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Date Public comments and questions Planning answers 
Feb 2 Good evening, 

 
I want to thank you for listening to all the parents 
who have voiced their concerns during the 
boundary review.  If I may add a suggestion to 
my email below, what would be the harm in 
waiting 1 more year until the new public school 
opens at the corner of Lackner and Fairway?  If 
we lose families to the new school, that will 
reduce the enrollment pressure at SJPII and it 
will be at the choice of the families.  If no 
families move and the pressure at SJPII 
continue to be an issue, then a decision to 
revise the boundaries will be justified.  No one in 
our community feels that this is a problem that 
needs immediate attention. 
 
Also, the school board is thinking about 
enrollment pressures in 10 years, but 
realistically, there will be funding for a new 
school in this area within that time.  The location 
of St. Daniel's is in a developed neighbourhoud 
with a mixed bag of empty-nesters, families with 
young adults or high-schoolers, and families 
with young children.  It is not as new as the area 
where SJPII is, so why would the school board 
be asking for capital funding for an older school, 
in an older neighbourhood, when in 10 year's 
time, they can build a new school, in the newest 
and still growing part of Kitchener?  Is the plan 
to keep bussing all the new families in the new 
subdivisions to Canadian Martyr's?  You will be 
having over-crowding issues at that school next, 
forcing you to send kids back to SJPII.  The 
capital funding will likely not cover a suitable 
addition to St. Daniel's, but rather, the funding 
will be spent on fixing the school due to its age 
and bringing it up to code.  Not to mention that 
by then, St. Daniel's will be another 10 years 
older.    
 
Here's another suggestion to free up playground 
space, the JKs and SKs have their own recess 
time.  Why not include the grade 1's and 2's in 
that recess? 
They all know each other and are all in the same 
age group. 
 

Good morning, 
 
Thank you for your comments. They 
will be shared with the Boundary 
Review Committee, the Board of 
Trustees, and posted on our website 
prior to any decision. This comment 
missed the cut off for those 
comments posted today and will be 
posted with the next comments. 
 
The timing of implementation was 
proposed by staff to be this coming 
September but no decision has 
been made. The BRC has also 
discussed a split lunch/recess for 
JK-Gr.2’s and that information was 
provided at the public meeting last 
week. Both a delay in 
implementation and a split lunch are 
still options that are on the table. 
 
At this time, there is no additional 
elementary school planned for the 
east side of Kitchener over the next 
10 years. The area that has been 
designated to Canadian Martyrs will 
be bussed until there is sufficient 
space available at Saint John Paul 
II. We have done numerous 
additions at older schools and 
believe it is appropriate to invest in 
our existing schools.  
 
The decision in 2008 to move St. 
Anne students to SJPII was made 
using the best available information 
available at the time.  
 
The kindergarten registration will 
proceed as planned at SJPII as no 
decision has been made for this 
Boundary Review and will not be 
made until April 2016. If it is decided 
that the boundaries will change for 
September any students who 
register within the affected area will 
be transferred to St. Daniel.  
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I still don't understand why Chicopee is even 
being considered and why my daughter was 
moved from St. Anne's as St. Anne's is still 
opened and fully operational.  She could have 
stayed there uninterrupted this whole time.  I 
understand the closure of Notre Dame and St. 
Patrick's because they were older and no longer 
in younger neighbourhoods, but why did the 
St.Anne's kids have to be moved if you knew 
you were building a school in an booming 
area?  Now we have 2 daughters who attend 
SJPII and the levels of anxiety couldn't get any 
worse when they talk about the boundary 
review, especially for my 10 year old daughter 
(grade 5), who is at the crossroads of a very 
important time in her life between childhood and 
adolescence.  She feels that regardless of what 
happens, she will not be with her 2 best friends 
next year as her 2 best friends live in the 
Idlewood area.  If Idlewood goes, she's alone 
but at least still within the familiarity of her 
current school.  If Chicopee is chosen to go, 
she's alone in a new school.  My 6 year old has 
not been spared either, crying the biggest tears 
at the thought of losing her friends.  I hope you 
can imagine the look of fear and worry in their 
eyes.   Both of my daughters are very involved 
in their school, from kindergarten helpers, to the 
school's broadway production, class rep, lunch 
time art, mad science, chess club and 
more.  This was a natural progression and 
involvement that they developed in their secure 
environment.  They are very good students with 
excellent report cards.  I fear that if they go to 
St. Daniel's, they will not want to be involved in 
school activities anymore, and their grades will 
suffer.  It doesn't matter what the integration 
program offers, it will be a forced integration 
feeling for the kids and rather than integrate, it 
will backfire. 
I went through many schools growing up, and 
the resentment I feel towards that experience is 
tremendous.  Stability and security are 2 very 
important elements that we want to maintain in 
our children's lives. 
We have been part of the SJPII community 
since it opened in 2010 and we find it unfair that 
we might be uprooted because the numbers 
didn't jive in 2007/2008.  It also feels like our 
community is being pitted against each other.   
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If you really want what is best for the kids at 
SJPII, you will leave the boundaries alone and 
think of a new solution and involve our 
community to figure it out.  Uprooting families is 
NOT what is best for the kids. 
 
