 January 21st, 2009 – Committee Meeting
Moved by:
Anna Melito
Seconded by: Velma Cocchetto-Picco
THAT THE MINUTES OF JANUARY 19, 2009 BE APPROVED.
All in favour. CARRIED


February 26, 2009 – First Public Consultation Meeting
Moved by:
Elise Daragon
Seconded by: Anna Melito
THAT THE MINUTES OF FEBRUARY 26, 2009 BE APPROVED.
All in favour. CARRIED



February 26, 2009 – Committee Meeting
Moved by:
Nicole Girard
Seconded by: Paul LaRocque
THAT THE MINUTES OF FEBRUARY 26, 2009 BE APPROVED.
All in favour. CARRIED

Customized Frameworks- Our Lady of Lourdes, St. Bernard and St. Jules
Trustee Holland led the committee in reviewing each of the school specific frameworks
by section and question. Colleen Norris explained that the frameworks were intended
to be objective, information gathering tools for assessing each school in the study and
that this meeting was an opportunity for the committee to amend or add to any of the
responses that had been prepared as drafts by the individual school communities.
Linda Staudt also pointed out that this was an opportunity to ensure that the framework
had been applied consistently to each school in the study. Trustee Barbara Holland
indicated that she would have Administration provide the correct information for the FCI
(Facility Condition Index) and the PTR (Prohibitive to Repair).
Moved by:
Seconded by:

Nicole Girard
Tracey Critchlow

That the completed school specific frameworks, with incorporation of
amendments as discussed, be approved.
All in favour.
5.

CARRIED

List of Possible Accommodation Options
 Linda Staudt explained that the options presented in the agenda package were
prepared by administration and represented what administration felt were the
possible feasible options. It is left to the Committee to decide which options the
Committee will recommend. The Committee can recommend any of the options
“Learning together in faith and service”
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administration has presented or can recommend its own options. The committee’s
options will be presented at the third public meeting.

6.



Superintendent Staudt indicated that the second public consultation meeting would
take place on April 1st. At this meeting each of the school principals will make a 15minute presentation on the committee’s customized framework as applied to the
presenter’s school. Superintendent Staudt will ensure that overheads are ready for
their use.



This meeting will be in three parts, the presentation, the delegations and question
and answer period.



She also noted that prior to the third public consultation meeting of April 27th; a
working committee meeting should be scheduled to review all of the options. The
date agreed upon is Tuesday, April 7th at 6:00 p.m.



It was discussed that those delegations making a presentation at the public
meetings would be asked to submit a short summary at least 2 business days prior
and there would be NO audiovisual presentation as per the committee’s public
consultation guidelines.



The moderator for the Public Meeting will be the chair of the ARC committee.



Superintendent Staudt also indicated that she and Colleen Norris would prepare a
message that could be sent out in the school newsletters or by synervoice
regarding the opportunity to attend or present at the Public Consultation meeting.

Adjournment
Elise Daragon, Principal of St. Jules led the committee in a closing prayer.
Moved by:
Anna Melito
Seconded by: Velma Cocchetto-Picco
THAT THE MEETING ADJOURN AT 9:45 p.m.
All in favour. CARRIED

Attached:

Addendum to March 11, 2009 Meeting
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1325 California Avenue
Windsor, ON N9B 3Y6
CHAIRPERSON: Fred Alexander
DIRECTOR OF EDUCATION: Joseph Berthiaume
Telephone: (519) 253-2481 FAX: (519253-2481

Minutes of the ARC- Accommodation Review Committee
2nd Public Meeting – EAST Windsor Schools
Our Lady of Lourdes, St. Bernard and St. Jules
Monday, April 1, 2009 – 7:05 p.m.
Location: F. J. Brennan

PRESENT:
Trustee ARC Chairperson
Superintendent:
Administrative Resource:

Barbara Holland
Linda Staudt
Colleen Norris, Policy Coordinator
Patrick Murray, Academic Supervisor
Dave Labute, Vice-Principal – F. J. Brennan

Principals:

Anna Maria Melito, Principal, St. Bernard
Elise Daragon, Principal, St. Jules
Velma Cocchetto-Picco, Principal of O.L. Lourdes

Teachers:

Paul La Rocque, Teacher – St. Bernard
Paul Boncardo, St. Jules
Lisa Adams, Teacher – Our Lady of Lourdes

Non Teaching Staff:

Nicole Girard, St. Bernard

Parents

St. Bernard – Dayana Scalzo, Heather Massie,
Kelly Millette
St. Jules – Melissa Joncas, Doreen Calazavara
O.L. of Lourdes – Jaime Pickens, Marlene MacKinnon

Community Representative:

Armand Mastronardi, Reddi Farms

Recording Secretary

Celeste DiPonio

REGRETS
Pastors:

Fr. Richard Cartier, Pastor St Theresa
Fr. Matt Kucharski, Most Precious Blood Parish

Trustee

Fred Alexander

Non-teaching Staff

Ken Adair – Our Lady of Lourdes

Parents:

Tracey Critchlow, Our Lady of Lourdes
Katie Pellerito -St. Jules

Teacher:

Tanya Thornton – St. Jules

City Councillor:

Bill Marra
“Learning together in faith and service”

1.

INTRODUCTION AND PRAYER
Barbara Holland introduced the committee and praised all the work they have done to
date. She gave a brief overview of what has transpired thus far and noted all minutes
and information to date have been posted to the website.

2.

CUSTOMIZED SCHOOL VALUATION FRAMEWORK
Superintendent Linda Staudt also noted the work the ARC East Committee has done to
date. She presented the background information that will take everyone through the
rest of the Accommodation Review process. Hard copies of all three frameworks for
Our Lady of Lourdes, St. Bernard and St. Jules were made available to all present.
Superintendent Staudt highlighted the Guidelines for Public input for individuals or
groups wishing to make a formal presentation and the procedure to be followed. She
noted that the School Valuation Framework includes four key components: Value to the
Student, Value to the Community, Value to the School Board and Value to the Local
Economy. She stressed that the Value to the Student is weighed above all other
components.

3.

FACTORS AND QUESTIONS CONSIDERED IN THE SCHOOL VALUATION
FRAMEWORKS
Academic Supervisor, Patrick Murray highlighted and recapped each of the three
frameworks, section by section for Our Lady of Lourdes, St. Bernard and St. Jules as
follows:
Common Factors in Assessing Value to Student and Value to School Board:
• Quality of Learning Environment and Range of Programs/Course Offerings
• Adequacy of School’s Physical Space to Support Student Learning
• Range of Extracurricular Activities and the Extent of Student Participation
• Adequacy of School’s Grounds for Healthy Physical Activity and
Extracurricular Activities
• Accessibility of School for Students with Disabilities.
• Safety of School and Site
• Proximity of the School to Students/Length of Bus Ride
• Proximity to Catholic Church
Additional Factors To Be Addressed When Assessing Value to Student:
• Culture of the School
Additional Factors to be Addressed When Assessing Value to the School Board
• Condition and Costs of Operation. He clarified the formula with respect to the
Facilitiy Condition Index and the term “prohibitive to repair”.
• Location of School
• Enrolment vs. Available Space
Factors Considered When Assessing Value to the Community
Factors Considered When Assessing Value to the Local Economy

4.

QUESTION AND ANSWER
Trustee Barbara Holland proceeded to ask ARC members if there were any additions or
omissions they wanted noted on the frameworks. All principals and committee
members present indicated that the frameworks as read and discussed were fine. She
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invited anyone from the public present to ask any questions or provide any comments
or suggestions they may have with respect to the frameworks or the ARC process. She
also reminded those present that they could forward any questions they may have after
the meeting via e-mail.
Question #1 Clarification was asked whether at the next public meeting any more
changes could be made to the framework. Also, can a committee member make a
presentation?
Response: Superintendent Linda Staudt noted that the frameworks in front of
everyone this evening are the completed frameworks that will be used as reference
materials. At the next Public Consultation meeting, options will be presented by the
ARC committee to the public. The public will then have the opportunity to have input on
those options – for example, what options they would like to consider, which they would
not, etc. She noted that a committee member cannot make a presentation at the public
meeting as they are receiving the recommendations and information from the public.
Question #2 - It would be hard to give 48 hours notice according to the public
consultation guidelines, if the public does not know what the possible scenarios
would be. When will it be made known to the public?
Response: Superintendent Linda Staudt indicated that after the working meeting next
Tuesday, the possible options would be posted to the website prior to Easter. This
would give individuals ample time to review the information. As well a synervoice
message would be sent out to all the families of the schools advising them to look over
the options.
Suggestion: One of the parents suggested that a note be sent home as well, as a
paper being sent home would be a good reminder for parents to mark their calendars
for the next upcoming Public Consultation meeting in the event they want to make a
presentation.
5.

UPCOMING ARC (Accommodation Review Committee) Public Consultation
Meetings
Superintendent Linda Staudt noted the upcoming meetings and dates:
• THIRD PUBLIC CONSULTATION MEETING: April 27, 2009
9 The ARC will receive community input on the accommodation options
to be considered.
•

6.

FOURTH PUBLIC CONSULTATION MEETING: May 20, 2009
9 The ARC will present its draft School Valuation Report and
recommendations to the public and will receive community input. The
ARC may make changes to the report based on feedback received.

Next Committee Meeting
Trustee Barbara Holland noted the next working meeting would take place on Tuesday,
April 7 at 6:00 p.m. at F. J. Brennan High School.
Superintendent Linda Staudt stated she would send the “Matters to be Addressed by
the Arc in Recommending Options” on April 3rd to the ARC committee along with
possible Alternate Accommodation Plans Options and the Guidelines for Public Input to
assist in the preparation for the next working meeting.

7.

Adjournment and Prayer
Barbara Holland thanked everyone once again, and extended her thanks to VicePrincipal Dave Labute for hosting the meeting and for all of his assistance.
She ended the meeting in prayer. The meeting adjourned at 8:00 p.m.
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1325 California Avenue
Windsor, ON N9B 3Y6
CHAIRPERSON: Fred Alexander
DIRECTOR OF EDUCATION: Joseph Berthiaume
Telephone: (519) 253-2481 FAX: (519253-2481

Minutes of the
ARC Committee Meeting – EAST Windsor Schools
Our Lady of Lourdes, St. Bernard and St. Jules
Tuesday, April 7, 2009 – 6:00 p.m.
Location: F. J. Brennan

PRESENT:
Trustee ARC Chairperson
Area Trustee:
Superintendent:
Administrative Resource:

Barbara Holland
Fred Alexander
Linda Staudt
Colleen Norris, Policy Coordinator
Patrick Murray, Academic Supervisor
Dave Labute, Vice-Principal – F. J. Brennan

Principals:

Anna Maria Melito, Principal, St. Bernard
Elise Daragon, Principal, St. Jules
Velma Cocchetto-Picco, Principal of O.L. Lourdes

Teachers:

Paul La Rocque, Teacher – St. Bernard
Tanya Thornton, St. Jules
Paul Boncardo, St. Jules
Lisa Adams, Teacher – Our Lady of Lourdes

Non Teaching Staff:

Nicole Girard, St. Bernard
Ken Adair, Our Lady of Lourdes

Counsellor

Bill Marra

Parents

St. Bernard – Dayana Scalzo, Heather Massie,
Kelly Millette
St. Jules – Melissa Joncas, Katie Pellerito
Doreen Calazavara
O.L. of Lourdes – Jaime Pickens, Marlene MacKinnon
Tracey Critchlow

Recording Secretary

Celeste DiPonio

REGRETS
Community Representative:
Pastors:

Armand Mastronardi, Reddi Farms
Fr. Richard Cartier, Pastor St Theresa
Fr. Matt Kucharski, Most Precious Blood Parish

“Learning together in faith and service”

1.

Prayer
Barbara Holland led the committee in prayer.

2.

Approval of Minutes
 March 11, 2009 – Committee Meeting
Moved by:
Tracey Critchlow
Seconded by: Anna Marie Melito
THAT THE MINUTES OF March 11, 2009 BE APPROVED.
All in favour. CARRIED


3.

April 1, 2009 – Second Public Consultation Meeting
Moved by:
Katie Pellerito
Seconded by: Anne Marie Melito
THAT THE MINUTES OF THE SECOND PUBLIC CONSULTATION
MEETING OF APRIL 1, 2009 BE APPROVED.
All in favour. CARRIED

Accommodation Options to be considered by the ARC
Linda Staudt gave a brief review of the process. She noted the administrative options in
the agenda package are also posted to the website. She noted the purpose of the
committee meeting this evening is to go through all of the options and decide which
ones are viable to this ARC Committee as a whole. The ARC may also propose their
own options. The final options agreed upon will become the ARC East Proposed
Accommodation Options. She noted the final list of these options would be posted to
the website this Thursday, followed by a synervoice message being sent home to all
parents notifying them that the options the ARC has considered are now posted to the
website for all to see and for delegations to have an opportunity to come forward.
Following this, the work of the ARC East committee must do is substantial, as they will
hear from the public at large on various options and prior to the fourth public meeting,
the committee must come together to put forth the ARC East Committee
recommendations. Following this, in June the completion of the Public Consultation
sessions and submission of the report must be given to the Director. Then in
September the board is to provide 2 weeks public notice of the special Public Board
Meeting at which the Board will receive input on the Director’s report and in late
September a special Public Board meeting will be held for public input and changes can
be made. The final report to be voted by the board of trustees will take place in
October.
Trustee Barbara Holland proceeded to review each Administrative Possible option to
gather input and consensus as to the viable options for this ARC East committee. The
following summary is after extensive discussion with the final decision and reason.

ADMINISTRATIVE ALTERNATE ACCOMMODATION PLANS
1. Maintain the status quo indefinitely by keeping all 3 schools open.
General consensus – STRIKE OUT
Reason
Not viable option to keep all three schools open
Feel that two new facilities with the latest technology and facilities
would be in the best interest of the students.
Cannot continue to have three floor structures
Minutes ARC East April 7, 2009
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2. Maintain the status quo until some point in the future when the enrolment
decline approaches 100 students at Our Lady of Lourdes, then assess
options at that time based on actual enrolments at all 3 schools.
General consensus – STRIKE OUT
Reason
Not viable option as when you have an enrolment of 100 students
it raises the strong possibility of having triple grades.
3. Consolidate Our Lady of Lourdes at the St. Bernard site, in a new school
building to be constructed on City-owned property adjacent to the St.
Bernard site, if funding can be obtained from the Ministry of Education
and if a property transaction can be negotiated with the City.
General consensus – LEAVE IN
Reason
Viable option
4. Consolidate Our Lady of Lourdes at the St. Jules site, in a new school
building to be constructed on available property at the St. Jules site, if
funding can be obtained from the Ministry of Education.
General consensus – LEAVE IN
Reason
Viable option
5. Consolidate St. Bernard at the Our Lady of Lourdes site, in a new school
building to be constructed on City-owned property across the street from
the Our Lady of Lourdes site, if funding can be obtained from the Ministry
of Education and if a property transaction can be negotiated with the City.
General consensus – STRIKE OUT
Reason
Not viable option.
St. Bernard school community would feel they have suffered a loss
and respond with bitterness, as the parent community has
passionately presented their views on a new school community at
their site and have stood by patiently. These parents have voiced
they would send their children to a public school. There is Percy
McCallum and Gordon McGregor in very close proximity.
There is a new church very close and it is a very strong anchor for the
community.
Many of their students are walkers.
Wouldn’t make sense to displace a large number of students from St.
Bernard to Our Lady of Lourdes site where there is a very small
population.
Also a concern that the Our Lady of Lourdes site not large enough to
accommodate a new school.
6. Consolidate St. Bernard at the St. Jules site, in a new school building to
be constructed on available property at the St. Jules site, if funding can
be obtained from the Ministry of Education.
General consensus – LEAVE IN
Reason
Minutes ARC East April 7, 2009
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Viable option
7. Consolidate St. Jules at the Our Lady of Lourdes site, in a new school
building to be constructed on City-owned property across the street from
the Our Lady of Lourdes site, if funding can be obtained from the Ministry
of Education and if a property transaction can be negotiated with the City.
General consensus – STRIKE OUT
Reason
Not viable option.
St. Jules has been in a growth pattern over the last couple of years.
Disrupting a larger school community to a smaller school is not in the
best interest of the majority of students.
Affordable housing is in the St. Jules area, specifically the Polonia
Park area.
Concord and DAV id Maxwell schools are in close vicinity and the
board would stand to lose our Catholic students to the public system.
As an awareness of the community they serve, many students walk to
school and are late on a regular basis in the morning. Should they
miss the bus, they would miss school altogether.
The St. Jules community is culturally diverse.
8. Consolidate St. Jules at the St. Bernard site, in a new school building to
be constructed on City-owned property adjacent to the St. Bernard site, if
funding can be obtained from the Ministry of Education and if a property
transaction can be negotiated with the City.
General consensus – LEAVE IN
Reason
Viable option
9. Consolidate Our Lady of Lourdes, St. Bernard and St. Jules in a new
school building to be constructed on available property at the St. Jules
site, if funding can be obtained from the Ministry of Education.
General consensus – STRIKE OUT
Reason
Not viable option.
Large school will limit students in terms of ability to participate on
teams and competitiveness, bullying would be on the rise and
students would not be known on a first name basis.
Looking at the communities they serve, don’t believe would be
suited to such a large school
Parents may opt to send their children to a close neighbouring
public elementary school.
Must take reciprocal relationship with parishes close by into
consideration.
10.

