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Summary of Proposal 

 

The New York City Department of Education (―DOE‖) is proposing to co-locate a new elementary 

school, P.S. 567 (11X567, ―P.S. 567‖), in building X127 located at 1560 Purdy Street, Bronx, NY 

10462, in Community School District 11 (―District 11‖). If this proposal is approved by the Panel for 

Educational Policy (―PEP‖), P.S. 567 will be co-located in building X127 with J.H.S. 127 The Castle 

Hill (11X127, ―J.H.S. 127‖), an existing zoned middle school currently serving students in sixth through 

eighth grades and P.S. 106 Parkchester (11X106, ―P.S. 106‖), an existing zoned elementary school split-

sited in building X127 and building X106, located at 2120 St. Raymond’s Avenue, Bronx, NY 10462. A 

―co-location‖ means that two or more school organizations are located in the same building and may 

share common spaces like auditoriums, gymnasiums, libraries, and cafeterias. 

 

P.S. 567 will be a new district elementary school that will serve students in kindergarten through fifth 

grades at scale. If this proposal is approved, P.S. 567 will begin serving a total of 95-115 kindergarten 

and first-grade students in 2012-2013 in building X127. In 2016-2017, when the school has reached full 

scale, P.S. 567 will serve a total of 295-355 students in kindergarten through fifth grades. 

 

J.H.S. 127 is a zoned district middle school that serves 723 students in sixth through eighth grades. 

Students are admitted into the sixth grade of J.H.S. 127 through its zoned and choice programs. The 

zoned program gives admissions preference to students who reside in J.H.S. 127’s zone. The school’s 

choice program is open to students residing in District 11 through the Middle School Choice Process. 

 

P.S. 106 is a zoned district elementary school and serves 1,209 students in kindergarten through fifth 

grades, and in the four sections of half-day pre-kindergarten. Of the total students enrolled at P.S. 106, 

217 students in pre-kindergarten and kindergarten are currently served in the X127 building because 

building X106, where P.S. 106 is primarily located, is overcrowded. To meet P.S. 106’s space needs, the 

school has been allocated some rooms in the X127 building, which is near X106. However, the DOE 

anticipates that in coming years, P.S. 106 will require less overflow space in building X127 because the 

school has refocused its enrollment strategy on admitting only zoned students to reduce overcrowding in 
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the school. Moreover, P.S. 106 has transportable classroom units (―TCUs‖) on its main site that it may 

elect to use in the future. Any shift in P.S. 106’s need for and use of X127 will reflect an enrollment 

strategy that has already been in progress at P.S. 106 that does not result from this proposal.  

 

Building X127 has a target capacity of 1,144 students. In the current 2011-2012 school year, building 

X127 is serving approximately 940 students, yielding an estimated utilization rate of 82% of target 

capacity. If this proposal is approved, once P.S. 567 has completed its expansion, there will be a total of 

1,076-1,176 students served collectively by J.H.S. 127, P.S. 106, and P.S. 567, yielding a total 

utilization rate of 94-103% in building X127.  

 

An Educational Impact Statement (―EIS‖) describing the proposal is available on the DOE’s Web site at 

http://schools.nyc.gov/AboutUs/leadership/PEP/publicnotice/2011-2012/April2012Proposals.  

 

Copies of the EIS are also available in the main offices of J.H.S 127 and P.S. 106. 

 

Summary of Comments Received at the Joint Public Hearings 

 

A joint public hearing regarding this proposal was held at school building X127 on April 3, 

2012. At that hearing, interested parties had an opportunity to provide input on the proposal.  

Approximately 37 members of the public attended the hearing, and 8 people spoke.  Present at 

the meeting were District 11 Community Superintendent Elizabeth White; Community 

Education Council (―CEC‖) 11 President Petra Poleon; J.H.S. 127 School Leadership Team 

(―SLT‖) Representatives Lakeisha Stuldivant and Gail Anderson;  P.S. 106 SLT Representatives 

Ms. McFadden, Ms. Posceir, and Ms. Morris; Daniel Figueroa, Chief of Staff for Assembly 

Member Peter Rivera; and Jura Chung, Nicholas Marini, and Stephanie Crane from the Division 

of Portfolio Planning.   

 

The following questions, comments, and remarks were made at the joint public hearing: 

 

1. Several commenters voiced general opposition to the proposal. 

2. Several commenters voiced support for the current principals and school communities of P.S. 106 

and J.H.S. 127. 

3. Multiple commenters, including Assembly Member Peter Rivera’s representative Daniel Figueroa 

and members of the SLT for J.H.S. 127 and P.S. 106, stated that there should be more parental and 

community involvement in the creation and implementation of this proposal and others that create 

significant changes in school communities. 

4. Several commenters, including Daniel Figueroa, expressed the belief that joint public hearings are 

not a venue where the DOE takes seriously public feedback under consideration, and that the PEP 

does not consider community feedback when it votes on the proposals. 