One last question.  I noticed today that SJPII will 
begin kindergarten registration.  What exactly 
should the families in Idlewood and Chicopee be 
doing if they have little ones starting school this 
fall? 
 
Thank you, 

 
 

Feb 3 Hello Wendy, 
  
My Ex-husband moved out of the school 
boundary but did receive permission from the 
school board to keep our son in SJP2 
Due to his special needs (ADHD).  He is 
currently in grade 7 and will graduate from 
elementary school in a year and a half. 
Do I need to be concerned with the boundary 
review?  Does this apply to my son?  I do not 
want to upset his routine, as routine is important 
to his success. 
Please advise. 

 

Good morning, 
 
The map at this link 
https://www.wcdsb.ca/about/accom/
SJPII/pdf/Existing%20Boundaries%
20Display%20Board.pdf shows the 
sub-areas B and C, which are the 
two areas that may be moved from 
SJPII (only one area, not both may 
be moved). Out of Boundary 
admissions are assessed on a 
yearly basis. Currently SJPII is 
capped, and you would have to 
reapply for the school year of 2016-
2017. 
  
Thank-you. 

Feb 3 Hi 
  
I’m very appalled by the recent public meeting 
on Jan 28th.  The Waterloo Catholic School 
Board should be ashamed of its self for that 
survey. They way you had positioned the 
survey, you were only looking for the answers 
you wanted to hear and not giving a chance for 
untainted feedback.  You basically bullied 
everyone in to the response you wanted to hear 
and also bullied us to taking one side over the 
other when it came to the ranking section on the 
different options.   
 
I’d like to say kudos to Idlewood for not falling in 
to your trap by indicating we want to stick 
together by most families that responded.   

Good morning, 
 
Thank you for your comments. They 
will be shared with the Boundary 
Review Committee, the Board of 
Trustees, and posted on our website 
prior to any decision. 
 
St. Daniel was seen as the best 
alternative school in the area. St. 
Anne will be over capacity within a 
couple of years due to French 
Immersion. Canadian Martyrs has 
one portable and the development 
area at Zeller & Fairway is being 
redirected there so enrolment will 
increase. Even though there are 

https://www.wcdsb.ca/about/accom/SJPII/pdf/Existing%20Boundaries%20Display%20Board.pdf
https://www.wcdsb.ca/about/accom/SJPII/pdf/Existing%20Boundaries%20Display%20Board.pdf
https://www.wcdsb.ca/about/accom/SJPII/pdf/Existing%20Boundaries%20Display%20Board.pdf
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This survey should have had questions but with 
no pre-selected answers or multiple choice – 
this would have given a real, true, none 
influenced feedback and opinions from those 
who completed the survey. 
  
I can’t figure out why this is being so rushed.  It 
was just a few months ago we found out that 
this was happening, Us as parents, the parent 
school council members and our children 
haven’t even had time to process this.  Your 
time line is way too tight. This process shouldn’t 
be rushed in to a few months – it should be at 
least a year-long process.  This would allow for 
enough time for proper research, suggestions, 
investigation, and a decision. 
  