Consolidate Our Lady of Lourdes, St. Bernard and St. Jules in a new
school building to be constructed on City-owned property adjacent to the
St. Bernard site, if funding can be obtained from the Ministry of Education
and if a property transaction can be negotiated with the City.
General consensus – STRIKE OUT
Reason
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Not viable option.
Large school will limit students in terms of ability to participate on
teams and competitiveness, bullying would be on the rise and
students would not be known on a first name basis.
Looking at the communities they serve, don’t believe would be
suited to such a large school
Parents may opt to send their children to a close neighbouring
public elementary school.
Must take reciprocal relationship with parishes close by into
consideration.
11.

Consolidate Our Lady of Lourdes, St. Bernard and St. Jules in a new
school building to be constructed on City-owned property across the
street from the Our Lady of Lourdes site, if funding can be obtained from
the Ministry of Education and if a property transaction can be negotiated
with the City.
General consensus – STRIKE OUT
Reason
Not viable option.
Large school will limit students in terms of ability to participate on
teams and competitiveness, bullying would be on the rise and
students would not be known on a first name basis.
Looking at the communities they serve, don’t believe would be
suited to such a large school
Parents may opt to send their children to a close neighbouring
public elementary school.
Must take reciprocal relationship with parishes close by into
consideration.

12.

Consolidate Our Lady of Lourdes, St. Bernard and St. Jules in a new
school building to be constructed on property to be determined pursuant
to a comprehensive site search, if funding can be obtained from the
Ministry of Education.
General consensus – STRIKE OUT
Reason
Not viable option.
This decision is in line with the decision to strike out numbers 9, 10
and 11.

13.

Undertake any of the above consolidations in a phased approach over
time. (e.g. Consolidate Our Lady of Lourdes at the St. Jules site first, then
depending on actual enrolment decline experienced from year to year,
consolidate St. Bernard at the St. Jules site at a future point in time.)
General consensus – STRIKE OUT
Reason
Not viable option.
This decision is in line with the decision to strike out numbers 9,
10, 11 and 12.
If they are continually restructuring a whole building, it would be
most difficult on the students, staff and school and creates
uncertainty in the community.
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The ARC committee does not approve of a mega school and
therefore this option is not viable.
Presenting two viable locations that really support the children, with
the provision of day cares on site, etc.along with other viable
amenities, the community will ban together and take a stand to keep
their children in the Catholic system.
14.

Undertake other alternatives that may be identified during the
Accommodation Review process.
General consensus – LEAVE IN
Reason
Viable option
This is an opportunity for the community at large to have further
input.

Summary of agreed upon ARC East Committee Proposed Accommodation Options:
(Note: Numbering is provided for reference only and does not reflect any ranking of
alternatives.)
1.

Consolidate Our Lady of Lourdes at the St. Bernard site, in a new school building to be constructed on
City-owned property adjacent to the St. Bernard site, if funding can be obtained from the Ministry of
Education and if a property transaction can be negotiated with the City.

2.

Consolidate Our Lady of Lourdes at the St. Jules site, in a new school building to be constructed on
available property at the St. Jules site, if funding can be obtained from the Ministry of Education.

3.

Consolidate St. Bernard at the St. Jules site, in a new school building to be constructed on available
property at the St. Jules site, if funding can be obtained from the Ministry of Education.

4.

Consolidate St. Jules at the St. Bernard site, in a new school building to be constructed on City-owned
property adjacent to the St. Bernard site, if funding can be obtained from the Ministry of Education and if a
property transaction can be negotiated with the City.

5.

Undertake other alternatives that may be identified during the Accommodation Review process.

In conclusion, Superintendent Staudt indicated that the Business Department would
provide all the costing and information with respect to the options the Committee has
agreed upon.
4.

Next Committee Meeting
 Recommendations to be formulated from the ARC prior to the 4th Public
consultation meeting based on recommendations received from the 3rd Public
Consultation meeting. Next working dinner meeting to take place on Wednesday,
May 6, 2009.

5.

Next Public Consultation Meeting
 April 27, 2009 – Third Public Consultation – 7 pm
After lengthy discussion, it was agreed upon:
 sending another synervoice message out centrally from the office
 A letter to be prepared by administration and sent to the school principals to send
home to their parents
 Another advertisement placed in the Windsor Star announcing the Third Public
meeting on April 27th welcoming input.
 Information to be sent to parish priests to include in their church bulletins.
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City Counsellor, Bill Marra thanked everyone for the opportunity to serve on the
ARC East committee. He noted the great job in chairing this meeting, the process,
comments and genuine community concern. He said he is really looking forward to
being part of the process. He also stated that the hallmark is how much input and
feedback we receive from the broader community. He himself has three children
and as a parent and stakeholder, he is very impressed by the process and will
report back to his colleagues. He also noted that he has been appointed by the
city as liaison to the school boards.
6.

Adjournment
The meeting adjourned at 8:00 p.m.
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Minutes of the
ARC East 3 Public Meeting – East Windsor Schools
rd

Our Lady of Lourdes, St. Bernard and St. Jules
Tuesday, April 27, 2009 – 7:00 p.m.
Location: F. J. Brennan
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Administrative Resource:

Barbara Holland
Fred Alexander
Linda Staudt
Colleen Norris, Policy Coordinator
Patrick Murray, Academic Supervisor
Dave Labute, Vice-Principal – F. J. Brennan

Principals:

Anna Maria Melito, Principal, St. Bernard
Elise Daragon, Principal, St. Jules
Velma Cocchetto-Picco, Principal of O.L. Lourdes

Teachers:

Paul La Rocque, Teacher – St. Bernard
Tanya Thornton, St. Jules
Paul Boncardo, St. Jules
Lisa Adams, Teacher – Our Lady of Lourdes

Non Teaching Staff:

Nicole Girard, St. Bernard
Ken Adair, Our Lady of Lourdes

Parents

St. Bernard – Dayana Scalzo, Heather Massie,
Kelly Millette
St. Jules – Melissa Joncas, Katie Pellerito
Doreen Calazavara
O.L. of Lourdes – Jaime Pickens, Marlene MacKinnon
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Recording Secretary

Celeste DiPonio
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Fr. Richard Cartier, Pastor St Theresa
Fr. Matt Kucharski, Most Precious Blood Parish
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Paul La Rocque, Teacher – St. Bernard

“Learning together in faith and service”

1.

Prayer
Fred Alexander led the community in prayer.

2.

Welcome and Presentation of Proposed Options
 Trustee Barbara Holland
Trustee Barbara Holland explained the process of the Committee and introduced the
committee members. She further explained the Public consultation process and
meetings. She then read to the community present the ARC Committee’s five
Proposed Accommodation Options stating the purpose of the consultation meeting was
to receive input from the school communities on the proposals. A copy was made
available to all in attendance, as well as the guidelines for public consultation. Trustee
Holland encouraged the community to attend the 4th public consultation meeting to be
held on May 20 at 7 p.m. where the community will again be able to provide input.

3.

Public Presentations
She welcomed the delegates and reiterated the process and guidelines.


I.

Freda Jones – Parent Our Lady of Lourdes
Location – She noted a number of schools had previously closed in the
area leaving nothing in the Riverside/Wyandotte Area. The only schools
available are Public and French Catholic.
Sports and Physical Fitness– She wants to see the opportunity for all
children to participate in schools teams. If three schools are consolidated
to one this would reduce the number of teams from 3 to 1 and thus
allowing only the best to make the teams and discouraging the average
child from participating.
Building – She noted that Our Lady of Lourdes requires no major repairs
and that the building itself is in a very acceptable condition. She stated
that the school would be able to accommodate any overflow if St. Jules or
St. Bernard were to be consolidated, so that in this way the school size
could stay at a manageable size.

II.

Cheryl Russell – former parent of Our Lady of Lourdes
She is the mother of four children who attended Our Lady of Lourdes and
past member of the Parent Advisory and has lived in the neighbourhood
for 37 years
CHILDCARE Provider – She provides this service to the children in the
OLL community. She would like to be able to continue this service. This
may end if there is no Catholic School in the area. The children are
presently able to walk to and from school at lunch hour. She stated that if
the school is closed, parents may leave our board and move their children
to a school that is closer and more convenient. She noted that many of
these students have been through school closure before.
Consistency -She feels that children do not benefit from so many
changes and thrive on consistency and as a faith based community we
should offer consistency.
Location - She along with others purchased their homes 1 block away
from the school and she would like for the homes and business to stay
and community not to change too much. She is asking for stability and
safety of all children. She thanked the principal and teachers for all they
do.
“Learning together in faith and service”
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Kelly Thibert Davidson – Parent Our Lady of Lourdes

III.

Unable to attend. It was noted the principal would obtain her presentation
and deliver it to the committee. The committee will review her
presentation at the next Committee Meeting on May 6th and her comments
transcribed in the minutes of that meeting.

IV.

Shawn Lappan (former PAC member of St. Bernard)
and Nadia French (present parent and PAC member of St. Bernard)

Shawn Lappan
Past History – Re gave a review of St. Bernard’s journey towards
obtaining a new school recapping the process and comments made at
numerous meetings to the board beginning in Feb of 2005 (Good Places
to Learn Initiative) to present.
Community – He discussed the past closures in the area and how it has
impacted on those school communities. He stressed the importance of
building a new St. Bernard’s at the present site.
Importance of Church in Neighbourhood – He discussed the impact
and importance of having the parish presence close by to the school
community.
ARC Process – He discussed the process the Board is following and how
the board needs to change with respect to budgetary constraints facing
our board.
Funding - St. Bernard has been PTR for years and yet no funding to
address this issue. He stated the parents have been very patient and
wants the board to keep their commitment to St. Bernard.
Nadia French
She is the mother of 2 children, and also an active member of St. Bernard
advisory council. She has lived in the neighbourhoods of the three area
schools all of her childhood and adult life.
She commends all of the residents, students and staff for consistent
dedication to the community and our board for providing the physical
structures of the schools, but more importantly the strong values, beliefs
and faith afforded to the all. She also noted and thanked the board for all
they do both administratively the running of the facility of the school as
well as the curriculum.
She supports a new St. Bernard school because as a community they
have longed for a new school for many years as it is a Prohibitive to
Repair School. She feels their school community should be afforded the
same as other schools in our Catholic system.
She noted all three schools are winning schools and they deserve a state
of the art facility. She said “If you build, they will come.”
In speaking to some of the community residents and students presently in
school, former students, parents, grandparents and neighbours with
respect to the current condition of St. Bernard and why they feel as a
community they need a new school, the majority of the responses were:
“It’s old like an old smelly school!”
In closing she said: Is this what we want for our community?
“Learning together in faith and service”
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V.

Christine Coyle – Coordinator of Youth Ministry at Most Precious Blood
Church – St. Bernard and Our Lady of Lourdes
She spoke of the connection to the parish and one of their goals in “renewing the
vision.” She said that the framework for Catholic Youth Ministry is to draw young
people to responsible participation in the life, mission and work of the Catholic faith
community. The following are some of the points raised:
Family Life – Growth in faith and participation in family life can encourage
the entire family to the Catholic faith central in their lives.
Parish – It has a special role in promoting participation in the life, mission
and work of the community.
Catholic Schools – Catholic schools create a living faith community in
which young people are empowered to utilize their gifts and talents and to
live their faith through a variety of meaningful roles in the school and
parish and bring back home and to the world. In partnership with parents
and parishes, Catholic schools prepare young people to become full and
active members of the Catholic Church.
She also noted priests are very busy shepherding within two or more parish
communities and this is why their role as a Campus Youth Minister is important.
She as ministered to both St. Bernard and Our Lady of Lourdes for over 7 years.
Currently, St. Therese has no Campus Youth Minister or Pastoral Minister. In
closing, she noted her worry for the pastoral care of these families, especially the
young without the parish connection close by.

VI.

Judy Agius – Parent of St. Jules
Location and Distance - She noted if all three schools were clustered
together the boundaries would be a huge area from Walker Road to
Jefferson and from Tecumseh Road to Reginald. Parents will not be
comfortable putting their children on a school bus and may reconsider
sending to a school closer to home or not register them at all until they are
five years of age. Children will not be able to play with friends after school
as parents do not have a car to go back and forth. If a child forgets their
lunch or homework it may not be brought to the school by the parents as
the parent may not have any transportation to get to the school and back.
It would be important to have a lunch program for them at the school. It is
a known fact that many of the children are late; therefore, if they miss the
bus they will have no way of getting to school.
Questions she said Parents are asking. 1) How long would children be
on the bus? 2) How many school buses would be parked in the school
area? 3) How many children could walk to school? 4) How many
children could stay after school for sport activities? How many children
would participate in extra activities after school, knowing the competition
to get on a team is greater than their self-esteem?
Donations – She noted their community retail stores usually are willing to
donate to the school, however, they may not be as generous as in the
past as many of the children at the new school would not be living in the
immediate area.
Bigger not always better – She stressed schools need to be safe and
clean and built in the area where the children live.
“Learning together in faith and service”
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Continued........ Judy Agius – Parent of St. Jules
She feels that it would be in the best interest of the children and the
neighbourhood if two new schools were built in order to keep the families
and church in the neighbourhoods where they actual live.
She will pray for the committee to make the best decision for the lives of
the children.

VII.

Evian Kassab – Parent of St. Jules and presentation on behalf of New
Canadians
Location – St. Jules is located near Tecumseh Rd., a main street with
many services to meet people’s needs such as clinics, stores, etc.
whereby newcomer families have easy access to readily obtain items their
children require.
Affordable Housing – She lives in the Polonia Park area where most
newcomers are low-income families and cannot afford a car or face
waiting a year to obtain a driver’s licence. As well, children can walk
safely to school as it is close by. She noted Canada is welcoming over
4000 Christian Iraqies as accepted refugees and this will mean more new
students going to St. Jules and these parents wishing to live near one
another.
Playground – St. Jules has a large open-space for play that is a perfect
and safe place for the children, which is very important to parents. As a
family we can walk to the play area and enjoy the equipment and play
space as a family.
Church Relationship – St. Theresa Church has a special relationship
with St. Jules and she and the other families find this comforting as they
come from a country that discriminated against Christians. She
appreciates the school and the church giving the possibility to fulfill their
religious duties as Catholics. When families immigrate to a new country,
there are difficulties and challenges and the St. Jules community has
made it easier for her family and has helped reduce stress.
St. Jules Track – She feels this track has made a huge difference in their
life. It has even helped her lose weight. She hopes that if a new school is
built, that it will be on other available land near the present St. Jules so
they can still utilize the track. It is used for running, walking,
skateboarding, etc. This has helped her son tremendously with his self
esteem and he was selected for the track and field team.
Questions if a new school – 1) How many grades will be in one school?
2) How many of each grade? 3) Will little children have different learning
and play areas than older children? 4) How many children will be in each
class? 5) What will be the percentage of students selected to play on
school teams?
Sports Team – A large school will limit the number of students that will be
able to participate on school sport teams.
In closing, she stated that she was welcomed to be part of the School
Advisory Council and on behalf of future newcomers; she will do anything
to protect the location of St. Jules or a new school in the St. Jules location.
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VIII.

Lisa Brophey – Parent and Presentation to address Parish/School/Home
She feels the church/school relationship is essential.
St. Theresa church can hold the entire St. Jules school students, faculty
and parents and this partnership is extremely beneficial especially when
church masses take place and the exposure of the entire school/church
relationship.
She noted many children’s only exposure of church and masses is
through the relationship between the church and the school.
Their church/school community also consists of the Knights of Columbus
as they assist St. Jules as well as other schools.
She is fearful of losing the school property to the public school system and
feels that parents may transfer their children to the public school for
convenience purposes and thus miss out on the valuable Catholic
education. These children would miss out on the unique masses and
activities of St. Therese Church.

