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FEMALE VOICE 1:  Okay.  It's on.  So if there's anybody who'd like to make a public comment, we'd be happy for you to please come up and take the mic.  Feel free.  Jim, you don't have to.  You can scream. 
FEMALE VOICE 2:  Hi, my name is - - .  I'm from an organization called Process Matters.  I wanted to give you more context for this whole issue of class size reduction.  When the state passed this law in 2007, they said the money could be spent in several different ways, but they also said that the city needed plans to reduce class sizes in all grades. 

Since that time in 2007, class sizes have gone up every, single year.  Part of that may be that the money has not gone up as quickly as it should have, but even the first two years when the state funds were going up, class sizes were going up in New York City at the same time because the city was cutting back its budget to schools.

There are about five to six different ways in which the city has worked against any schools that has tried to reduce class sizes.  In middle schools and high schools, when they tried to use the money to reduce class sizes, principals tell us the DOE simply sends them more students, so it totally undercuts their issue. 

They got rid of the early grade class size reduction program a couple of years ago in which - - the city promised to keep it to give extra money to schools to keep class sizes to 20 or lower in K through 3.  They renegged on the agreement with the UFT to cap class sizes in grades one through three to 28.  They've done about five different things. 

Even though the only single promise that they made in return for awarding $500 million in additional funds every year is to reduce class size, the city has never devoted a penny in their district-wide or targeted initiatives in class size reduction.  That shows you that they didn't want to reduce class sizes from the beginning, and sure enough, they haven't. 

So the state has allowed them to substitute this pathetic plan of choosing 75 schools out of 1,500 schools where they're - - allow class sizes to increase too much, which is not a class size reduction plan by any definition of the word.  We went and visited one of the 75 schools, not in this district, in another district on Friday.  It was a school with a collocated--a school in the same building.  It was going to lose funding, and lose it every year.  It was going to lose 15 classrooms.  The principal had not put any money toward class size reduction, and to our surprise, she didn't know she was on the 75 list.  She was very surprised.  She got no extra money or support from the DOE to reduce class sizes.  In fact, they were basically phasing the school out. 

I imagine that's very true of a lot of the schools on the 75 list.  They don't even know they're supposed to be reducing class size, and DOE assumes through random processes that some of these schools will reduce class size just randomly.  There are two lawsuits against the state and the city right now on the way they've held these hearings.  When the law was designed so there's be two hearings in the spring before the money's allocated or spent, that's the point of the public comment.  That's the point of the hearing so that the public would have input and the comments would go to the state along with the plan. 
And yet in the last few years, the city and the state have refused to hold hearings in the spring.  They've held hearings in the fall and the winter, and as you've heard already, the schools have gotten their money in June.  There is no point in these hearings.  They're a fraud.  The whole thing is a joke on the public because we're pretending that we have some input where we have absolutely no input because the money's already been spent.  None of this is what the law intended. 

So there are two lawsuits right now.  One in the law they also said they'd have borough hearings every year, which were held at the very beginning of this program.  This allowed more people to participate and people from the DOE who are actually making those decisions present it and getting comments back.  The DOE has refused to hold borough hearings.  Wendy Lacker who's the attorney for - - sued the city in state court. 
She won the lawsuit.  The judge said it was crystal clear the law was to hold borough hearings.  Guess what?  The DOE is spending our tax payer money to appeal that decision.  Why?  Who the hell knows?  The state education department is being sued as well because they have refused to hold hearings year after year in the spring, which makes no sense, and in fact, as you see, they preapproved this plan, which the preapproval process is not in the law - - of the law, which was the state - - see the plan until they got the public comment, and the DOE had a chance to revise it from the public comment.

So the entire procedures that were set up for the law has been violated.  The entire goal of the law, which was to actually create smaller classes in New York City schools because the main point of the - - and the judgment in the state's highest court said that New York City kids were denied their constitutional right to an adequate education in large part because of their class sizes.  Guess what's happened.  Since the state's highest court said that, class sizes have gone up and onwards.  Thank you very much. 

[Applause] 

MALE VOICE 1:  Yes, I have a public comment.  - - what planet we decide - - 

[Crosstalk]

MALE VOICE 1:  In district 15.  I understand that within our schools, within District 15 schools, almost all pre-Ks are full time, but there has been no serious commitment made within our system to expand pre-K within District 15.  We have the egregious situation where in Sunset Park, the only private pre-K expansion is Parkland.  The one neighborhood that has no need whatsoever for additional full time pre-K space has the largest per capita allocation of full time pre-K space in a charter school, which originally premised itself as a pre-K to K charter.  There of course is no such animal under state law, and it's been roundly denounced by - - the Chancellor who said it wasn't true - - .  Of course we know it was.

Ironically the only preschool with pre-K slots available is the school next door to that charter school, which does have pre-K slots available.  Meanwhile, - - but no space.  How many do we use--and you're in one of the less crowded pre-Ks.  PS94, PS169, - - .  These are working class communities of color, working class communities of English language learners.  The greatest component to narrowing the achievement gap, everybody agrees, is universal pre-K and early childhood intervention, and yet not--what, 600,000?  That is nothing.

Nobody consulted my council in terms of how we made those determinations.  No one has consulted as far as I can tell with my district superintendent.  No one has consulted even with my political leadership with my community.  Like - - old council - - Sunset Park, like new council in Sunset Park, like the councilman in Gorum Hill [phonetic].  Nobody has decided--there were decisions made without any consultation with our community. 

Not because I like it, not because I'm looking to get--my wife works in a private pre-K.  I'm going to cost her money if you do this, so I have no personal interest in creating pre-K slots.  What is going on is that there needs to be some kind of transparency that says these are the things we have to do to make our system work better for the children in our district most in need. 

[Applause] 

FEMALE VOICE 1:  So unfortunately we have used up our permit, but I urge you--I wanted to show you want I was talking about.  Please, there are some of these besides the board.  If you don't want to remember the URL, it's right here for you to take home with you.  You can go online.  You can get information.  You can enter your opinion, whether you feel it's not useful or it is useful, it always is right to make your voice heard under any condition. 

If you are not comfortable going online to the Department of Education, you can feel free to fill this out.  You can fax it to my district office.  You can email me as the superintendent.  I have the easiest email in the Department of Education.  It is A-S-K-O-P.  Rhymes with stop.  At schools.nyc.gov, and I will be happy to forward it for you.  Please take the opportunity to have your voice be heard, whether you believe it will be useful or not.

Please enter this by October 18.  It is important that our voices are heard, and I think whatever your political affiliation, you should put it out there.  Thank you so much for your patience, and have a good evening. 

[Applause]
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