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Date Public comments and questions Planning answers 
Feb 27 Dear Planning Committee and Trustees, 

 
Our names are Chris and Allie Berscht and we 
are the parents of three young boys, aged 2, 5, 
and 7.  We have been living in our home on 
Valebrook Street in the Lackner Woods 
neighbourhood for 5 ½ years.  We watched 
Saint John Paul II Catholic Elementary School 
be built from the ground up, knowing that it was 
the school to which we would entrust our 
children’s Catholic education.  
 
We were shocked, to say the least, when we 
heard that our neighbourhood was the newest 
neighbourhood to be added to the proposed 
boundary change debate.  From the beginning, 
we have supported our Idlewood and Chicopee 
friends, fighting to keep our school community 
together.  We attended the second to last 
meeting at SJPII and spoke passionately to the 
two trustees present, stating how important it 
was for us to keep our community together, 
even though we were not in the affected 
area.  We stated how it would also affect the 
well-being of our children, who would be losing 
some of their closest friends if Idlewood or 
Chicopee were affected.  Having shown our 
support, we did not attend the next meeting, and 
were therefore unaware of the newest changes 
affecting one of the existing neighbourhoods 
closest to SJPII, our very own neighbourhood, 
until our phones and emails started going off, 
with concerned friends and neighbours letting us 
know.  The families in Idlewood and Chicopee 
had letters sent home through their children at 
school about the possibility of their children 
being moved, and they had months to prepare 
and speak to you about this, but we found out at 
the last minute through social media and word of 
mouth. 
 
I am not sure how many members of the 
Planning Committee or the trustees have 
actually taken a walk or drive through our 
neighbourhood, the neighbourhood that seems 
to have been randomly selected as the newest 
target to move to St. Daniels.  If you have not 
yet done this, walking or driving through our 
neighbourhood would allow you to see that a 

Good afternoon, 
 
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.  
 
The current BRC proposed option is 
the culmination of the BRC work to 
date, and is subject to change at 
any time. We encourage you to stay 
involved in the SJPII Boundary 
Review process as no decision is 
final until the April 25, 2016 Board of 
Trustee meeting. 
 
Your question about the proposal 
only including new builds or also 
houses with young children not yet 
enrolled is a good one, and 
something that has not yet been 
addressed, but will be brought up at 
the next BRC meeting on March 3, 
2016 at St. Daniel Elementary 
school. 
 
Thank-you. 
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vast majority of the homes in the neighbourhood 
have been around for a number of years, and 
contain many of the families that have made up 
the heart of the SJPII community from the very 
beginning. This is a neighbourhood that can 
actually walk to SJPII, staying healthy and active 
in the process. 
 
            There are also a great deal of our 
neighbours who are Catholic, who have small 
children, and have lived in their houses for a 
number of years. These children are friends with 
our children, and the parents moved in years 
ago with the intent of sending their children to 
the Catholic school directly in our community, 
SJPII.  Your newest proposal leaves it unclear 
as to whether it’s strictly new builds that would 
be affected, or if existing homes with young 
children not yet enrolled would be affected as 
well.  It would be unfair for these families who 
already exist in our neighbourhood community, 
to be shipped to a Catholic school different from 
their neighbours. 
 
            If this newest proposal were to go 
through, I feel that it will set a dangerous 
precedent for the students who would be 
grandfathered in. What concerns us is that in the 
future, when SJPII gets overcrowded and 
boundary issues are brought up once again, it 
will be too easy for you to send the 
grandfathered students to St. Daniels, along 
with their Catholic neighbours who are already 
going there. As well, a huge and very real 
concern is for the younger siblings of 
grandfathered students.  Our youngest son will 
enter JK in September 2017, and if you are 
grandfathering existing students, as you have 
proposed in this latest change, there would need 
to be a guarantee, without a doubt, that he 
would attend SJPII with his older brothers.  They 
would be the ones to walk him home from 
school and take care of him in the future after 
school. 
 