IX.

James Mallare – Grade 8 Student from St. Jules and Concerned Citizen
He is representing the students of St. Jules and also as a concerned
citizen.
It is his hope that St. Jules remain at its present location or to build on
land located near the present St. Jules to accommodate all three schools,
Our Lady of Lourdes, St. Bernard and St. Jules.
He noted the benefits of having St. Jules in such close proximity to St.
Therese Parish. He is fearful of the many children and youth who do not
attend Mass and noted that the school Masses are the only form of
worship many of these students experience.
He noted the many community helping programs presently at St. Jules
which make it a welcoming community and taking St. Jules out of the
equation would negatively impact their community.
He feels that without St. Jules there would be no other better staff in their
community that would be more passionate about teaching its students as
their teachers who have strived to maintain strong relationships to make
St. Jules a community centered school.
In closing, he noted St. Jules as being a strong symbol of diversity in our
community and does not want this era of diversity in our city to end.

4.

Questions and Answers
Question # 1: Has the board received any news on new funding from the Ministry with
respect to the Prohibitive to Repair Report?
Response: No response has been received to date, still waiting.
Question # 2: What is the expected population of the new school should all three
schools be brought together?
Response: According to the projections they expect approximately 800
students and five years down the road an approximate enrolment of 600
students.
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Question # 3: Based on the projected enrolment of 800 students, then dropping to 600
students in five years, what are the long term plans going to be in 10 to 15 years. If the
board is consolidating, what is the message we are sending to future generations?
Does the board have plans to have these enrolment projections grow?
Response: Declining enrolment is occurring throughout the entire province
and the Greater Essex County District School Board is going through a
similar process. The number of grade 8 students leaving for high school in
our system is greater than the number of JK students coming into our
system. These statistics are available to the committee and the
committee will continue to do extensive research and look at all
information before making any recommendations. With respect to the
message this sends, the board is always cognizant of this and endeavours
to put the student’s welfare first and foremost. A school of 120 children
or less runs the risk of having triple grade classrooms and this is
something the board does not want to have happen.
Question # 4: Have we taken into account the number of possible Catholic students
presently attending a public school wishing to attend a new Catholic school facility?
Response: Administration has looked at the statistics and taken this into
consideration. As noted in a similar situation with the building of a new
Catholic elementary school in LaSalle, this was not the case and the
number of requests was limited and few and they did not suffer this
impact as previously thought.
Question # 5: This parent lives on Francois Avenue and stressed that should they be
relocated to St. Bernard School she would not want her grade 8 child to go to high
school at Catholic Central. If they are forced to do this she would not hesitate to
relocate her children to the public system, thereby our board suffering a loss of three
students from her household alone.
Response: This concern is noted and the committee will address it at
their next working meeting with respect to consideration of
grandfathering the grade 8’s.
Question # 6: What is the difference between fixing or rebuilding St. Bernard School ?
Response: The bottom line is that the school is not worth fixing. The
Facility total index value 86% of repairs required, divided by 100 was
explained. It is more cost efficient to build a new school. The Ministry
has come up with this process and the funding has been requested.
Administration is in constant communication with the Ministry through
Business Superintendent, Mario Iatonna. The ARC process will also be
communicated to the Ministry. It was assured that they would be kept
abreast of any communication from the Ministry.
Question # 7: Are our closed school properties at risk to be offered to the public
board?
Response: Yes, through the Disposal of Assets guidelines set by the
Ministry, certain steps must be followed to offer up any closed schools to
our coterminous boards, both public and French as well as other
“Learning together in faith and service”
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educational institutions. The risk however is felt to be low as both St.
Bernard and St. Jules are prohibitive to repair and the public board is
presently undergoing a similar process in their school system.

Question # 8: If the trend presently is that of declining enrolment, and we are
anticipating 800 students, with a possible decline of 200 students in five years, what
size school do we plan on building and are we building it with room to grow?
Response: The Ministry dictates to the board what size school they are
prepared to fund. We must follow their strict guidelines.
Question # 9: One of the reasons she chose a Catholic education to that of public was
the quality education and strong community Catholic values. She feels that a large
school of 600 or more that sense of community will be lost and their children will be lost
in the numbers. At present each of her children has their own special and unique
needs and they are being met. Her concerns are a school that large is that those
special and unique program needs will be lost. She asked if anyone has considered
this.
Response: Barbara Holland spoke of her own experience with her children
having been in a large school and then years later with declining enrolment.
She noted the larger school community gave an opportunity for more and
varied programs for her children. However, her youngest child was not
afforded the same varied programs due to the declining enrolment. She
did note there is a class size cap and this makes for a solid unit. She
appreciates the comments and reality of closeness in small schools and
appreciates hearing everyone’s comments.
Question # 10: Are there increased Health risks in a larger school?
Response: Nothing has been stated.
Question # 11: Concern was raised again as to what High School students would
attend should there be consolidation, and it was hoped that students could attend the
high school in their neighbourhoods.
Response: The ARC Committee will take this concern under advisement.
Question # 12: The Ministry always sets a process but things change, how will the
ARC respond should this occur?
Response: The board and the ARC committee must abide by the Ministry
process and follow their recommendations faithfully should they occur.
The board has no choice as we are not funded by the City; we are funded
directly by the Ministry.
Comment by an ARC Committee member: Many of the concerns raised by the
community are reacting to the consolidation of three schools to one. However, the ARC
Committee has recommended consolidating only two schools to one.
Response: This is correct. Also, it does not mean that the school left out
is closing or that it is slated to be closed. All it means is that the school
remains as status quo. The five accommodation options were reiterated
“Learning together in faith and service”
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and attention was drawn to recommendation #5 ....undertake other
alternatives. .

Question # 13: Are schools with cracks in the wall acceptable and safe?
Response: Pat Murray indicated that none of the board’s schools are
unsafe. Everything from a minor repair is brought to their attention. As
an example, $110,000 was spent repairing the roof for St. Bernard School.
He also noted that health and safety inspections are conducted on a
regular basis.

5.

Next Public Consultation Meeting
Trustee Barbara Holland noted the community is invited to the final public meeting of
the Accommodation Review Committee that will take place on Wednesday, May 20th, at
F. J. Brennan High School at 7 pm. At this meeting the Committee will present its draft
School Valuation Report and recommendations for pupil accommodations for the Our
Lady of Lourdes, St. Bernard and St. Jules communities. This draft report will be
posted to the website prior to this meeting. She asked if anyone had any questions, to
bring them forward and the committee and administration would be happy to hear them.
She reiterated and stressed no decisions have been made. She noted that the
committee will consider all input received at this 4th Public meeting as part of its
continuing study and may make changes to its draft report. The Committee’s final
report will be provided to the Director of Education in June. The communities will then
have an opportunity to provide input on the Director’s report at a special public meeting
that will take place in September. Again, the public will be notified of the date and time
of that meeting at the beginning of new school year. She stated that this process will
end in October when it goes before the board. In closing, she reiterated that the board
at all times will endeavour to do what is in the best interest of their students.

6.

Adjournment
 Closing prayer was led by Trustee Fred Alexander.
 Meeting concluded at 8:37p.m.

“Learning together in faith and service”

Page 9 of 9

1325 California Avenue
Windsor, ON N9B 3Y6
CHAIRPERSON: Fred Alexander
DIRECTOR OF EDUCATION: Joseph Berthiaume
Telephone: (519) 253-2481 FAX: (519253-2481

Minutes of the
ARC Committee Meeting – EAST Windsor Schools
Our Lady of Lourdes, St. Bernard and St. Jules
Wednesday May 6, 2009 – 6:00 p.m.
Location: F. J. Brennan

PRESENT:
Area Trustee:
Superintendent:
Administrative Resource:

Fred Alexander
Linda Staudt
Colleen Norris, Policy Coordinator
Patrick Murray, Academic Supervisor
Dave Labute, Vice-Principal – F. J. Brennan

Principals:

Anna Maria Melito, Principal, St. Bernard
Elise Daragon, Principal, St. Jules
Velma Cocchetto-Picco, Principal of O.L. Lourdes

Teachers:
Tanya Thornton, St. Jules

Paul La Rocque, Teacher – St. Bernard

Non Teaching Staff:

Nicole Girard, St. Bernard
Ken Adair, Our Lady of Lourdes

Parents

St. Bernard

– Dayana Scalzo, Heather Massie,
Kelly Millette
St. Jules
– Melissa Joncas, Katie Pellerito
Doreen Calazavara
O.L. of Lourdes – Jaime Pickens, Marlene MacKinnon
Tracey Critchlow

Recording Secretary

Celeste DiPonio

REGRETS
Trustee ARC Chairperson
Community Representative:
Counsellor
Pastors:

Paul Boncardo, St. Jules
Lisa Adams, Teacher – Our Lady of Lourdes

Barbara Holland
Armand Mastronardi, Reddi Farms
Bill Marra
Fr. Richard Cartier, Pastor St Theresa
Fr. Matt Kucharski, Most Precious Blood Parish
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1. Prayer
Lisa Labute led the committee in prayer.
2. Approval of Minutes
 April 7, 2009 – Committee Meeting
Moved by:
Tracey Critchlow
Seconded by: Elise Daragon
THAT THE MINUTES OF April 7, 2009 BE APPROVED.
All in favour. CARRIED


April 27, 2009 – Third Public Consultation Meeting
Moved by:
Marlene MacKinnon
Seconded by: Lisa Labute
THAT THE MINUTES OF THE THIRD PUBLIC CONSULTATION MEETING OF APRIL 27, 2009
BE APPROVED.
All in favour. CARRIED

3. PRESENTATION OF FURTHER INFORMATION/DELEGATES PROVIDED AFTER THE PUBLIC CONSULTATION
MEETING OF APRIL 27TH
 (including copies of presentations provided at the April 27th Public meeting.)


Kelly Thibert – Parent of two children, Our Lady of Lourdes
Size of School – Does not believe in large schools.
Location – If their school should close and have a huge school, she will not hesitate to send
her children to the Public School nearby.
Sports – If a large school, it will limit the number of children able to participate in organized
sports activities and tournaments. House leagues would be limited as well.
Religion – She noted the many school masses take place at their school since there is no
parish nearby and would not be happy if she were given no other choice but to go to a
Public school should school close and amalgamate into a larger school.
Recommendation – Since both St. Bernard and St. Jules are prohibitive to repair schools,
build one school to house both schools and keep Our Lady of Lourdes as is to service the
families from the Riverside to Seminole area, or even expand the boundary to increase the
enrolment for Our Lady of Lourdes.



Julie Ducedre – Parent of son in Grade 6, Our Lady of Lourdes
She does not believe in a large school as her son attended a large school and did not do well.
Since he has been at OLL his marks have improved. She feels that by combining all three
schools together, children will fall through the cracks. She would like to leave her school as
status quo.

The above additional submissions were received as information to be included with the rest of the presentations made at
the ARC East Public Consultation meeting of April 27th for the working committee meeting.
4. ADMINISTRATION – CAPITAL COST ESTIMATES - ARC East
Superintendent of Business, Mario Iatonna outlined the ARC Proposed Accommodation Plans – Capital Costs
Estimates:
The numbering of the proposed alternative accommodation plans is provided for reference only and does
not reflect any ranking.
The cost estimates are preliminary when submitting proposals to the ministry as inflation costs of
construction usually doubles to that of the consumer price index and it is difficult to predict in this economy.
Minutes ARC East Committee May 6, 2009
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Potential Sale of Surplus property is unknown and has not been included in the estimates as we must follow
the Education Act for offering surplus property for disposition to other school boards and government
organizations for a dollar prior to proceeding with the sale to another external third party.
Enrolment projects have been taken from the data provided by Watson and Associates on April 16, 2008.
He noted the difficulty in predicting where the local economy was heading. Further census data will be
studied.
He noted the timelines with the assumed school start date of September 2011 for new school construction
and outlined the timelines. He noted that the second bullet should read June 2009.
The board has submitted the capital plan to the Ministry for 650 pupil places (335 each for St. Bernard and
St. Jules as they are PTR). The board calculation is 660 students.
Next approval date from the Ministry is next May 2010.
He highlighted the table for the 2011-12 Enrolment Projections for the proposed Accommodation Options
for New School Construction noting by school: 1) the existing on-the-ground capacity 2) total projected
2011-12 enrolment 3) and the four Options. The total enrolment for all three schools is 918 students,
however the enrolment projections in five years is 660 students as enrolment is projected to decline.
They are not prejudicing the process – the board is only asking for money to be allocated.
Question – What is the original money requested
Answer– $16 million.
Question – If money is left over can the board use it for other projects such as build one school a year.
Answer – Projects do extend beyond a year and they will fund it when we get a mortgage.
Question – Was any funding application done for the West Windsor schools?
Answer – No.
Question – If the committee recommended building two new schools and one school closure, could this not be
presented to the community as two new schools for the community?
Answer – He noted that this involves an option that was not proposed by the committee. He noted that if this
were the intent of the committee they could formalize their options and recommendation as a package deal e.g.,
Build a new school at the St. Bernard Site, absorb Our Lady of Lourdes and apply for funding for prohibitive to
repair for St. Jules at a later date. The committee can give their opinion and wait to see how the Ministry will
respond. He stressed that schools are communities and he has argued the point with the Ministry that school
closures result in a loss of students to the public system. He did state that the Ministry has no money and what
would be more attractive for them would be the closing of all three schools and building one new school. The
maximum school size the Ministry will accept is 650 students.
5. DISCUSSION TO FORMALIZE REPORT AND RECOMMENDATIONS
Trustee Fred Alexander explained that the five options will be opened up for discussion to narrow down the options
and make recommendations noting the benefits and drawbacks of each option. Administration will then prepare a
draft recommendation report and bring it back to another working ARC East committee meeting tentatively
scheduled for Monday, May 11th. This report must be finalized and posted to the website prior to the 4th Public
Consultation meeting of May 20th. Based on what is heard at the Public Consultation meeting, the recommendation
report will be revised and presented to the Director in June.
The following is the summary of the discussions:
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Option #1 Consolidate Our Lady of Lourdes to St. Bernard Site
Decision: Viable Option

Comments:
All agreed St. Bernard is in crucial disrepair and has maintained a consistent population. St. Jules can be
sustained for the next five years. Historically, St. Bernard has been a Prohibitive to Repair School and the
community would not look favourably if another site was chosen, with the probable loss of students to the
public system.
Based on the information received from Superintendent Iatonna, follow the two step process; modify option
#1 to consolidate Our Lady of Lourdes to St. Bernard with the understanding that in the next five years, St.
Jules will follow with a new school building.
Some felt since the Ministry is in a deficit, they would only look favourably on the construction of one new
school. They may not look favourably on constructing two new schools within 2 km of one another.
Presently the St. Bernard boundaries are the largest.
Land is available adjacent to St. Bernard to swap with the city.
The committee members from Our Lady of Lourdes had serious reservations with accepting this option as
they feel do not want to lose their viable community. As well, they feel that if the boundaries were to be
readjusted they could accept the overflow of students. As well, the corridor from Wyandotte Street to
Riverside Drive is huge to have no other Catholic School stretching from St. Rose to Immaculate Conception
Catholic Elementary Schools.

Option #2 – Consolidate Our Lady of Lourdes at the St. Jules site.
Decision: REMOVE – not a viable Option
Comments
It was agreed by all St. Bernard is in more of a critical state of repair than St. Jules
Our Lady of Lourdes maintains they can accommodate more students by changing its boundaries or
accepting overflow.
St. Jules wanted to be noted as having consistent population, with a growing community, especially with
Newcomer settlement. The committee from St. Jules feel their school is a beautiful historical school and
can be sustained for five years and do not want to see its location on the map disappear as it would be a
disservice to their community. The biggest thing is the playground needing repair and that it is a three
storey school, therefore it is not handicap accessible.