There are many rumors to why this is even 
happening.  Funding to St. Daniels for upgrades 
and daycare are big on the listing.   
  
What I don’t understand is how a school is build 
and then 5 years later it’s having to shift 
boundaries due to capacity.  This doesn’t make 
any parents feel warm and fuzzy about the 
estimate numbers you are providing as you 
were wrong in the past and when building SJP 
And with the experience we’ve had what kind of 
guarantee do we have that you are right with the 
prediction numbers now?   (this bring us back to 
the reason you are doing this – Funding for 
upgrades/daycare at St. Daniels or something 
else that you are not sharing with us). 
 
I wasn't even aware there were issues at SJP.  
My children are very happy there and haven't 
made any comments to over crowding, 
problems with the playground space or any 
other issues.  Sure parking seems to be an 
issue but there are lots of companies out there 
that have parking limitations but they have 
programs like car pool and other options 
available to their staff. 
 
If the true reason is funding and a daycare - 
How can you plan to extend this schools area  
by adding a daycare.  Wouldn't this take away 
from the children's play area?  Isn't this already 
a concern at this school and SJP.  St. Daniels is 

other schools further away that have 
space we felt it was important for 
children to attend a school that is 
relatively close to where they live 
and within the same secondary 
school attendance boundary.  
 
In terms of the real reason for the 
review, we have been forthcoming 
and honest with the reasons. We 
believe as Saint John Paul II 
continues to grow there will be 
program implications and 
compromises on the types of 
programs we offer.  
 
Chicopee and Idlewood were 
selected based on location. They 
are the furthest neighbourhoods 
from SJP2 and also abut St. 
Daniel’s existing boundary. A 
portion of Idlewood can walk to St. 
Daniel. Although these were the two 
options that were initially proposed 
by staff we have been open to other 
suggestions and have been 
repeatedly asking for other ideas. 
The BRC chose not to explore any 
other boundary options but options 
that have been suggested by the 
public have been discussed. 
 
The number of washrooms has 
been discussed for both schools. St. 
Daniel has capacity for 728 students 
& staff and SJP2 has capacity for 
1000 students and staff. Enrolment 
at both schools under any of the 
scenarios will not approach these 
numbers. 
 
I encourage you to continue to 
participate in the review process. 
Our next public meeting is 
scheduled for February 17, 2016 at 
St. Daniel. Details of this meeting 
will be distributed shortly. 
 
Thank-you. 
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already using the city land - where would all go 
and what benefit does it have for the children?   
  
Why can’t you be transparent and tell us the 
reasons – the real reasons for this change as I 
don’t believe it’s over-crowding at SJP as we are 
not even near the max number this year or next 
and with prediction number that are not 
trustworthy. 
  
You may have a better chance of people 
understanding and in agreeance with your 
change if you are transparent with the real 
reasons. 
  
I’ve attended all the meetings we’ve has thus far 
and I can tell that the school board has its own 
agenda.  The first meeting at SJP was 
infuriating.  The school board reps didn’t listen to 
a thing the parent counsel from both sides 
where saying or even the 2 trustee 
representatives.  They have their own 2 ideas 
and they couldn’t move past this.    
  
This is why we need more time to review other 
options and review the numbers more to see 
what actually makes sense – not just what the 
school board wants. 
  
I have never been a part of this process before 
but from what I hear is you have already made 
up your mind and are just having this process to 
get everyone else on board. 
  
I’d like to share some of the idea’s I have – 
some might not make the most sense but I think 
they should at least be explored as an option 
(you never know what might actually end up 
making the most sense):   
  
My preference would be to do nothing and see 
what the next 2 years brings to the school.  But 
here are some suggestions I have and have 
heard from others I’ve talked to: 
  
•        Make SJP and K-6 school, moving all 7 
and 8’s to another school  
•        Take Chicopee and part of idle wood 
(walkers) and move them to St. Daniels – this 
would include the 2 streets not included in this 
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review that are within walking distance to St. 
Daniels 
•        Allow for everyone who is being move to 
be grandfathered – this would be a guarantee 
until grade 8 (not a yearly thing) 
•        Make the cut off Fairview road – moving 
all students from Fairway to Chicopee to other 
schools 
•         Take back the daycare space - sure this 
will cost a lot but will eliminate the entire 
problem. 
•         Is is possible to take some of the shared 
class room space (rooms between classrooms) 
and make that space them in to an actual 
classrooms at SJP.  I'm sure this space is well 
used but in older schools this space isn't 
available so to help with space issues, this is 
space that might be able to be reused for a 
greater purpose. 
  