              It is also absolutely illogical to take 
students in our neighbourhood who already walk 
to SJPII and bus them to St. Daniels, and take 
students who would be walkers to St. Daniels 
and bus them to SJPII.  These busses would 
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literally cross paths driving through each other’s 
neighbourhood to a school further away.  What 
a financial strain for bussing that this would 
place on an already financially strapped school 
system, and a safety issue for students who 
could otherwise walk. 
 
As a Catholic educator, it pains me that we 
would lose students whose families believe 
strongly in our Catholic values, but who would 
send their children to the public school system 
for convenience.  Please consider that if you 
choose to take students from our neighbourhood 
and bus them past Lackner Woods public 
school, a school they can simply walk to, they 
will choose the simpler option.  This is not just 
an empty threat from these people; many friends 
and neighbours with whom we have spoken to 
would make this change in a heartbeat if their 
hand was forced by your decision. 
 
              Please reconsider your latest proposal 
and keep the Valebrook and Deer Creek streets 
and the surrounding areas together at SJPII, the 
school in our very own community.  Thank you 
for your consideration and understanding.  
 
Sincerely, 
 

 
Feb 29 Hello, 

  
I have two children in grades 7 and 5 that 
currently attend SJPll.   Our family does not live 
in one of the areas that will be affected by the 
boundary changes  but I have been following the 
process on the WCDSB website.  We were also 
part of the last boundary review in this area as 
our oldest child was being bussed to St. Daniel 
at that time prior to SJPll being built.  We live on 
Janet Court, 1.4 km away from the school and 
my children walk to and from school.   
  
I wanted to voice concerns over the proposed 
BRC option and express my opposition to it 
even though my children are not directly 
affected by this, or any of the options being 
considered.  The BRC option would have 
children who are within walking distance of SJPll 
be bussed to St. Daniel at a cost of $37,000 as 

Good afternoon, 
 
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.  
 
Please note the no decision has 
been made yet and that the BRC 
proposed option may change. This 
option and any modifications and/ or 
changes will be discussed at the 
next BRC meeting on March 3, 2016 
at St. Daniel Elementary School (6-
8PM). We encourage you to stay 
actively informed, and no decision is 
final until the Board of Trustee 
meeting on April 25, 2016. 
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well as continue to bus children within walking 
distance of St Daniel to SJPll.  As my husband 
and I are taxpayers who direct our education tax 
dollars to Catholic education I feel that this is a 
huge waste of money.  It would seem logical 
that families within walking distance of SJPll 
should stay within the school boundary and be 
allowed to go to SJPll to avoid incurring 
unnecessary transportation costs.   
  
SJPll prides itself on being an “eco” school and 
is constantly encouraging recycling, litterless 
lunches and walking/cycling to school in order to 
reduce our carbon footprint yet the BRC feels it 
is ok to propose an option that would see less 
children walk to school.  In addition, the BRC 
option is in direct contrast to the School Travel 
Planning (STP)  mandate of getting kids to 
school actively and encouraging walking.  For 
the past year SJPll has been involved with the 
STP and promoted initiatives like “walk to school 
Wednesdays” and even hosted a breakfast in 
October for parents that walked their children to 
school.  We should continue these efforts by 
making it easier for kids to walk to school rather 
than discourage it through such boundary 
changes.  
  
The declining enrolment in Catholic schools 
should also be of concern to the WCDSB as 
they consider boundary changes.   Lackner 
Woods Public school as well as the new school 
to be built on Fairway and Lackner are within 
walking distance for many in the BRC 
option.   The WCDSB would lose children in 
these areas to the public board as families will 
inevitably choose to send their kids to one of the 
public schools within walking distance over 
bussing them outside of the neighbourhood to 
St. Daniel. 
  
Lastly, the BRC option does very little to ease 
enrolment pressures at SJPll which is the 
reason for the boundary review in the first place. 
It offers a costly and temporary band-aid 
solution which will likely result in another time 
consuming boundary review in the next few 
years.  I urge the WCDSB and school trustees 
to reject the BRC option and reach a thoughtful 
and firm decision that will be cost effective, 
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encourage continued enrolment in Catholic 
education and promote healthy active ways for 
our children to get to school. 
  