Option #3 - Consolidate St. Bernard at the St. Jules site
Decision: Viable Option
Comments
Our Lady of Lourdes sees this as a viable option as they can pick up the overflow of students due to the
distance and enrolment.
It was noted that the community of St. Bernard would not look favourably being consolidated at the St. Jules
site due to the history of the PTR and their attempts at procuring a new school at the present site. It was
strongly felt if this were to occur; the students would be lost to the public system.
Suggestion of building the new school on a neutral site such as the AKO Park and swapping the land with
the city so as not to pick one community over the other. Most felt it would be a shame to move the school
away from the proximity to the Parish.
Rewrite Option 1 to include funding for St. Jules as a two step process, with provision for monies to go
towards the playground surface at St. Jules.
St. Bernard not in agreement with this option.
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Option #4 - Consolidate St. Jules at the St. Bernard site
Decision: Viable Option
Comments
St. Jules once again disagreed as they are a viable community having consistent population, with a growing
community, especially with Newcomer settlement. The committee from St. Jules feel their school is a
beautiful historical school and can be sustained for five years and do not want to see its location on the map
disappear as it would be a disservice to their community. The biggest thing is the playground needing
repair. Again, it was noted that Option 1 could be re-written in the two step process, asking for some
money in upgrades for the playground surface to sustain the school for the next five years. They could
accommodate another classroom and take in approximately 20-30 more students.
St. Bernard’s boundaries are larger with some families east of Pillette and north of Seminole.
The St. Bernard community once again noted its long history of PTR with parent involvement to obtain a
new school at the present site and the probable loss of students to the public system.
Again, the majority agreed that St. Bernard was in far more serious disrepair than St. Jules.

Option #5 – Undertake other alternatives that may be identified during the Accommodation Review
Process

Decision: Viable Option

Comments
General consensus to keep this option open.
FURTHER QUESTIONS:
Q – How will the decisions made affect programming, bussing, how many students will walk, etc.
A – Administration will endeavour to have more information in this regard for the next working meeting.
Q – Will the board be looking at the boundary for each of the options and the picking up of overflow with the
declining enrolment?
A – Yes.
Q – How friendly will those people be if t heir boundaries change and they must go to an older school? Will this
divide the school community?
A – Present students may be grandfathered with new enrolments having no choice but to attend the school within
the designated boundary.
Q – Has consideration been given to the secondary schools that will be affected by either of these options?
A – Yes, Superintendent Linda Staudt is looking into this.
6. NEXT COMMITTEE WORKING MEETING
 Monday, May 11th, 2009 – 6:15 with dinner at F. J. Brennan High School.
7. NEXT PUBLIC MEETING
 May 20th, 2009 – Fourth Public Consultation Meeting
8. ADJOURNMENT AND PRAYER
 Trustee Fred Alexander concluded the meeting with prayer.
 The meeting adjourned at 8:25 p.m.
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Location: F. J. Brennan
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Principals:

Anna Maria Melito, Principal, St. Bernard
Elise Daragon, Principal, St. Jules
Velma Cocchetto-Picco, Principal of O.L. Lourdes
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Tanya Thornton, St. Jules
Paul Boncardo, St. Jules
Lisa Adams, Teacher – Our Lady of Lourdes
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Ken Adair, Our Lady of Lourdes
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– Dayana Scalzo
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– Melissa Joncas and Katie Pellerito
Doreen Calazavara

O.L. of Lourdes – Marlene MacKinnon and Tracey Critchlow

REGRETS

Recording Secretary

Celeste DiPonio

Trustee ARC Chairperson

Barbara Holland
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Kelly Millette and Heather Masse, St. Bernard
Jamie Pickens, Our Lady of Lourdes
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Armand Mastronardi, Reddi Farms

Counsellor

Bill Marra
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Fr. Richard Cartier, Pastor St Theresa
Fr. Matt Kucharski, Most Precious Blood Parish
“Learning together in faith and service”

1.

Prayer
 Trustee Fred Alexander led the committee in prayer.

2.

Approval of Minutes
 May 6, 2009 – Committee Meeting
Moved by:
Trace Critchlow
Seconded by: Nicole Girard
THAT THE MINUTES OF May 6, 2009 BE APPROVED AS AMENDED.
All in favour. CARRIED
Change on page 4, under option 1, last bullet and last sentence should read: As well, the corridor from Wyandotte
Street to Riverside Drive is huge to have no other Catholic School stretching from St. Rose to Immaculate
Conception Catholic Elementary Schools.

3.

COMPLETION/APPROVAL OF THE DRAFT SCHOOL VALUATION REPORT AND RECOMMENDATIONS TO
THE DIRECTOR OF EDUCATION.
Colleen Norris gave a copy and a brief overview of the Draft School Valuation Report and Recommendations to the
Director of Education. She indicated that the report represented a summary of the work completed by the
Committee thus far and that the options, recommendations and comments were taken from the discussions at the
May 6 meeting. The Analysis of each option was completed with the assistance of Administration.
Superintendent Linda Staudt noted the need for the committee to narrow down the options to a greater degree so
that points and options are exactly what the committee wants to say and present at the next public consultation
meeting of May 20th in a succinct manner. She reiterated that St. Bernard and St. Jules are both Prohibitive to
Repair schools. She highlighted the options and noted that the committee must remember the mandate for the
present and future accommodation options by thinking long term. She recapped each of the five options and her
sense of the general feelings of this committee.

Discussion ensued and the following are comments and feelings noted on the following
options:
OPTION 1: Consolidate Our Lady of Lourdes at the St. Bernard Site, in a new school building to be constructed on City
owned property adjacent to the St. Bernard Site, if funding can be obtained from the Ministry of Education and if a
property transaction can be negotiated with the city.
Recommendation: Consolidate Our Lady of Lourdes at the St. Bernard Site, in a new school building to be constructed
on city-owned property adjacent to the St. Bernard Site, if funding can be obtained from the Ministry of Education and
if a property transaction can be negotiated with the city, provided the Board continues to pursue Prohibitive to Repair
Funding from the Ministry to fund construction of a new school building at the St. Jules Site in the future.
Discussion:
Many agreed that St. Bernard has historically been a Prohibitive to Repair school and the importance to
their community to build it on site.
Our Lady of Lourdes had reservations as they feel their school is a viable and they once again suggested
boundary changes or to be allowed to accept student overflow. Also, they do not want their children to travel
as far as Tecumseh Road and they felt it would be too long of a bus ride for their children.
Neither St. Bernard nor St. Jules communities want to be amalgamated with one another as they do not
agree in a large school of over 600 students.
It was reiterated that land adjacent to the school could be swapped through negotiations with the City.
Discussion took place again on comments received by Superintendent Iatonna at the last meeting to make
an amendment to this option in a two step process, however after much discussion, it was agreed to leave
the recommendation as listed.
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Question arose about the bussing for Our Lady of Lourdes and the one extra bus. It was noted by
administration that this figure came from the transportation consortium and this one bus is over and above
the two buses they presently have. They will seek clarification to ensure that this is indeed the case.

OPTION 2: Consolidate Our Lady of Lourdes at the St. Jules Site, in a new building to be constructed on available
property at the St. Jules site if funding can be obtained from the Ministry of Education.
Recommendation: After further review and discussion, the Committee was in agreement that the Board not consider
this option as being viable in that it does not address the renewal needs of St. Bernard.
Discussion:
This option was removed at the May 6th Committee meeting as all concurred St. Bernard was in a more
critical state of repair than St. Jules
OPTION 3: Consolidate St. Bernard at the St. Jules site, in a new school building to be constructed on available
property at the St. Jules site, if funding can be obtained from the Ministry of Education.
Recommendation: It was the general consensus that this option should be removed.
Discussion:
The Our Lady of Lourdes committee were confused and asked for clarification on the Prohibitive to Repair
for St. Jules, especially given the fact they feel their school can be sustained for the next five years.
Trustee Alexander and Supervisor Murray noted the engineering firm hired to do the report six years ago,
the capital repairs completed at St Jules to date, and the Facility Condition Index not being changed by the
Ministry.
It was noted that Our Lady of Lourdes has the lowest enrolment.
Some felt a new school for both could be on a neutral site, however, the implications of this could result in
loss of students to neighbouring public schools.
Our Lady of Lourdes noted that all three schools are all in close proximity to one another and their school in
particular is in good condition and is viable to their community; however their community feels they are
being sacrificed for the benefit of the existence of the other two schools.
The parish/school connection was an important factor.
ST. Jules and ST. Bernard were concerned with the size of the school being created and the displacement
of a large number of students.

OPTION 4: Consolidate St. Jules at the St. Bernard Site, in a new school building to be constructed on City owned
property adjacent to the St. Bernard Site, if funding can be obtained from the Ministry of Education and if a property
transaction can be negotiated with the city.
Recommendation: It was the general consensus that this option should be removed. Two representatives
from Our Lady of Lourdes dissented from this decision indicating they felt this was a viable option.
Discussion:
The St. Jules community was surprised when they learned of the announcement that their school was PTR.
They noted the beautiful and aesthetically pleasing school building. The issues they have are that they are
not handicap accessible, issues with plumbing, same as other schools and their biggest concern is the
JK/SK rubberized playground surface that needs repair in the amount of $27,000 dollars.
Some individuals noted their displeasure with this process noting that it does not seem to be about the
children but rather about the money.
It was noted the importance of maintaining a school with a reasonable enrolment in order to maintain the
personal touch and the needs of the children in their unique communities.
The parish/school connection was an important factor.
Some noted it did not make sense to move the large population of St. Jules.
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OPTION 5: Build a new school adjacent to the St. Bernard site, if funding can be obtained from the Ministry of Education
and if a property transaction can be negotiated with the City leaving Our Lady of Lourdes and St. Jules status quo. The
Board would continue to pursue PTR funding for St. Jules.
Recommendation: The committee agrees to recommend this option to the board.
Discussion:
The long stretch of bus ride if consolidated schools were to occur was not satisfactory to the parents.
The St. Bernard community has strongly indicated their desire for a new school built adjacent to the present
school.
Both Our Lady of Lourdes and St. Jules have reiterated they can continue to service their communities in a
viable manner.
They felt that value to the student would be to keep all three sites open in order to meet the needs of their
unique communities, and to continue their ties with their local parishes.
It was suggested to build St. Bernard with the possibility of allowing for an expansion if needed in the future.
Trustee Alexander recapped the five recommendations and the committee decision by a show of
hands:
Option # 1 –The general consensus of the committee is to KEEP this option
Option # 2 –This option already removed at the last committee meeting of May 6th.
All in favour
Option # 3 – The general consensus of the committee is to REMOVE this option.
Option # 4 – The majority consensus of the committee is to REMOVE this option.
Two individuals were opposed.
Option # 5 – The general consensus of the committee is to KEEP this option.
Moved by:
Paul LaRocque
Seconded by:
Elise Daragon
That the Committee KEEP both Option 1 and 5 and strike out Options 2, 3 and 4 and that they approve the
draft report subject to amendments as discussed.
ALL IN FAVOUR. Carried

It was further noted that the rationale for KEEPING both Option 1 and 5 are:
1) The public concerns of the size of school if consolidation were to occur;
2) All three communities feel they are self-sustaining and of value to the community;
3) The parish/school connection was very important;
4) Parents are not willing to have their children travel for long period of time on the bus.
4.

NEXT COMMITTEE WORKING MEETING
 June 3 – 6 p.m. at F. J. Brennan High School.

5.

NEXT PUBLIC MEETING
 May 20th, 2009 – Fourth Public Consultation Meeting

6.

ADJOURNMENT
 Trustee Fred Alexander ended the meeting in prayer.
 The meeting adjourned at 8:13 p.m.
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Linda Staudt
Colleen Norris, Policy Coordinator
Patrick Murray, Academic Supervisor
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1.

Prayer
 Velma Cocchetto Picco, Principal of Our Lady of Lourdes led the community in prayer.

2.

WELCOME AND INTRODUCTIONS
 Trustee ARC Chairperson Barbara Holland welcomed everyone and introduced each of the committee
members.

3.

PRESENTATION OF THE ARC East DRAFT SCHOOL VALUATION REPORT AND RECOMMENDATIONS TO
THE DIRECTOR OF EDUCATION
 Colleen Norris, Manager and Policy Coordinator
She highlighted the background whereby the Board approved proceeding with a pupil accommodation review of the
three elementary schools in East Windsor on October 14, 2008. In a review of the Board’s capital plan for 2008, the
Director identified these three east schools as facing a number of challenges or conditions, which she explained.
Thus, as required under the Board Policy and Procedures of Pr A: 05 Pupil Accommodation Review, an
Accommodation Review Committee (ARC) was established.
She noted the four public meetings and the numerous committee meetings that have taken place, eight to date.
She explained the process of the Board’s Generic School Valuation Framework, then the formation of the three
Customized Frameworks – one for each school community and the process they followed to arrive at the
committee’s Customized School Valuation Framework, how the Committee worked to ensure that the frameworks
were applied consistently to each school in the study, and that the frameworks had been presented at the second
public consultation meeting. She explained administration had presented 14 possible options and the committee
then narrowed these down to five options, which were presented at the third public consultation meeting. From
these five options she explained the rationale behind the removal of three and the final two recommendations which
are presented in the “Draft School Valuation Report and Recommendations to the Director of Education” that was
made available in the agenda package to all present. She then read the two Recommendations the committee as a
whole agreed upon, citing the analysis of each recommendation, the implications, the effects of consolidation or
closure, the financial impact and revenue implications and the savings expected to be achieved, and high school
boundaries being revisited.
She spoke of her conversation with the principal of Our Lady of Lourdes and the general feeling of her school
community with respect to recommendation number one. The OLL school committee members are not comfortable
with the wording as written as is, and is asking that the wording be amended at the next working meeting to reflect
their comments and concerns.

4.

PUBLIC PRESENTATIONS
 No requests for delegation.

5.

SUMMARY AND NEXT STEPS IN THE PROCESS
Superintendent Linda Staudt noted the committee would meet again June 3 to go over any input received at the 4th public
Meeting and then upon completion of the Public Consultation sessions a submission of the ARC East report is to be
submitted to the Director of Education by June 11, 2009. At that time, this report will also be posted to the board Website.
Then in September the board is to provide 2 weeks’ notice of the special Public Board meetings at which the Board will
receive input on the Director’s report and the ARC Valuation Report. Notices will be provided to the community. The
Director’s report will be completed and referenced in the notice and posted to the website by September 11th. Following
this, a special Public Board meeting will be held on September 28th. The Director will then prepare a follow up report for
October 13th to respond to representations made by the public and post it to the board’s website. The final report by the
director will then be presented at a regular board meeting on October 27th with follow up to the community immediately
following.
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6.

PUBLIC QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS
Allison Harting – Parent from the Our Lady of Lourdes
She thanked everyone for the opportunity to speak as she was unable to attend the previous public
consultation meetings.
She noted the value of Our Lady of Lourdes to herself growing up and to her children
She stated that she wants the school to remain open and she even invited parents over to her home so that
they can better understand what is happening and the implications
She suggested that parents do not always read the Windsor Star and if something can be sent home in
writing to the parents.
She also asked what Catholic schools would be in the surrounding areas should any of the schools be
closed.
Response by Superintendent Staudt: She noted that these meetings were communicated to the community
at large by placing the Windsor Star Ads, Synervoice Messages, Newsletters sent home by the schools and
also notices put in the Parish Bulletin. With respect to schools in the vicinity, she noted that Immaculate
Conception, St. Angela, St. Anne French Immersion and St. Rose are in the surrounding areas.
Bob
He asked for clarification on how the board came up with the figures for the total operating costs and if the
costs of the buses were factored into these figures.
Response by Academic Supervisor, Patrick Murray: He explained what was noted in the report and noted there
comes a time when you have to stop fixing and the need to rebuild a new structure.

7.

CLOSING PRAYER AND ADJOURNMENT
Trustee Barbara Holland thanked everyone for coming and for sharing their comments and opinions and noted they would
be available after the meeting to answer more questions.
Elise Daragon, Principal of St. Jules Catholic Elementary School lead the group in a closing prayer.
The meeting adjourned at 8:05 p.m.
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“Learning together in faith and service”

1.

PRAYER
Fred Alexander led the committee in prayer, with a special prayer to acknowledge the loss of Jamie Pickens (parent of
Our Lady of Lourdes), whose brother Troy White passed away.

2.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES
 May 11, 2009 – Committee Meeting
Moved by:
Tracey Critchlow
Seconded by: Nicole Girard
THAT THE MINUTES OF MAY 11, 2009 BE APPROVED.
All in favour. CARRIED


3.

May 20, 2009 – Public Meeting
Moved by:
Paul LaRocque
Seconded by: Anna Maria Melito
THAT THE PUBLIC CONSULTATION MINUTES OF MAY 20th, BE APPROVED.
All in favour. CARRIED

ADDITIONAL LETTERS OF CONCERN/RECOMMENDATIONS
 Letter – Allison Harting RN, parent and community representative from Our Lady of Lourdes


eMail – Michael and Nikki Mallen, parents and community residents of Our Lady of Lourdes.