Why does the school have to be St. Daniels?  
They are already nearing their maximum 
capacity.   
 
Does it really make sense to move one problem 
from one school to another?   
 
If there has to be a choice I would think that a 
smaller group of children would relieve pressure 
at one school without adding a ton to another 
that is already having pressure on resources.  
 
It was confirmed that St. Daniels has enough 
washroom facilities to handle the extra children.  
I can tell you that I don't want my 5 year old 
hearing the conversations of gr.8's because they 
are sharing the same washroom. 
 
This is a plus at SJP - there are lots of 
washrooms and they are different sections to 
keep things like this from happening.   
 
What I would like to know is the actual numbers 
of the facilities at each school.  Is this possible? 
 
St. Daniels might meet the requirements but I 
can't really see it.  SJP has to have more 
facilities available for children to use based on 
the number of bathrooms.   
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Could it be that SJP actually exceed the number 
required and St. Daniels just meets what's 
required? 
 
If this is the case then why move us to a school 
that can't keep up with the demand with lower 
number of students. When we were on our tour - 
they already have issues with a bathroom that 
isn't used very often (not the  main one) as it 
had backed up. 
 
Why does the choice have to be Chicopee or 
Idlewood - How did you arrive at these two 
neighborhood being selected?   
 
What makes them special over other options? 
 
My children keep asking me 'Why Them', 'Why 
do we have to move schools'. 
 
For Idlewood your not only splitting these 
children from their school family but also 
subdivision - you cut Idlewood in half and then 
didn't include families that are within in walking 
distance to St. Daniels.  How does this make 
any sense? 
 
Here's why my family has great concern: 
  
Friends, friends and friends:  These mean 
everything to children especially in the early 
years of attending school, this is when special 
bonds are made, early learnings of what 
friendships mean and why its important to have 
strong relationships. 
  
From my children’s experience it take a long 
time for children to really bond with friends.  
Sure they call everyone their friend but to truly 
build a strong friendship that lasts a life time 
takes many years – Years which my Son now 
has being at the same school for 5 years.  
These are years he won’t get back if moving 
schools or won’t have time to build another set 
of friendships likes these.   
  
By moving these children around you are not 
only harming their mental state but also their 
inner self confidence. 
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My son is very shy – it wasn’t until grade 3 that I 
didn’t have to attend birthday parties with him 
anymore.  He cried at the beginning of each 
school year to the point where I had to walk him 
to his class in grade two with him clinging to my 
leg and crying in front of the class.  Moving him 
is not only going to be devastating to him as he 
is now in a good place with these struggles but 
will set him back a million miles emotionally and 
mentally.  Do you want to be the one 
responsible for this? 
  
Is the school board willing to play with these 
emotions and be the one responsible for 
children’s struggles – are they going to provide 
someone for the children to talk to longer than 
the transition period if they are struggling with 
this change? 
  
Let’s review a different situation but with the 
same result.  A family splits up – mom and dad 
are no longer together for whatever the reason 
is and they have moved away. 
  
You see what splitting that family up does to the 
children – they are emotional unstable, scarred 
for life and not in a good emotional or mental 
state for a long time.   
  
In my opinion this is the same thing – you are 
splitting up a child’s school family – the ones 
they spend 6+ hours a day with.  The ones they 
have special bonds with.  The ones they tell all 
their stories to, confide in and have fun with 
outside the classroom. 
  
This family is just as important to these children 
as their actual family. 
  
Talk to adults today that have move around a lot 
as children.  They don’t have fond memories of 
changing schools, they don’t have long time 
friends from elementary school, can’t remember 
who their were friends with at what school etc.  
For some this will be their experience as they 
have been move more than one already. 
  