Thank you for your consideration. 
  
 

Feb 29 To whom to may concern, 
 
For any child having to go through switching 
schools can definitely have an impact on their 
sense of security and stability. I know it is 
important to keep all existing students of St. 
John Paul II enrolled here together.  And with 
the continual growth of the school and our 
community the important thing is finding a 
solution we can all be happy with. 
 
I know a boundary option must be implemented, 
unfortunately the current one being reviewed is 
not the most logical.  It seems to me the two 
areas that have been selected to be bussed to 
St. Daniels at this time makes very little sense 
long term.  I know with the development of new 
construction it is hard to predict the enrollment in 
coming years. 
 
My reasons for wanting this curent option to be 
addressed: 
 
-my home address and its proximity to school 
-my children attending a school in their 
community (that we live) 
-to maintain strong relationships with their peers 
and staff 
 
I have attached two maps with 2 different home 
address'.  One being the proposed option, and 
the other being an existing boundary. 
 
 

Good afternoon, 
 
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. We will post 
the maps as part of your comment 
unless you instruct us otherwise. 
 
Please note the no decision has 
been made yet and that the BRC 
proposed option may change. This 
option and any modifications and/ or 
changes will be discussed at the 
next BRC meeting on March 3, 2016 
at St. Daniel Elementary School (6-
8PM). We encourage you to stay 
actively informed, and no decision is 
final until the Board of Trustee 
meeting on April 25, 2016. 
 
Thank-you. 
 
Good morning Kim, 
 
I just wanted to let you know that I 
could not post the maps you sent for 
two reasons: 
 

1) One map had a specific 
address on it- we cannot 
include this for privacy 
reasons 

2) The other map was not in 
the boundary of the BRC 
proposed option so we 
thought it might be confusing 
to people 

 
Thank-you.  
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Mar 1 Dear Members of the Board/Board of Trustees 

I recently became aware of the new proposal for 
the Saint John Paul boundary review and feel 
compelled to share the effects it will have on my 
family.   

I have two children who both attend Saint John 
Paul and I currently reside on Rolling Acres 
Drive which is within boundary (both currently 
and under the proposal). In November of 2015 
we made the decision to purchase a new build 
home closer to the school as we wanted our 
children to live directly in the community in 
which they attend school.  Prior to signing the 
paperwork I not only checked the boundary 
information provided on the Board’s website, but 
also went into the school office and had them 
verify our address as I wanted to be completely 
certain that our children would remain at Saint 
John Paul after we relocated.  Under this recent 
proposal our new house on Valebrook Street 
would be bused to St. Daniel.  When I look at 
the geography of the area, I find it difficult to see 
the logic in moving a small pocket of children 
living in very close proximity to Saint John Paul 
and busing them to a school that is four times 
further and not accessible by foot.  On a more 
personal level, I find it deeply discouraging that 
the board would consider uprooting children who 
are current students of SJP when it is my 
understanding that the Public Board does not 
consider isolated moves a viable solution. My 
son has two years left before he enters high-
school and forcing him to attend another 
institution would separate him from all the 
friends he’s made and force him to transition 
academically at a time that is crucial for both his 
academic and social development.  My daughter 
is in JK and has developed a deep love for 
learning and has become accustomed to the 
routines, staff and children at SJP.  It would be 
cruel to force a child to switch schools after just 
experiencing the adjustment to school itself.  It is 
my fear that this would have consequences that 
extend far beyond the transition process.  

I can’t help but think there must be a better 
solution than displacing these children.  Is a 
modular structure that would accommodate 

Good afternoon, 
 
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.  
 