The committee reviewed both letters. Velma Cocchetto-Picco, Principal of Our Lady of Lourdes noted that Allison
Harting RN and Michael and Nikki Mallen were present at the Public consultation meetings and wished to submit
their concerns in writing. Lisa Adams summarized the discussion by indicating that both these letters represent what
the families of Our Lady of Lourdes feel. They feel that they are being pulled into a situation to benefit another
school. They feel that there are schools in worse shape than their’s, yet, their school is being targeted and they do
not understand why.
4.

DRAFT SCHOOL VALUATION REPORT AND RECOMMENDATIONS TO THE DIRECTOR OF EDUCATION
Discussion took place on the following two recommendations agreed upon by the committee at the May 11th
meeting.

Recommendation #1: Consolidate Our Lady of Lourdes at the St. Bernard Site, in a new school building to be
constructed on city-owned property adjacent to the St. Bernard Site, if funding can be obtained from the Ministry of
Education and if a property transaction can be negotiated with the city, provided the Board continues to pursue
Prohibitive to Repair Funding from the Ministry to fund construction of a new school building at the St. Jules Site in the
future.
 Superintendent Staudt pointed out one thing we do not address in recommendation #1, is if the two school
communities were to consolidate, this committee would have to address the concerns of these two schools
presently serving two different feeder high schools. Recommend that the combined community go to F. J .
Brennan High School. The Committee was in agreement with this recommendation.
 Much discussion took place regarding the value of a neutral site as opposed to building at the present site,
such as property swaps with the city or purchasing another property in order to make all communities feel
that the new school belongs to all. They especially feel that Our Lady of Lourdes community has suffered
school and church losses in the past and feel that they should remain status quo. Both the Lourdes and
some individuals of the St Jules committee feel that the Lourdes community is being targeted without
warrant. Trustee Holland noted the board does not own any additional properties and land swaps are not
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always possible. However, she noted the board does own the present sites; that available land is not
available in this area and expropriation costs would be very costly; it would be time consuming and most
importantly close proximity to the church connection would be lost. The church connection is part of the
board’s vision and mission mandate and deciding to build a school away from this location would be most
challenging to the board of trustees.
It was noted by some individuals that most of these questions and discussions occurred at the last
committee meeting and the process was followed, and that the main mandate and focus was what is best
for our students.
Superintendent Staudt in response to the concerns of a combined school community noted in the event of
school consolidation, an integration committee would be formed to consider all of the things to bring the
community together, such as a name change, welcoming process, etc. This would be a whole other phase
to address the needs of the two communities.
It was concurred by all to remove the word unanimously from the Comments section of this
recommendation and to find wordage that would strongly reflect the feelings voiced this evening
Moved by:
Paul LaRocque
Seconded by:
Elise Daragon
That the Committee removes the word unanimously from the comments section on page 4 and note
that this recommendation is presented with some agreement as a viable option, although this
recommendation does not have the unanimous support of the ARC committee.
THE MAJORITY WERE IN FAVOR OF THIS MOTION. Carried

Recommendation #2: Build a new school adjacent to the St. Bernard site, if funding can be obtained from the Ministry of
Education and if a property transaction can be negotiated with the City leaving Our Lady of Lourdes and St. Jules status
quo. The Board would continue to pursue PTR funding for St. Jules.




Discussion took place regarding the Analysis section of this recommendation and it was noted that a total
COULD NOT be put as these are merely estimates that are subject to change.
The unanimous consensus is to leave the recommendation as written.
The majority of the committee decided to submit the recommendations with no numbering or lettering and
to flip the order, making recommendation #2 the first followed by the other.

The following are the amendments agreed upon by the committee:
Page 4, fourth paragraph – remove the word St. James and replace with St. Bernard.
Page 4, fifth paragraph – end sentence after the word Director. Remove: (Numbering is provided for reference
only and does not reflect order of ranking.)
Remove the word unanimously from the last line on page 4 and indicating that the option does not have the
unanimous support of the Committee.
Page 5, last line of paragraph 3, remove the words “to cross “and change to “almost as far as” Tecumseh
Road to travel to a new site.
Moved by:
Anna Maria Melito
Seconded by: Armand Mastronardi
That the Committee approve and adopt the Draft East School Valuation Report and Recommendations to the
Director of Education for the study of the St. Bernard, St. Jules and Our Lady of Lourdes Elementary Schools as its
final report subject to the amendments agreed to.
ALL IN FAVOUR. Carried

5.

ADJOURNMENT
 Trustee Barbara Holland led the committee with a prayer of gratitude with the Lord’s Prayer, the “Our
Father.”
 The meeting adjourned at 7:22 p.m.
Minutes ARC East Committee June 3, 2009

“Learning together in faith and service”
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APPENDIX “B”
SCHOOL VALUATION FRAMEWORKS

APPENDIX “A”

St. Bernard
CUSTOMIZED SCHOOL VALUATION FRAMEWORK
ACCOMMODATION REVIEW COMMITTEE – EAST
WINDSOR SCHOOLS
School valuation is the focus of the pupil accommodation review process. To support the
school valuation process the Windsor-Essex Catholic District School Board has worked
with a public committee composed of parents, educators, board officials, a business and
municipal representative, and with input from stakeholders through a public consultation
process, to develop the following Generic School Valuation Framework.
Pursuant to the generic framework each of the following four considerations must be
assessed:
1.
2.
3.
4.

Value to student
Value to the School Board
Value to the community
Value to the local economy

An Accommodation Review Committee (ARC) established pursuant to Board Policy and
Procedure A: 05 may customize the generic framework to better reflect local
circumstances and priorities by adding factors or questions, however, they may not
subtract or alter the factors or questions set out in the generic framework. They may add
commentary to any factor or question requiring a yes/no response.
The same customized framework, including all of the factors and questions listed below,
must be applied to each school in the group of schools being studied. The ARC may
develop a grading system to weigh the factors being considered. Regardless of the
manner of assessment, the value of the schools to the student must be weighed above all
other factors to be assessed.
FACTORS AND QUESTIONS TO BE ADDRESSED WHEN ASSESSING BOTH
VALUE TO STUDENT AND VALUE TO SCHOOL BOARD
A. Quality of Learning Environment and Range of Programs/Course Offerings:
1. Does the school organization offer students a range of programs, which provide
equitable learning opportunities that other students in the Windsor-Essex County
area enjoy? (Consider: program offerings for instrumental music, specialty
shops/programs (secondary), full physical education program offered, etc.)
Yes/No, List the Programs Offered at the School:

Customized School Valuation Framework – EAST Windsor Schools









YES
Mandatory Instrumental Music Gr. 7 & 8 (Instruments property
of school)
Mandatory Instrumental Music-Guitars for Gr. 6 (Instruments
property of school)
Healthy Active Living School (HAL)
• Allows for a Healthy Active Living teacher
• Allows for daily Physical Education classes for JK-Gr.8 as well as Ministry mandated Daily Physical Activity
(DPA)
• Nutrition Program-hot and cold (Tuesday, Wednesday,
Thursday)-entire school-encompasses the life-skills’
students who have had food-handling certification as
well as leadership opportunities for the juniorintermediate students who also have special education
needs and requirements
• Comprehensive School-wide House System
(Houseleagues) Program: includes intramural sports at
the lunch hour, collecting grocery store receipts, positive
award incentives, food drives, in-class participation,
various club participation etc.- the spirit of houseleagues
is rooted into “Our Journey to Holiness” theme.
(Character building and virtues)
Writing on Wireless Program in Junior division – (MacBook
computers with wireless lab/carts)
Child sponsorship (Plan International Canada)
Student of the Month based on Catholic Character development Our Journey to Holiness

2. Does the space/facility provide specialty rooms for program offerings? (Consider:
Is there a gym/multi purpose room of adequate size, appropriate library space,
computer lab, resource room, flexible space for support services/itinerant support
staff/school council/student council, instrumental music, up-to-date science
lab/room, shops/technology rooms)
Yes/No, List specialty rooms:

YES
 There are dedicated rooms for the following programs:
French as a Second Language-FSL, Instrumental Music,
Nutrition Program and Literacy/Numeracy Bookroom
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 Gym is a multipurpose room with a motorized dividing and
folding wall (e.g. sports, Drama, clubs, school presentations
etc.)
 Dedicated stage with curtains and separate storage
 Combined Learning Commons Centre with computer lab
(32 computers) and a separate AV storage office
 Panther Room (positive incentive for rewards & calming
students down)-has small game tables and couch
 Multiple rooms/offices for Itinerant Staff/Agencies
 Storage for PAC (mailboxes, lockable areas), Student
Council (forth coming), Storage for musical instruments
3. Would moving to a new school community enhance the range of programs
available and increase the learning opportunities for students? Yes/No, Explain:

YES
A new facility would:
 allow for accessibility-presently there are 2 floors
 alleviate plumbing, electrical, heating and cooling,
window leakage and roofing challenges
 provide for a more efficient food preparation and
cooking area/space with necessary appliances (eg.
Stove, dishwasher, commercial refrigeration)
 Overall Student Learning Opportunities would
improve with potential to expand the range of
activities that could possibly be afforded.
4. Are there currently classes in the school where two or more grades are being
taught within the same classroom?
Yes/No, Number of such multi-graded classes: ___7__.

Two – JK/SK classes, 1/2, 2/3, 6/7 and two 7/8
5. Would combining this school with another school reduce the number of multigraded classes?

Yes/No, Explain:
YES- hopefully the numbers would allow for straight classes.
(although it is understood that combined grades provide for differentiated
instruction).
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6. Is there a before or after school childcare program in the school?
Yes/No

NO, but requests have been made by current and new families for
daycare. Due to lack of a daycare facility, many potential new
registrations go to Gordon McGregor due to their before and
after school programming. (Latch Key)
7. What is the average class size? Grades JK - 3:
Grades 4 – 8:
Grades 9 – 12:

19.3 Students/class.
25.8 Students/class.
N/A Students/class.

8. If specialized programs or opportunities exist at the school, can they be
maintained or enhanced in a new school community?
Yes/No, Explain:

NO
Although WECDSB has designated St. Bernard as Prohibitive to
Repair, the existing facility houses a unique quantity of
storage/space/rooms that don’t exist at other schools.
9. If specialized programs or opportunities exist can they be expanded at the existing
location?
Yes/No, Explain:

YES
The existing facility has a abundance quantity of
storage/space/rooms that don’t exist at other schools.
10. Has an identified culture been established by this school? (e.g. Is there an
established identity/personality/character and how is it demonstrated)
Yes/No

YES
 Existing school is known as St. Bernard Panthers
 Student of the Month-based on Catholic Character
development
 Environmentally friendly-acquired a “JADE status” for the
Green School Program
 Have been recently designated a Rotary Peace School
 Charity work through school/church-eg. Lenten, Advent
and Thanksgiving projects, Christmas and Easter food
baskets,
 Participation and contribution to Most Precious Blood
Church’s health fair
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 Adopt a Zone Community Program-in partnership with
City of Windsor, the St. Bernard student population is
responsible for the maintenance of community property
including environmentally friendly practices. This city
project involved designing a school street sign identifying
the area/zone that the St. Bernard School community is
responsible to maintain.
 “City Clean Sweep”-yearly participation-this program has
been expanded into a school-based “clean sweep program”
where designated classes clean the school and neighbouring
properties
 St. Bernard’s is a host school for the Knights of Columbus
Free Throw basketball contest-both locally and regional
 Yearly participation in:
o the “Hoops” program at Catholic Central H.S.;
o the CANWEST Spelling Bee;
o the Ford City Optimist Club & Windsor Bicycle Club
bicycle safety and helmet program
o Health Unit activities, programs and contests
o the Windsor-Essex Solid Waste Authority and the
Essex Region Conservation Authority of Ontario
educates the students on reducing, reusing and
recycling.
 Participation in the following:
o “Student Vote” for both the Federal & Provincial
elections
o CAW environment programs
B. Adequacy of School’s Physical Space to Support Student Learning:

1. Does the school provide students with a learning environment, which is
comparable to most schools in the Board? E.g. Building vs. portables, range of
specialty rooms.
YES
C.

Range of Extracurricular Activities and Extent of Student Participation:
1. Does the school have a program of intramural sports?
Yes/No List: YES- A comprehensive House-league program at lunch

time-ALL students are placed in a designated “houses”.
If ‘Yes’, give percentage of student body participating: __100 % percent.
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2. Does the school have a program of interschool sports? Yes/No, List:
YES, All WECDSB sports (Cross Country, Soccer, Volleyball,
Basketball, Badminton, Track & Field) are played by Senior Boys
& Girls and over the last couple of years, coaches have established
Junior teams as well.
If ‘Yes’, give percentage of student body participating: _75% percent.
3. Do students have an opportunity to participate in non-athletic school clubs?
Yes/No, List:

YES, Rosary, Drama, Nutrition/Snack, Dance, Chess,
Leadership, All Star Band, Store Snack/Milk Sales’ helpers,
Nutrition program team, Peacemakers, Playground buddies,
Announcement & Office helpers, Recycle Team, Seasonal
concerts and school community building activities.
If ‘Yes’, give percentage of student body participating: __90% percent.
4. Are there public facilities located within walking distance that provide a venue for
activities (e.g. Community swimming pool)?
Yes/No, List:

YES, Gino Marcus, Drouillard Place, John Atkinson Memorial
Centre & splash pad (AKO), Ford Test Track, Seminole Library,
Ice Park
5. Is there available green space in the immediate area (e.g., parkland, open space,
available land, etc.)? Yes/No, Explain:

YES, Ford Test Track, Long Park, Westcott Park, AKO (John
Memorial Centre)
D. Adequacy of School’s Grounds for Healthy Physical Activity and
Extracurricular Activities:

1. Does the schoolyard provide for adequate outdoor space to accommodate
activities for all students with all types of needs? Yes/No, Explain: YES
Long Park is located directly adjacent to the school grounds-it’s a
full city block within Chandler, Milloy and Meldrum streets.
2. Are there issues within the schools outdoor space, which may limit use of the
space by students or staff? Yes/No, Explain

YES, large areas of flooding and icy conditions depending on the
weather.
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3. Does the school have age appropriate facilities available (e.g. Fenced or separate
areas for kindergarten and junior grades)?
Yes/No, Explain

YES, there is a fenced in area for JK/SK students and 3 separate
areas within the schoolyard for primary, junior and seniors.
4. Is there a running/walking track on the current site? NO
E. Accessibility of the School For Students With Disabilities:
1. Does the school have barrier free washrooms for students?

NO
2. Does the school have barrier free washrooms for staff?

NO
3. Does the school have a barrier free entrance?

NO
4. Does the school have a change table/room?

YES
5. Does the school have an elevator?

NO
6. Is there wheelchair accessibility to all program areas?

NO (not able to access the second floor)
7. Does the school have worn or other unsafe surfaces in its hallways and on its stair
treads that may be prohibitive to repair?

YES-worn stairs/NO-no surface problems in hallways
F. Safety of School and Site:
1. Does the school have an alarm/alert system in place to warn and/or protect the
students, staff, and the building?

YES – PA SYSTEM, FIRE ALARMS AND WALKIE TALKIES
2. Is there a safe route for pedestrian and vehicular traffic flow?

YES
3. Does the school layout/floor plan allow for staff to readily identify intruders (e.g.
Blind corners and hallways)?

YES
4. Are all school entrances observable by staff or can they be adequately monitored?
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YES
5. Are the play areas barrier free and open for view?

YES
6. Is the school located near heavily wooded areas or other geographically
problematic areas (e.g. a cliff, ravine, or expressway)?
Yes/No, Explain: NO
__________________________________________________________________
7. Does the school site/location lend itself to poor safety practices by students (e.g.
taking unsafe walking routes such as crossing train tracks or other dangerous short
cuts)?
Yes/No, Explain: NO
__________________________________________________________________
8. Is there an adequate pool of crossing guards?

YES
9. In the event of an emergency, is the school located near a site that can house the
entire school population (e.g. evacuation procedures)?
Yes/No, Explain: YES, MOST PRECIOUS BLOOD CHURCH
10. What is the proximity to: Hospital?
 Windsor Regional Metropolitan Hospital.1.5 Km
 Medical clinic? First Med. Pharmacies – Clinic 1.14 Km
 Fire department? Station 6 Tecumseh & Ferndale 2.54 Km
G. Proximity of the School to Students/Length of Bus Ride:
1. What percentage of the school’s population walks to school?