Safety concerns for my family is huge: 
Idlewood Students that would have to walk if 
moved to St. Daniels. 
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o   I think a bus should be provided for all of 
these children.  If you are picking up some 
children form this area – then why not pick up all 
of them. 
 

•   Cros s ing old Chicopee trail and River 
Road are very concerning as these are 
busy streets but also because you’re 
asking young children to cross 2 
entrances to a mall.  One in which isn’t 
very visible.  These areas are a high 
threat area and there are parents that 
are very concerned with this as safety is 
a big thing in our society today. It's not 
like 20 years ago when you didn't have 
to worry about where you walked.   

 
 
 As I'm writing this email other thoughts keep 
popping up as I can't get my head around why 
this is even happening.  Is it really about over 
crowding, budget money for a school needing 
an upgrade, parking issue, playground issue etc.   
 
I just really hope that by moving one set of 
children out you are not making room to extend 
the boundary to allow the area that is currently 
not included within SJP boundary - I believe it's 
just on the other side of Old Zeller Drive but I 
could be mistaken.  It's the area we were 
informed about last year. 
 
All I ask is that you really, really truly think about 
what this is going to do to these children, I want 
what is best for my children and moving them to 
another school isn't it,  especially when this plan 
isn't very well thought out and isn't taking what's 
best for the children in to account.  My children's 
mental and emotional state is at risk with this 
proposed change.   
 
Please do not move my children to another 
school.  There has to be another option. 
 
Sincerely  
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Feb 4 Good afternoon, 
 
Unfortunately I find myself unable to attend 
tonight's Boundary Review Committee Meeting 
at SJPII. I was hoping to hear of any progress, 
new ideas, and more community input. 
Our first priority is of course our children's best 
interest. Being rooted in a good community, at 
an excellent school whose staff and programs 
we believe in, have all been important to us. We 
have already expressed concern for our child's 
adjusting to another school, community, people 
& how all these will influence her self esteem 
and her studies. 
In recent weeks we as a family have looked 
deeper into what this change may mean to us. 
We do not support the move of Idlewood or 
Chicopee to St. Daniel's, believing these are in 
no way to the benefit of our children or either 
school community. The more I discuss this with 
fellow parents, the more suspcious I feel of the 
motives to do so and the swift time lines which 
would leave our community reeling. 
So if our Chicopee area was cut, we would have 
a few months to decide what to do. The decision 
only being handed down at the end of April - 
does that leave us enough time to stage and sell 
our home, find another? This is a huge life 
decision and not one we took lightly when we 
first moved in. Our children's placement at Saint 
John Paul was a factor for chosing this 
neighbourhood. To leave us no choice but to 
move us to a school not of our chosing, well we 
cannot accept that. Of course we will continue to 
have input on our kid's learning environment. If it 
means leaving SJP in this round, it likely 
equates to us leaving the Catholic school board 
altogether. How very, very sad. I grew up in the 
seperate school board and never doubted my 
children's path... until now.  
Is that really the answer? Is THAT how you want 
to balance the numbers? Watch a hundred 
families move over to the public system? It is a 
very realistic option for several of the families.  
 
Of course, moving our home will likely not sway 
your opinions.. but there is so much at stake for 
so many. People will be scrambling for before 
and after school care, when there is such a 
demand for it already. That will of course impact 

Good morning, 
 
Thank you for your comments. They 
will be shared with the Boundary 
Review Committee, the Board of 
Trustees, and posted on our website 
prior to any decision. 
 
A preferred option will be presented 
at the next public consultation 
session on February 17, 2016. The 
BRC decided on a modified status 
quo option at last night’s meeting as 
their preferred option. We 
encourage you to attend the 
meeting and provide feedback. The 
option is not final and it could 
change at any point before the 
decision at the end of April. 
 
Thank-you. 
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families finances as well. Many children are 
already located at B&A school care, in the 
community and at Owl. So these children will 
also lose those connections. How could all of 
this possibly be for their benefit? 
I urge you once again to brainstorm and find a 
way to MAKE THE STATUS QUO OPTION 
WORK. The Idlewood and Chicopee areas are 
both great contributors in making the  SJPII 
family what it is. 

 