Please note that under the BRC has 
not yet discussed the 
implementation details related to 
grandparenting or timing related to 
the purchase of housing in the new 
area. This will be discussed at the 
next BRC meeting on March 3, 2016 
at St. Daniel Elementary School. 
Changes to the option are still 
possible from now until the decision 
is made by the Board of Trustees on 
April 25, 2016. The status quo 
option may still be considered – 
anything is still possible at this point. 
 
We did have a suggestion about the 
ability to add a port-a-pak on the site 
and this will be discussed at the 
next BRC meeting. It wouldn’t 
necessarily be able to 
accommodate more students 
because class sizes are determined 
by pupil to teacher ratios. It also 
may not reduce the amount of site 
consumed by portables. Please note 
that the ability to accommodate 
more students on site would not 
address any program implications 
as the result of increasing 
enrolment.  
 
There are no new areas that are 
under development aside from the 
areas outlined to move to St. Daniel 
in the BRC Proposed Option. The 
block of development at Old Zeller 
and Fairway Road has already been 
designated to Canadian Martyrs.  
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more students than single portables being 
considered?  Is adjusting the boundary for areas 
that are not yet under development an option? 
What about keeping status quo until the new 
public school is built to see whether this has an 
effect on enrollment? The area that is being 
proposed is largely developed and carries the 
same negative repercussions as do the previous 
proposals; namely the displacement of students 
who are settled in a community that their 
parents have consciously chosen for their 
children. 

If this proposal is passed and my children are 
exiled from SJP, I will be forced to seriously 
consider sending them to Lackner Woods Public 
School.  Lackner Woods has a history of high 
scores on standardized testing and is located 
just a few blocks away.  Based on my 
conversations with other effected families, I 
know I am not the only one who would feel 
forced to consider other options should this 
proposal be passed. I want nothing more than to 
support the Catholic Board of Education 
however cannot overlook the fact that the well-
being of my children is not being considered as 
priority in this decision making process.  I have 
yet to see a viable proposal that is aligned with 
the posted vision of the Waterloo Catholic 
School Board.  Quoted from the WCDSB’s 
website, “Our Vision: Our Catholic Schools: 
heart of the community – success for each, a 
place for all.” I respectfully ask that you consider 
the well-being of our children first and place a 
priority on ensuring that no child is 
uprooted.  Logistics are just that and I have faith 
that there is a viable and more logical solution 
than what is being proposed.  

Thanking you in advance for your consideration, 

 
Mar 1 

 
Dear Boundary Review Committee, 
 
Hope you are doing well. The reason behind our 
email is that we currently live In 948 Eden Oak 
Cresent and our daughter goes to Saint John 
Paul School where our kid is happy at school 
and me and my wife find the bus service to be 
comfortable along our busy schedule while 

Good afternoon, 
 
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. 
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leaving to work early with the 
availability/ownership of one car. 
 
Now, we have received the new boundary 
review suggestion and find it to be very 
challenging for our area with the lack of personal 
transportation many times during the week and 
we think that this exercise is more of re-
inventing the wheel. It takes a guardian/parent 
to take our daughter to reach the bus 
stop  (outside our crescent) less than 2 minute 
walk which is very convenient verses half an 
hour walk to the school which could be very 
hard and stressful  in winter a lot of the times.  
 
It is also not practical to switch schools to fit the 
boundaries as our kid would feel overwhelmed 
with this transition where she has built lots of 
friendships, good relationships with her school 
teachers and good memories at Saint John 
Paul.  
 
I would appreciate you looking into this matter 
as it means a lot to us and to our daughter who 
would hopefully add great value to this 
community in the near future. 
 

Please note that under the BRC 
proposed option, all students that 
currently attend SJPII would be 
grandparented into the school. The 
issue of grandparenting the siblings 
of these students and transportation 
for all grandparented students will 
be discussed at the next BRC 
meeting on March 3 at St. Daniel 
Elementary school. 
 
Please note that the BRC proposed 
option may change at this meeting 
and no decision is final until the April 
25 Board of Trustees meeting so we 
encourage you to stay actively 
informed. 
 
Thank-you. 
 
 

 
 