____85 % (Percent).
2. What percentage of the school’s population rides a bus to access the school?

____15___ % (Percent).
3. What is the longest bus ride to school for any student? 10-15 minutes.

4. What is the length of the average bus ride to school? 8-10 minutes.
5. What percentage of students in the new school setting would be required to access
the school by bus? UNKNOWN % (Percent).
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6. What would be the length of the average bus ride to the new school setting?
UNKNOWN minutes.
7. Do the majority of the students remain at the school during the lunch period?

YES
8. If you answered 'yes' to the previous question, are there adequate facilities
available to accommodate this?

YES
9. What is the distance from the school to the main transportation route for public
transportation?

210 meters
H. Proximity to Catholic Church:
1. What is the distance from the school to the nearest Roman Catholic Church?

190 meters (next door)
2. Are there any reciprocal relationships that benefit the Church/School and
Community (e.g., Knights of Columbus, St. Vincent de Paul Society, etc.)?
YES/NO, Explain:

YES:
 KNIGHTS OF COLUMBUS:
o Shared fundraiser- Shrove Tuesday dinner –proceeds
to equally benefit future K of C events and Gr 8
Muskoka trip.
o Student volunteer participation in: Rake and Run;
Free Throw-basketball contest-hosted in the school
gym; Substance Abuse Awareness Poster Contest;
food drives which benefit the K of C agencies and St.
Bernard School needy families
o K of C periodic sponsorship of nutrition program
 ST. VINCENT DE PAUL SOCIETY
o St. Vincent de Paul Society - students volunteer their
services to sponsor food drives for both the Most
Precious Blood Church & St. Vincent de Paul food
banks which indirectly benefit the needy families.
o St. Vincent De Paul also sponsors the nutrition
program.
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 MOST PRECIOUS BLOOD CHURCH
o St. Bernard families benefit from the Church’s
annual Giving Tree at Christmas and MPB also
provides food baskets when families are in dire need
throughout the year.
o Rosary ladies from MPB Church volunteer weekly for
the Rosary group and scheduled monthly visits to
each class.
o Periodically, the Catholic Women’s Leagues donates
money for fundraising activities such as Muskoka and
bake sales.
o St. Bernard students and staff support the church
functions such as Gospel Fest and Youth Ministry
activities or any other events and activities held by the
MPB ministries.
3. (a) Is there accessibility to additional space (e.g. Church hall for school
performances, hot lunches and family nights)?
Yes, Explain:

YES-MPB Hall use for: Graduation, Christmas turkey dinner
and Shrove Tuesday dinner as well as class retreats.
(b) Does the church make use of school space?
Yes/No, Explain:

YES
 Last year the Shrove Tuesday dinner was held here because
the church hall was under construction-Gr.8 students
benefitted as all proceeds helped defray Muskoka
expenditures;
 MPB Youth Group held their sessions in the school gym
until the opening of the renovated church hall.
 From time to time school paraliturgies and celebrations are
held in the gym.
4. Sacramental Preparation – Is it done at the school or church?
 Yes/No Explain:

BOTH
 The teachers prepare students through their specific ageappropriate Catholic Studies’ programs and Most Precious
Blood also holds preparation meetings for both students and
parents.
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 The Youth Minister also visits the school daily/weekly to
distribute sacramental information and supports the classroom
teachers in their role in preparing for the sacraments.
I. Real Estate Climate:
1. Does the real estate in the area lend itself to people purchasing homes?
Yes/No, Explain:

YES: The local area has properties available for purchase, rent or
lease and are very affordable.
ADDITIONAL FACTORS AND QUESTIONS TO BE ADDRESSED WHEN
ASSESSING VALUE TO STUDENT
A. Culture of the School:

1. What is the average number of years staff has been at the school? 5 years.
2. Have the students been relocated by past accommodation changes?

 NO
ADDITIONAL FACTORS AND QUESTIONS TO BE ADDRESSED WHEN
ASSESSING VALUE TO THE SCHOOL BOARD

A. Condition and Costs of Operation:
1. Do the current renewal needs for the school represent less than 20 per cent of the
school replacement cost?

NO
2. Over the next 10 years will the total renewal needs for the school represent less
than 20 percent of the school replacement cost?

NO
3. What is the Facility Condition Index rating of the school? 80.8% (2006)
4. Has the Ministry of Education identified the school as being prohibitive to repair?

NO
5. Does the school/property require long-term maintenance in order to be kept at an
appropriate standard?

YES
6. School Administration – does imputed grant revenue exceed expenditures?
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NO-Amount ____________(Dollars).
7. School Operations – Does imputed grant revenue exceed expenditures?
NO-Amount ___________ (Dollars).
8. Student Transportation - Does imputed grant revenue exceed expenditures?
NO-Amount ___________ (Dollars).
B. Location of School:
1. What are the alternate schools students/parents could select to attend? (List
schools, whether from the Windsor-Essex Catholic District School Board or other,
that are within 5 km of the school and the estimated distance to each of those
schools)

WECDSB: St. Jules 2 km, Our Lady of Lourdes 2.1 km,
St. Alexander 2.6 km, St. Anne’s French Immersion-3.1 km,
W.J. Langlois-4.3 km,
GECDSB: Gordon McGregor Public School .76 km, Percy P.
McCallum French Immersion Public School .93km, John
Campbell-4.07km, David Maxwell-1.51km
FRENCH CATHOLIC: Ecole Ste. Therese-2.98km.
C. Enrolment vs. Available Space:
1. What is the utilization rate for the school? 90% (Percent).

2. Does the utilization rate for the school currently exceed or is it expected to exceed
the capacity of the building? NO
3. Are portables required? Port-a packs?
NO Number of portables ___Duration? ___Yrs.
4. Is there potential for addition?

YES
5. Is there potential for parking expansion?

YES
6. Does enrolment at the school exceed the surplus space in adjacent WECDSB
schools?
Yes/No, List adjacent WECDSB schools with surplus space:

YES-St. Bernard’s enrollment exceeds the surplus at both
adjacent schools according to the data provided.
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7. Do enrolment trends from the past and future projections warrant significant
enrolment changes?
Yes/No, Explain:

NO-Enrollment should increase or remain steady as it has.
FACTORS AND QUESTIONS TO BE ADDRESSED WHEN ASSESSING VALUE
TO THE COMMUNITY
1. Do community groups use the school building regularly?

NO
2. Is this the only facility in the vicinity that could be used by community groups for
indoor activities?

NO
3. Are the school’s grounds used formally or INFORMALLY on a regular basis
by community groups for outdoor activities?

YES
4. Is this the only playing field in the vicinity that could be used by community
groups?

NO
5. Is this the only green space in the vicinity that could be used by community
groups?

NO
6. Is the school a partner in other government initiatives within the community?










YES
Adopt a Zone - City of Windsor
Healthy Schools - Province of Ontario,
Keys to Success - Achievement in Quality Standards for student
nutrition Programming-Ontario
Ontario Student Nourishment Program-OSNP & Breakfast for
Learning
Clean City Committee-Windsor
Environmental Jade Schools-SEEDS-Environment, Energy &
Education
Canadian Association for Health-Physical Education, Recreation
and Dance - (CAHPERD/ACEPLD)- “Gold” Status for quality
Physical Education Schools
OPHEA-Ontario Physical & Health Education Association – Go
Active Challenge
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7. To what extent do parents/committees/volunteers support the school programs?

100%
8. Does the facility have historic value in the broader community?

NO
9. What is the school’s record of incidence of Violence-NONE

Vandalism
 Monthly graffiti and many broken windows in abundance.
As well as several break-ins especially during good weather
and summer time.
FACTORS AND QUESTIONS TO BE ADDRESSED WHEN ASSESSING VALUE
TO THE LOCAL ECONOMY
1. Does the school provide co-operative education opportunities for students?

Yes/No-N/A
2. How many students are participating in co-operative education? __N/A__
3. Are there training opportunities for students with local employers?

Yes/No-N/A
4. Is the school involved in other partnership arrangements with local employers?

Yes/No-N/A
5. To what extent does local business support the school?

 Silverstein’s Produce provides and delivers the fruits and
vegetables for the Nutrition program.
 A & P, Zehrs, Food Basics, Price Chopper, Costco, Joseph’s
Produce, Silverstein’s Produce, Shopper’s Drug Mart
periodically donate food/gift certificates to purchase the
necessities for school or community needy families or to
support school fundraisers.
 St. Bernard families patronize McDonald’s, Tim Horton’s,
Burger King and Starbucks and in turn these
establishments have donated beverages and/or food for all
of the fundraising and/or special events (i.e. Student
Appreciation Activity Day, Graduation, Shrove Tuesday
and Turkey dinners, Meet the Teacher bbq night), to name
a few.
6. To what extent does the school support local business?
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 Special Eat days’ supplies are purchased from Naples
Pizzeria and A&P.
 Staff & Families patronize: A & P, Zehrs, Food Basics,
Price Chopper, Costco, Joseph’s Produce, Shopper’s Drug
Mart
 Silverstein’s Produce for Nutrition program.
 Your Neighbourhood Credit Union
 School food drive collections support St. Vincent de Paul
food bank, MPB Church food bank or Drouillard Place.
7. Does the school play an important role in attracting and/or keeping investment in
the community?
Yes, if ‘yes’, please explain:

YES: St. Bernard School community new and existing will use the
local businesses for groceries, restaurants, services and
community centres. Families who shop around for education
generally look to find a home within St. Bernard School
boundaries in order to bring their children to this school as most
parents are former alumni and/or often encourage Catholic
families within the boundary to attend this school. St. Bernard
has a excellent reputation in this community.
8. Is the school involved in partnerships/placements with other educational
institutions (e.g. University of Windsor -Faculty of Education/Psychology, etc, St.
Clair College (ECE, CYW, etc.), feeder high schools)?
Yes, Explain:

YES:
 The staff supports and accepts:
o The Faculty of Education students from the
University of Windsor, Nipissing, Queen’s University
and D’Youville University.
o St. Clair College for Diploma in Social Work (DSW)
or Educational Assistant (EA) student placements.
o Co-op students from both local high schools-(Catholic
Central and Brennan)
o Tutors in the Classroom program.
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Our Lady of Lourdes
CUSTOMIZED SCHOOL VALUATION FRAMEWORK
ACCOMMODATION REVIEW COMMITTEE – EAST
WINDSOR SCHOOLS
School valuation is the focus of the pupil accommodation review process. To support the
school valuation process the Windsor-Essex Catholic District School Board has worked
with a public committee composed of parents, educators, board officials, a business and
municipal representative, and with input from stakeholders through a public consultation
process, to develop the following Generic School Valuation Framework.
Pursuant to the generic framework each of the following four considerations must be
assessed:
1.
2.
3.
4.

Value to student
Value to the School Board
Value to the community
Value to the local economy

An Accommodation Review Committee (ARC) established pursuant to Board Policy and
Procedure A: 05 may customize the generic framework to better reflect local
circumstances and priorities by adding factors or questions, however, they may not
subtract or alter the factors or questions set out in the generic framework. They may add
commentary to any factor or question requiring a yes/no response.
The same customized framework, including all of the factors and questions listed below,
must be applied to each school in the group of schools being studied. The ARC may
develop a grading system to weigh the factors being considered. Regardless of the
manner of assessment, the value of the schools to the student must be weighed above all
other factors to be assessed.

FACTORS AND QUESTIONS TO BE ADDRESSED WHEN ASSESSING BOTH
VALUE TO STUDENT AND VALUE TO SCHOOL BOARD

A. Quality of Learning Environment and Range of Programs/Course Offerings:

Customized School Valuation Framework – EAST Windsor Schools
1. Does the school organization offer students a range of programs, which provide
equitable learning opportunities that other students in the Windsor-Essex County
area enjoy? (Consider: program offerings for instrumental music, specialty
shops/programs (secondary), full physical education program offered, etc.)
Yes/No, List the Programs Offered at the School:
INSTRUMENTAL MUSIC PROGRAM
NUTRITION PROGRAM
HOUSE LEAGUES PROGRAM
WRITING ON WIRELESS (WOW) PROGRAM
DAILY PHYSICAL EDUCATION CLASSES
HEALTHY ACTIVE LIVING PROGRAM
2. Does the space/facility provide specialty rooms for program offerings? (Consider:
Is there a gym/multi purpose room of adequate size, appropriate library space,
computer lab, resource room, flexible space for support services/itinerant support
staff/school council/student council, instrumental music, up-to-date science
lab/room, shops/technology rooms)
Yes/No, List specialty rooms:
LEARNING SUPPORT SERVICES ROOM, LIBRARY WHICH IS ALSO
USED FOR PHYSIOTHERAPY AND MUSIC, ON SATURDAYS GYM
USED FOR SOFTBALL/PITCHING, GYM USED FOR MASSES,
VOLLEYBALL LEAGUES, COMPUTER LAB, LITERACY/NUMERACY
BOOKROOM, STAGE.
3. Would moving to a new school community enhance the range of programs
available and increase the learning opportunities for students?
Yes/No, Explain:
A NEW FACILITY COULD PROVIDE FOOD PREPARATION SPACE
THAT SUPPORTS BOTH A BREAKFAST, NOURISHMENT PROGRAM
AND LUNCHES FOR STUDENTS WHO ARE IN NEED.
INCREASED SPACE COULD PROVIDE NEEDED SPACE FOR SUPPORT
STAFF TO UTILIZE WHEN SERVICING STUDENTS, AS WELL AS
SPACE FOR STAFF AND PARENTS TO ACCESS FOR
CONFERENCING/MEETING PURPOSES.
4. Are there currently classes in the school where two or more grades are being
taught within the same classroom?
Yes/No, Number of such multi-graded classes: (A 2-GRADED 5/6CLASS).
5. Would combining this school with another school reduce the number of multigraded classes?
Yes/No, Explain:
__________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________
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6. Is there a before or after school childcare program in the school?
Yes/No
7. What is the average class size? Grades JK - 3:
Grades 4 – 8:
Grades 9 – 12:

15 Students/class.
23 Students/class.
N/A Students/class.

8. If specialized programs or opportunities exist at the school, can they be
maintained or enhanced in a new school community?
Yes/No, Explain:
__________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________
9. If specialized programs or opportunities exist can they be expanded at the existing
location?
Yes/No, Explain: N/A
__________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________
10. Has an identified culture been established by this school? (e.g. Is there an
established identity/personality/character and how is it demonstrated)
Yes/No
THIS IS A FAITH-FILLED WELCOMING COMMUNITY THAT
FUNCTIONS AS ONE LARGE FAMILY. TEAMWORK IS THE
HALLMARK OF OUR BELIEF SYSTEM. WE WORK FOR THE
BENEFIT OF ALL, STUDENTS, PARENTS AND STAFF.
DEMONSTRATED IN CHARITY WORK THROUGH SCHOOL/CHURCH
(FOR EXAMPLE: LENTEN AND ADVENT PROJECTS)
VETERAN’S POSTER CONTEST AND POPPIE SOCIETY DONATIONS
“CITY CLEAN SWEEP” AS PART OF EARTH WEEK ACTIVITIES
KNIGHTS OF COLUMBUS FREE THROW
PARTNERSHIP WITH RIVERSIDE OPTIMIST, WINDSOR ESSEX
COUNTY HEALTH UNIT, WINDSOR BICYCLE COMMITTEE AND
LOCAL EMERGENCY SERVICES IN HOSTING AN ANNUAL BIKE
RODEO
WINDSOR-ESSEX SOLID WASTE AUTHOROITY AND THE ESSEX
REGION CONSERVATION AUTHORITY OF ONTARIO IN EDUCATING
STUDENTS ON REDUCING, REUSING, AND RECYCLING
PILOT SCHOOL FOR ACTIVE AND SAFE ROUTES TO SCHOOL
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B. Adequacy of School’s Physical Space to Support Student Learning:
1. Does the school provide students with a learning environment, which is
comparable to most schools in the Board? E.g. Building vs. portables, range of
specialty rooms.
Yes/No

C.

Range of Extracurricular Activities and Extent of Student Participation:
1. Does the school have a program of intramural sports?
Yes/No List: A FULLY DEVELOPED HOUSE LEAGUES PROGRAM.
If ‘Yes’, give percentage of student body participating: 100 percent.
2. Does the school have a program of interschool sports?
Yes/No, List: THE SCHOOL OFFERS ALL SPORTS SUPPORTED IN THE
WECDSB ATHLETIC PROGRAM.
If ‘Yes’, give percentage of student body participating: 15-20 percent.
3. Do students have an opportunity to participate in non-athletic school clubs?
Yes/No, List: DRAMA, LEGO, COMPUTER, CHESS, MAD SCIENCE,
LEADERSHIP, WALK/RUN CLUB, ALL STAR BAND, MILK HELPERS,
NUTRITION HELPERS, ANNOUNCEMENT TEAM, RECYCLE TEAM.
If ‘Yes’, give percentage of student body participating: 40-50 percent.
4. Are there public facilities located within walking distance that provide a venue for
activities (e.g. Community swimming pool)?
Yes/No, List:
PLAYDIUM 5-PIN, SEMINOLE LIBRARY, JOHN ATKINSON
COMMUNITY CENTRE, FORD TEST TRACK, GINO MARCUS
COMMUNITY CENTRE (POOL), F.J. BRENNAN HIGH SCHOOL.
5. Is there available green space in the immediate area (e.g., parkland, open space,
available land, etc.)? Yes/No, Explain:
CHOPIN PARK IS DIRECTLY ACROSS THE STREET FROM THE
SCHOOL, ON ROSSINI AVENUE AND FRANKLIN. GEORGE AVENUE
PARK IS AROUND THE CORNER FROM THE SCHOOL, ON GEORGE
AVENUE AT WYANDOTTE. LABADIE PARK IS AT THE CORNER OF
FRANKLIN AND LABADIE, APPROXIMATELY FOUR BLOCKS FROM
THE SCHOOL. AND ALEXANDER PARK IS AT GEORGE AVENUE
AND RIVERSIDE DRIVE. ALSO, THE FORD TEST TRACK, REAUME
PARK AND AKO PARK ARE WITHIN WALKING DISTANCE.
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D. Adequacy of School’s Grounds for Healthy Physical Activity and
Extracurricular Activities:
1. Does the schoolyard provide for adequate outdoor space to accommodate
activities for all students with all types of needs? Yes/No, Explain:
THERE IS SUFFICIENT PAVED AND GRASSED BARRIER-FREE
AREAS FOR STUDENTS ACQUIRING ASSISTIVE DEVICES.
THE SCHOOLYARD ALSO PROVIDES AMPLE SPACE FOR A
RUN/WALK TRACK.
2. Are there issues within the schools outdoor space, which may limit use of the
space by students or staff? Yes/No, Explain
JUNIOR/INTERMEDIATE PLAYGROUND PAVEMENT AREA
SHOULD BE EXTENDED LEFT AND RIGHT FROM THE GATE TO
THE FENCE TO REDUCE MUD AREAS.
3. Does the school have age appropriate facilities available (e.g. Fenced or separate
areas for kindergarten and junior grades)?
Yes/No, Explain
SEPARATE YARDS FOR PRIMARY/JUNIOR (JK-GRADE 4) AND
JUNIOR/INTERMEDIATE (GRADE 5-8).
4. Is there a running/walking track on the current site? Yes/No

E. Accessibility of the School For Students With Disabilities:
1. Does the school have barrier free washrooms for students?
Yes/No
2. Does the school have barrier free washrooms for staff?
Yes/No
3. Does the school have a barrier free entrance?
Yes/No
4. Does the school have a change table/room?
Yes/No
5. Does the school have an elevator?
Yes/No
6. Is there wheelchair accessibility to all program areas?
Yes/No
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7. Does the school have worn or other unsafe surfaces in its hallways and on its stair
treads that may be prohibitive to repair?
Yes/No
F. Safety of School and Site:
1. Does the school have an alarm/alert system in place to warn and/or protect the
students, staff, and the building?
Yes/No
2. Is there a safe route for pedestrian and vehicular traffic flow?
Yes/No
(PARKED CARS HINDER VEHICLE TRAFFIC).
3. Does the school layout/floor plan allow for staff to readily identify intruders (e.g.
Blind corners and hallways)?
Yes/No
4. Are all school entrances observable by staff or can they be adequately monitored?
Yes/No
5. Are the play areas barrier free and open for view?
Yes/No
6. Is the school located near heavily wooded areas or other geographically
problematic areas (e.g. a cliff, ravine, or expressway)?
Yes/No, Explain:
TRAIN TRACKS NEARBY.
7. Does the school site/location lend itself to poor safety practices by students (e.g.
taking unsafe walking routes such as crossing train tracks or other dangerous short
cuts)?
Yes/No, Explain:
CROSSING TRAIN TRACKS.
8. Is there an adequate pool of crossing guards?
Yes/No
9. In the event of an emergency, is the school located near a site that can house the
entire school population (e.g. evacuation procedures)?
Yes/No, Explain:
THE WINDSOR CHINESE ALLIANCE CHURCH IS TWO BLOCKS
FROM THE SCHOOL ON ROSSINI.
10. What is the proximity too: hospital? 3.5 Km; medical clinic? 1.3 Km;
fire department? 3.5 Km.
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G. Proximity of the School to Students/Length of Bus Ride:
1. What percentage of the school’s population walks to school?
70 % (Percent).
2. What percentage of the school’s population rides a bus to access the school?
30_% (Percent).
3. What is the longest bus ride to school for any student? 30 minutes.
4. What is the length of the average bus ride to school? 15 minutes.
5. What percentage of students in the new school setting would be required to access
the school by bus? UNKNOWN % (Percent).
6. What would be the length of the average bus ride to the new school setting?
UNKNOWN minutes.
7. Do the majority of the students remain at the school during the lunch period?
Yes/No
8

If you answered 'yes' to the previous question, are there adequate facilities
available to accommodate this?
Yes/No

9. What is the distance from the school to the main transportation route for public
transportation? 0.7 Km

H. Proximity to Catholic Church:
1. What is the distance from the school to the nearest Roman Catholic Church?
1.5 km (St. Theresa Parish); 2.3 km (Most Precious Blood Parish)
2. Are there any reciprocal relationships that benefit the Church/School and
Community (e.g., Knights of Columbus, St. Vincent de Paul Society, etc.?)?
Yes/No, Explain:
KNIGHTS OF COLUMBUS-ST. THERESA’S CHAPTER DONATE TO
OUR NUTRITION PROGRAM; ST. VINCENT DE PAUL CAN DRIVE;
DROUILLARD PLACE CAN DRIVE.
3. (a) Is there accessibility to additional space (e.g. Church hall for school
performances, hot lunches and family nights)?
Yes/No, Explain:
YOUTH GROUP PROGRAM, SACRAMENTAL PREPARATION.
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(b) Does the church make use of school space?
Yes/No, Explain:
USE OF SCHOOL GYM AND AUDIO-VISUAL EQUIPMENT
4. Sacramental Preparation – Is it done at the school or church? Explain
BOTH -- AT THE CHURCH AND THROUGH THE TEACHER’S
SPECIFIC AGE APPROPRIATE RELIGION PROGRAM.

I. Real Estate Climate:
1. Does the real estate in the area lend itself to people purchasing homes?
Yes/No, Explain:
THE IMMEDIATE AREA ALLOWS FOR BOTH RENTAL
OCCUPANCY AND HOME OWNERSHIP IN EXISTING
NEIGHBOURHOODS.

ADDITIONAL FACTORS AND QUESTIONS TO BE ADDRESSED WHEN
ASSESSING VALUE TO STUDENT
A. Culture of the School:
1. What is the average number of years staff has been at the school? 5 years.
2. Have the students been relocated by past accommodation changes? Yes/No (If
‘Yes”, what were the circumstances?)
WHEN DESANTIS SCHOOL CLOSED PART OF THEIR POPULATION
REGISTERED AT OUR LADY OF LOURDES.

ADDITIONAL FACTORS AND QUESTIONS TO BE ADDRESSED WHEN
ASSESSING VALUE TO THE SCHOOL BOARD
A. Condition and Costs of Operation:
1. Do the current renewal needs for the school represent less than 20 per cent of the
school replacement cost?
Yes/No
2. Over the next 10 years will the total renewal needs for the school represent less
than 20 percent of the school replacement cost?
Yes/No
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3. What is the Facility Condition Index rating of the school? 15.5% (as of 2002)
4. Has the Ministry of Education identified the school as being prohibitive to repair?
Yes/No
5. Does the school/property require long-term maintenance in order to be kept at an
appropriate standard?
Yes/No
6. School Administration – does imputed grant revenue exceed expenditures?
Yes/No, Amount _______$ (Dollars).
7. School Operations – Does imputed grant revenue exceed expenditures?
Yes/No, Amount _______$ (Dollars).
8. Student Transportation - Does imputed grant revenue exceed expenditures?
Yes/No, Amount ________$ (Dollars).

B. Location of School:
1. What are the alternate schools students/parents could select to attend? (List
schools, whether from the Windsor-Essex Catholic District School Board or other,
that are within 5 km of the school and the estimated distance to each of those
schools)

ST. ANNE FR. IMMERSION 3.3 km

ST. BERNARD 2.1 km
ST. JULES 2.3 km
ST. ALEXANDER 3.3 km
ST. ROSE 3.6 km
IMMACULATE CONCEPTION 4.2 km
ST. ANGELA 5.0 km
W.J. LANGLOIS 5.0 km

STE. THERESE 3.1 km
PERCY P. McCALLUM 1.4 km
DAVID MAXWELL 1.2 km
GORDON MCGREGOR 1.9 km
PRINCESS ELIZABETH 2.3 km
CORONATION 2.4 km
KING EDWARD 3.3 KM
CONCORD/old PRINCESS ANNE
(to be new David Suzuki) 3.4 km
F.W. BEGLEY 3.8 km
HUGH BEATON 4.2 km
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C. Enrolment vs. Available Space:
1. What is the utilization rate for the school? 100 % (Percent).
2. Does the utilization rate for the school currently exceed or is it expected to exceed
the capacity of the building?
Yes/No
3. Are portables required? Port-a packs?
Yes/No Number of portables _________ Duration? ______Yrs.
4. Is there potential for addition?
Yes/No
5. Is there potential for parking expansion?
Yes/No
6. Does enrolment at the school exceed the surplus space in adjacent WECDSB
schools?
Yes/No, List adjacent WECDSB schools with surplus space:
THE TWO CLOSEST WECDSB SCHOOLS ARE ST. BERNARD AND ST.
JULES.
7. Do enrolment trends from the past and future projections warrant significant
enrolment changes?
Yes/No, Explain:
THE TREND IS THAT WE ARE LOSING POPULATION IS BEING
LOST YEARLY.

FACTORS AND QUESTIONS TO BE ADDRESSED WHEN ASSESSING VALUE
TO THE COMMUNITY
1. Do community groups use the school building regularly?
Yes/No
2. Is this the only facility in the vicinity that could be used by community groups for
indoor activities?
Yes/No
3. Are the school’s grounds used formally or informally on a regular basis by
community groups for outdoor activities?
Yes/No
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4. Is this the only playing field in the vicinity that could be used by community
groups?
Yes/No
5. Is this the only green space in the vicinity that could be used by community
groups?
Yes/No
6. Is the school a partner in other government initiatives within the community?
Yes/No
7. To what extent do parents/committees/volunteers support the school programs?
VERY FAITHFUL SMALL GROUP.
8. Does the facility have historic value in the broader community?
Yes/No
9. What is the school’s record of incidence of violence/vandalism?
OCCASIONAL BROKEN WINDOWS AND GRAFFITI FROM TIME TO
TIME.

FACTORS AND QUESTIONS TO BE ADDRESSED WHEN ASSESSING VALUE
TO THE LOCAL ECONOMY
1. Does the school provide co-operative education opportunities for students?
Yes/No
2. How many students are participating in co-operative education? N/A
3. Are there training opportunities for students with local employers?
Yes/No
4. Is the school involved in other partnership arrangements with local employers?
Yes/No
5. To what extent does local business support the school?
IN KIND DONATIONS FROM REDDI FARMS/TONY’S PRODUCE;
SHOPPERS DRUG MART; GIANT TIGER; MIKAIL HOLDINGS
SPONSORED TURKEY DINNER; BEDELL’S SPONSORED MASH
POTATOES
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6. To what extent does the school support local business?
REDDI FARMS (TONY’S PRODUCE), A&P, ZEHRS, PRICE CHOPPER,
DOLLARAMA – BUY GROCERIES FOR NUTRITION PROGRAM;
NAPLES PIZZA, NEIGHBOURHOOD CREDIT UNION FOR BANKING
7. Does the school play an important role in attracting and/or keeping investment in
the community?
Yes/No, if ‘yes’, please explain:
OUR-SPOT-ARCADE JUST OPENED IN THE COMMUNITY.
8. Is the school involved in partnerships/placements with other educational
institutions (e.g. University of Windsor -Faculty of Education/Psychology, etc, St.
Clair College (ECE, CYW, etc.), feeder high schools)?
Yes/No, Explain:
CO-OP STUDENTS FROM F.J. BRENNAN HIGH SCHOOL, AND
STUDENTS FROM ST. CLAIR COLLEGE AND THE UNIVERSITY OF
WINDSOR-FACULTY OF EDUCATION PRE-SERVICE AND
CONCURRENT PROGRAM; TUTORS IN THE CLASSROOM PROGRAM.
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APPENDIX “A”

St Jules
CUSTOMIZED SCHOOL VALUATION FRAMEWORK
ACCOMMODATION REVIEW COMMITTEE – EAST
WINDSOR SCHOOLS
School valuation is the focus of the pupil accommodation review process. To support the
school valuation process the Windsor-Essex Catholic District School Board has worked
with a public committee composed of parents, educators, board officials, a business and
municipal representative, and with input from stakeholders through a public consultation
process, to develop the following Generic School Valuation Framework.
Pursuant to the generic framework each of the following four considerations must be
assessed:
1.
2.
3.
4.

Value to student
Value to the School Board
Value to the community
Value to the local economy

An Accommodation Review Committee (ARC) established pursuant to Board Policy and
Procedure A: 05 may customize the generic framework to better reflect local
circumstances and priorities by adding factors or questions, however, they may not
subtract or alter the factors or questions set out in the generic framework. They may add
commentary to any factor or question requiring a yes/no response.
The same customized framework, including all of the factors and questions listed below,
must be applied to each school in the group of schools being studied. The ARC may
develop a grading system to weigh the factors being considered. Regardless of the
manner of assessment, the value of the schools to the student must be weighed above all
other factors to be assessed.

FACTORS AND QUESTIONS TO BE ADDRESSED WHEN ASSESSING BOTH
VALUE TO STUDENT AND VALUE TO SCHOOL BOARD

A. Quality of Learning Environment and Range of Programs/Course Offerings:
1. Does the school organization offer students a range of programs, which provide
equitable learning opportunities that other students in the Windsor-Essex County

Customized School Valuation Framework – EAST Windsor Schools
area enjoy? (Consider: program offerings for instrumental music, specialty
shops/programs (secondary), full physical education program offered, etc.)
Yes/No, List the Programs Offered at the School:
Yes –
• Catholic Character of the Month – Our Journey to Holiness
• Nutrition Program – Sponsored by Ontario Student Nourishment Program;
Milk Program
• Instrumental Music Program for Grade 7 & 8 students (school owns the
instruments); Music Program for Grade 6 students, which combines
theory, vocal and learning to play the recorders
• Writing on Wireless Program for Junior students (ibook
computers/wireless lab
• Intramural Program that involves all students from K to Grade 8; sports
program involving students from Grade s 1 through 8
• Kids’ Alliance: Partnership with the Teen Health Centre
2. Does the space/facility provide specialty rooms for program offerings? (Consider:
Is there a gym/multi purpose room of adequate size, appropriate library space,
computer lab, resource room, flexible space for support services/itinerant support
staff/school council/student council, instrumental music, up-to-date science
lab/room, shops/technology rooms)
Yes/No, List specialty rooms:
No specialty rooms other than the utilization of existing classroom space for
the following;
• An after school Madd Science Program for two groups of students;
those in Grades 1 through 3 and Junior students in Grades 4 through
6 (February – April annually)
• Homework Club: offered twice weekly from 3:15 – 4:00 p.m. The
intent is to support students’ academic needs through this after school
program that is facilitated by staff and Grade 8 student leaders.
• Nourishment Program (3 times a week) Tony’s Fresh Produce the
provider, Educational Assistant Staff and Special Needs Students
facilitate the distribution
• Instrumental Music Program is facilitated in room 110, an empty
classroom that once served as a Resource Centre on the lower level of
the school

•
•

Resource Centre/Computer Lab is housed in a combined area. There
is a need for additional space to expand in this area.
Support and itinerant use classroom/office space on the lower floor
(rooms 104 or 110) or on the third floor for meeting with students.
There is no conference room or additional unused space on site to
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facilitate staff, school council meetings other than the staff room or
resource centre/computer lab.
3.

Would moving to a new school community enhance the range of programs
available and increase the learning opportunities for students?
Yes/No, Explain:
• Yes, a new facility would provide accessibility to all as the current
structure (3 floors) presents difficulties for students and staff with
physical challenges. Additionally, at present the school is utilizing all
existing space.
• A new facility would alleviate some of the daily challenges in regard to
“over-taxing electrical outlets/breakers, issues around plumbing,
heating and cooling which all indirectly affect the learning
environment of the students.
• Hopefully, a new facility would provide food preparation space to
support a breakfast, nourishment program and lunches for students
who are in need.
• Increased space would provide much needed areas for support staff to
utilize when servicing students as well as space for staff and parents to
access for conferencing/meeting purposes.
• Literacy needs would be supported through the establishment of both
increased area in the Resource Centre and Computer Lab.
• Overall Learning Opportunities for students would improve due to
the newness of the facility and the potential for the range of activities
that could possibly be afforded.

4. Are there currently classes in the school where two or more grades are being
taught within the same classroom?
Yes/No, Number of such multi-graded classes:
Yes – 6 combined grades. JK/SK, Gr. 1/2, 3/4, 4/5, 5/6, and 7/8.
5. Would combining this school with another school reduce the number of multigraded classes?
Yes/No, Explain:
Unknown, as other factors would need to be considered (e.g. maximum class size as
mandated by the Ministry of Education/Collective Agreements).
6. Is there a before or after school childcare program in the school?
Yes/No
7. What is the average class size? Grades JK - 3:
Grades 4 – 8:
Grades 9 – 12:

19
23
n/a

Students/class.
Students/class.
Students/class.
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8. If specialized programs or opportunities exist at the school, can they be
maintained or enhanced in a new school community?
Yes/No, Explain:
• Yes, but it is important to note that the St. Jules’ Catholic School
Advisory Council continually maintains students and staff by
providing monetary support for opportunities such as the following;
Muskoka Woods, Madd Science, team uniforms, intramural sports
programs, hot lunches, fieldtrips and classroom allowances.
Additionally, transportation costs are always covered by proceeds
raised through St. Jules’ Bingos.
9. If specialized programs or opportunities exist can they be expanded at the existing
location?
Yes/No, Explain:
• Yes, with additional and varied space there would be many new
programs and opportunities to explore. Hopefully, the school
communities will have input in this regard.

10. Has an identified culture been established by this school? (e.g. Is there an
established identity/personality/character and how is it demonstrated)
Yes/No
• Yes. In recent years, St. Jules has become increasingly diverse in our
student population. Additionally, the number of students who present
with varying academic, social and emotional needs has increased. St.
Jules embraces differences, celebrates uniqueness and is invested in
seeing each community member achieve their full God-given
potential. This school is rich in tradition yet change is embraced in
the name of improving learning opportunities for all students.
B. Adequacy of School’s Physical Space to Support Student Learning:
1. Does the school provide students with a learning environment, which is
comparable to most schools in the Board? E.g. Building vs. portables, range of
specialty rooms.
Yes/No
• All students are in the building, but as identified, the facility does
present many challenges.

C.

Range of Extracurricular Activities and Extent of Student Participation:
1. Does the school have a program of intramural sports?
Yes/No List:
• Volleyball, floor hockey, basketball, soccer and other seasonal games
(e.g. flag football)
If ‘Yes’, give percentage of student body participating: 50 percent.
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2. Does the school have a program of interschool sports?
Yes/No, List:
• Soccer, Volleyball, Basketball (junior and senior), Badminton, Track
& Field
If ‘Yes’, give percentage of student body participating: 25 percent.
3. Do students have an opportunity to participate in non-athletic school clubs?
Yes/No, List:
• Friends of Rachel, Kids’ Alliance, Student Support Club, Peace
Keepers, Drama Club (Christmas and Spring Performances), Choir
(Church and Windsor Spitfire Anthem Program), Spelling Bee,
Speech Contest, Chess Club, Book Club, Homework Club, Recycle
Team, Clean Sweep, and Madd Science
If ‘Yes’, give percentage of student body participating: 60 percent.
4. Are there public facilities located within walking distance that provide a venue for
activities (e.g. Community swimming pool)?
Yes/No, List:
• Within the immediate walking area there are two public parks
(Norman Road Park and Polonia Park) that are utilized by students
and staff. Baseball diamonds, open space for soccer and free play,
plus additional play and climbing apparatus are available at these
sites.
• Windsor Public Library – Seminole Branch is within walking distance
and is utilized by our intermediate students.
• F. J. Brennan – within walking distance – Students are able to walk to
Brennan and attend Dramatic Arts Performances, Conflict mediation
sessions, Leadership activities etc.,
5. Is there available green space in the immediate area (e.g., parkland, open space,
available land, etc.)?
Yes/No, Explain:
• Behind our current school there is an open field between Norman and
Westminster Roads that is the full city block in size.
D. Adequacy of School’s Grounds for Healthy Physical Activity and
Extracurricular Activities:
1. Does the schoolyard provide for adequate outdoor space to accommodate
activities for all students with all types of needs?
Yes/No, Explain:
• Specifically on the north side of the school where the asphalt track is
located. This is the space that is utilized by the Junior and
Intermediate students.

Page 5 of 13

Customized School Valuation Framework – EAST Windsor Schools
No:
•

•

The space behind the school (east side) is not adequate for St. Jules’
primary students as the primary play structure has been closed due to
“Safety Issues” and the students lack adequate or suitable play
surfaces and structures.
Uneven surface and varying surfaces continue to be a safety concern.

2. Are there issues within the schools outdoor space, which may limit use of the
space by students or staff?
Yes/No, Explain:
• Primary Playground where the current structures are located is
unsafe for student use as the landing surface is not adequate. Having
this structure in place limits the children’s play area.
• Varying surfaces – Primary yard are a safety concern.
3. Does the school have age appropriate facilities available (e.g. Fenced or separate
areas for kindergarten and junior grades)?
Yes/No, Explain
• Kindergarten has a separate fenced play area with an ageappropriate climbing/play apparatus. This area remains open and
accessible to Kindergarten students.
• Primary students are in an area that is different that our
Junior/Intermediate students. At this time, it is the primary yard
that presents the most challenges for the school community due to
ongoing safety concerns.
4. Is there a running/walking track on the current site? Yes/No

E. Accessibility of the School For Students With Disabilities:
1. Does the school have barrier free washrooms for students?
Yes/No
2. Does the school have barrier free washrooms for staff?
Yes/No
3. Does the school have a barrier free entrance?
Yes/No
4. Does the school have a change table/room?
Yes/No
5. Does the school have an elevator?
Yes/No

Page 6 of 13

Customized School Valuation Framework – EAST Windsor Schools
6. Is there wheelchair accessibility to all program areas?
Yes/No
7. Does the school have worn or other unsafe surfaces in its hallways and on its stair
treads that may be prohibitive to repair?
Yes/No

F. Safety of School and Site:
1. Does the school have an alarm/alert system in place to warn and/or protect the
students, staff, and the building?
Yes/No
2. Is there a safe route for pedestrian and vehicular traffic flow?
Yes/No
3. Does the school layout/floor plan allow for staff to readily identify intruders (e.g.
Blind corners and hallways)?
Yes/No
4. Are all school entrances observable by staff or can they be adequately monitored?
Yes/No
5. Are the play areas barrier free and open for view?
Yes/No

6. Is the school located near heavily wooded areas or other geographically
problematic areas (e.g. a cliff, ravine, or expressway)?
Yes/No, Explain: __________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________
7. Does the school site/location lend itself to poor safety practices by students (e.g.
taking unsafe walking routes such as crossing train tracks or other dangerous short
cuts)?
Yes/No, Explain: __________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________
8. Is there an adequate pool of crossing guards?
Yes/No
9. In the event of an emergency, is the school located near a site that can house the
entire school population (e.g. evacuation procedures)?
Yes/No, Explain:
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•

St. Theresa’s Church directly across from the school. Either the hall or
the church would be accessible.

9. What is the proximity too:
• hospital? 3.5 Km;
• medical clinic? Less than 1 Km;
• fire department? 1 Km.
G. Proximity of the School to Students/Length of Bus Ride:
1. What percentage of the school’s population walks to school?
50% (Percent).
2. What percentage of the school’s population rides a bus to access the school?
25% (Percent).
3. What is the longest bus ride to school for any student? 35 minutes.
4. What is the length of the average bus ride to school? 15 minutes.
5. What percentage of students in the new school setting would be required to access
the school by bus? ___UNKNOWN_____ % (Percent).
6. What would be the length of the average bus ride to the new school setting?
_UNKNOWN_____minutes.
7. Do the majority of the students remain at the school during the lunch period?
Yes/No
8

If you answered 'yes' to the previous question, are there adequate facilities
available to accommodate this?
Yes/No

9. What is the distance from the school to the main transportation route for public
transportation? 1 city block (south) or 2 blocks (west) Less than .25 Km

H. Proximity to Catholic Church:
1. What is the distance from the school to the nearest Roman Catholic Church?
• Directly across the street.
2. Are there any reciprocal relationships that benefit the Church/School and
Community (e.g., Knights of Columbus, St. Vincent de Paul Society, etc.?)?
Yes/No, Explain:
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•

•
•

Knights of Columbus supports school nourishment programs financially.
Additionally, they lend their support by sponsoring events to which the
school community is invited (e.g. pancake breakfasts, breakfast with
Santa/Easter Bunny, bingos, annual picnic etc.) They are also
instrumental in setting up the tables and chairs for hot lunches that are
served to the entire student population in the church hall.
St. Vincent de Paul Society – Students support through an annual
can/dry food and toiletry drive that goes along way in filling the
cupboards that are in turn used for families in the community.
Drouillard Place – same as above.

3. (a) Is there accessibility to additional space (e.g. Church hall for school
performances, hot lunches and family nights)?
Yes/No, Explain:
• The church hall is used on a regular basis for hot lunches for the
entire school community.
• The church hall is also accessed when a stage is not available for use
at the school, as the church has a stage.
• Chairs and tables from the church are used at school functions.
(b) Does the church make use of school space?
Yes/No, Explain:
• Parish Picnic – Schoolyard is used
• Knights of Columbus utilize our gym space for the annual “Free
Throw Contest”.
4. Sacramental Preparation – Is it done at the school or church?
• Both – The teachers prepare students through their specific ageappropriate Religion Programs and St. Theresa’s Church also
holds preparation meetings for both students and their parents.
I. Real Estate Climate:
1. Does the real estate in the area lend itself to people purchasing homes?
Yes/No, Explain:
• The immediate area allows for both rental occupancy and home
ownership in existing neighbourhoods.

ADDITIONAL FACTORS AND QUESTIONS TO BE ADDRESSED WHEN
ASSESSING VALUE TO STUDENT
A. Culture of the School:
1. What is the average number of years staff has been at the school? 7 years.
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2. Have the students been relocated by past accommodation changes? Yes/No (If
‘Yes”, what were the circumstances?) ________________________________
_______________________________________________________________

ADDITIONAL FACTORS AND QUESTIONS TO BE ADDRESSED WHEN
ASSESSING VALUE TO THE SCHOOL BOARD
A. Condition and Costs of Operation:
1. Do the current renewal needs for the school represent less than 20 per cent of the
school replacement cost?
Yes/No
2. Over the next 10 years will the total renewal needs for the school represent less
than 20 percent of the school replacement cost?
Yes/No
3. What is the Facility Condition Index rating of the school? 75.33 % (2006)
4. Has the Ministry of Education identified the school as being prohibitive to repair?
Yes/No
5. Does the school/property require long-term maintenance in order to be kept at an
appropriate standard?
Yes/No
6. School Administration – does imputed grant revenue exceed expenditures?
Yes/No, Amount
7. School Operations – Does imputed grant revenue exceed expenditures?
Yes/No, Amount ________
8. Student Transportation - Does imputed grant revenue exceed expenditures?
Yes/No, Amount _________

B. Location of School:
1. What are the alternate schools students/parents could select to attend? (List
schools, whether from the Windsor-Essex Catholic District School Board or other,
that are within 5 km of the school and the estimated distance to each of those
schools)
• WECDSB – St. Alexander (1.1 km), St. Bernard (1.9 km), Our Lady
of Lourdes( 2.8 km), W.J. Langlois (2.7km);
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•
•

GECDSB – David Maxwell (2.1 km), Coronation (1.3 km), Wm G.
Davis (2.1), Percy P. McCallum (1.1km) , Gordon McGregor (2.7),
Roseville Gardens (2.1 km),
French Catholic - Ste. Therese(1.0 km)

C. Enrolment vs. Available Space:
1. What is the utilization rate for the school? 100% (Percent).
2. Does the utilization rate for the school currently exceed or is it expected to exceed
the capacity of the building?
Yes/No
3. Are portables required? Port-a packs?
Yes/No Number of portables _________ Duration? ______Yrs.
4. Is there potential for addition?
Yes/No
5. Is there potential for parking expansion?
Yes/No
6. Does enrolment at the school exceed the surplus space in adjacent WECDSB
schools?
Yes/No, List adjacent WECDSB schools with surplus space:
Due to St. Jules’ enrolment number of FTE 298.5 it would be difficult to
accommodate the entire population at an alternate WECDSB school site.

7. Do enrolment trends from the past and future projections warrant significant
enrolment changes?
Yes/No, Explain:
• St. Jules’ enrollment numbers have been relatively stable hovering
around the 300 mark for FTE.

FACTORS AND QUESTIONS TO BE ADDRESSED WHEN ASSESSING VALUE
TO THE COMMUNITY
1. Do community groups use the school building regularly?
Yes/No
2. Is this the only facility in the vicinity that could be used by community groups for
indoor activities?
Yes/No
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3. Are the school’s grounds used formally or informally on a regular basis by
community groups for outdoor activities?
Yes/No
4. Is this the only playing field in the vicinity that could be used by community
groups?
Yes/No
5. Is this the only green space in the vicinity that could be used by community
groups?
Yes/No
6. Is the school a partner in other government initiatives within the community?
Yes/No
7. To what extent do parents/committees/volunteers support the school programs?
• St. Jules has a very active parent community who support and
volunteer in a variety of ways to enrich the school experience of the
students. The SAC has an active membership of 15 dedicated
individuals who work tirelessly for the students and staff.
•
8. Does the facility have historic value in the broader community?
Yes/No
9. What is the school’s record of incidence of violence/vandalism?
• Vandalism has decreased significantly since outdoor surveillance
monitors were positioned in the primary playground area.
FACTORS AND QUESTIONS TO BE ADDRESSED WHEN ASSESSING VALUE
TO THE LOCAL ECONOMY
1. Does the school provide co-operative education opportunities for students?
Yes/No
2. How many students are participating in co-operative education? 0
3. Are there training opportunities for students with local employers?
Yes/No
4. Is the school involved in other partnership arrangements with local employers?
Yes/No
5. To what extent does local business support the school?
• Zehrs has been a contributor in the way of food donations or reduced
prices for food items being served to the students
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•
•
•
•
•
•

Starbucks has provided coffee at social evenings
Zangari Meats have donated items served at various lunches.
Reddi Farms (Tony’s Produce) has donated food items
MacDonald’s Restaurant
Bedels
Giant Tiger

6. To what extent does the school support local business?
Consistently • Reddi Farms (Tony’s Produce) – OSNP – Nourishment Program
• Zehrs
• Neighbourhood Credit Union
• Price Chopper
• MacDonalds Restaurant
• Tim Hortons
7. Does the school play an important role in attracting and/or keeping investment in
the community?
Yes/No, if ‘yes’, please explain:
Many of the parents are St. Jules’ Alumni who have settled in this
neighbourhood because of the school. The school’s central location which is
close to main transportation routes makes retail stores, medical clinics, and
service related businesses accessible to the adult community.
8. Is the school involved in partnerships/placements with other educational
institutions (e.g. University of Windsor -Faculty of Education/Psychology, etc, St.
Clair College (ECE, CYW, etc.), feeder high schools)?
Yes/No, Explain:
St. Jules’ is involved in a variety of partnerships/placements.
• In addition to being a field placement for the University of Windsor, Faculty
of Education Pre-service and Concurrent Program, St. Jules is the only
Catholic School currently involved with the Urban Education Program.
• University of Windsor, Department of Psychology – Field
Placement/Research Proposals
• St. Clair College – Child & Youth Worker Field Placement
• F. J. Brennan – Co-op Placement
• St. Joseph’s – Co-op/Leadership Placement
• Ministry of Education Tutors In The Classroom
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