5. Daniel Figueroa stated that the Public Comment Analysis of all community feedback is not 

submitted to the PEP until 24 hours before the vote and that is not sufficient time for the PEP to 

review feedback before voting on the proposals. 

6. One member of J.H.S. 127’s SLT expressed the belief that the decision to approve this proposal has 

already been made.  

7. One commenter asked where the students who enroll in the new school will come from. 

8. Several commenters stated that building X127 is already overcrowded and that another school 

should not be added to the building. 

9. One commenter expressed the belief that middle schools should not be co-located with elementary 

schools. 

http://schools.nyc.gov/AboutUs/leadership/PEP/publicnotice/2011-2012/April2012Proposals
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10. Two commenters expressed interest in expanding J.H.S. 127 from a middle school to a school 

serving kindergarten through eighth grades, rather than bringing in a new elementary school. 

11. Several commenters expressed concerns about P.S. 106’s space needs.  

12. One commenter asked how the new school will alleviate the overcrowding that currently exists in 

the schools. 

13. One commenter expressed the belief that the Bronx receives less funding for its public schools 

because there is a large population of people of color in the borough. 

 

The following questions, comments, and remarks were made at the Joint Public Hearing and are 

not related to the proposal:  

 

14. Daniel Figueroa, Chief of Staff for Assembly Member Peter Rivera, voiced general opposition to 

mayoral control of the education system in New York City. 

15. One commenter stated that more elected officials should be present at the joint public hearing. 

16. Two commenters, including Daniel Figueroa, voiced general opposition to the practice of closing 

schools in New York City. 

17. Daniel Figueroa expressed his support for two bills in legislation – one bills calls for a moratorium 

on school closings and the other bill requires CEC approval before implementing any significant 

changes in school communities. 

18. Three commenters voiced general opposition to the current mayoral administration. 

19. One commenter stated that this decision was a result of the former chancellor, Cathleen Black. 

20. One commenter stated that children of all ages are struggling with being able to read and that should 

not be happening to students in today’s society. 

21. One commenter stated that it is very important that parents are involved in their children’s 

educations and the larger school community. 

22. One commenter recounted a previous experience with a DOE representative that visited the school. 

23. One commenter stated that more youth are becoming involved in the criminal justice system and that 

should not be happening. 

24. One commenter noted that P.S. 106 students should be placed in smaller classes. 

 

Summary of Issues Raised in Written and/or Oral Comments Submitted to the DOE 

 

The DOE received no written comments and no oral comments through the dedicated Web site 

and phone line for this proposal.  

 

Analysis of Issues Raised, Significant Alternatives Proposed  

and Changes Made to the Proposal 

 

Comment 1 voices general opposition to the proposal. 

 

While many members of the J.H.S. 127 and P.S. 106 communities object to the possibility of co-locating 

a new elementary school in building X127 with P.S. 106 and J.H.S. 127, additional elementary school 

capacity is needed urgently in District 11, particularly in the southern portion of the district where 

building X127 is located. This proposal repurposes capacity from the middle school level to the 

elementary level, where it is urgently needed. The utilization rates of the buildings of the other four 

schools in the neighborhood that serve elementary grades range from 119-132%, indicating a need for 

additional capacity in this area of District 11. The DOE strives to ensure that all students in New York 

City have access to a high-quality school in an appropriate environment at every stage of their 

education. The DOE believes that siting new elementary school P.S. 567 in building X127 will help to 

alleviate overcrowding both in the immediate area and in District 11 more broadly.  
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Comment 2 voices support for the staff, principals, and school communities at J.H.S. 127 and P.S. 106. 

 

The DOE acknowledges and commends the students, staff, leadership, and partners of J.H.S. 127 

and P.S. 106 for their hard work, dedication, and passion for the schools.  

 

Comments 3, 4, 5 and 6 concern community involvement and engagement in the creation of 

DOE proposals for significant changes in school utilization. These comments also question the 

impact of community feedback on proposals. 

 

The DOE is committed to engaging with the community for all proposals requiring a significant change 

in school utilization, as detailed in Chancellor’s Regulation A-190. Chancellor’s Regulation A-190 sets 

out the public review and comment process that the DOE must undertake with respect to all such 

proposals by the Chancellor (e.g., grade reconfiguration, re-siting, co-location of schools, or phase-out).   

 

Prior to posting the aforementioned proposal on February 28, 2012, representatives of the DOE had 

conversations with the district community superintendent, network leaders, and leadership of both 

school organizations regarding plans to propose a change in their school communities. DOE 

representatives also met with the SLTs of the school organizations co-located in building X127. At the 

meetings with the SLTs of each school organization, the DOE encouraged the SLTs to share the 

information presented at the meeting with their larger communities and provide any additional feedback, 

questions or concerns to the DOE through the email address, D11proposals@schools.nyc.gov, or the 

phone line, 212-374-5159. 

 

On April 3, 2012, a Joint Public Hearing was held for this proposal and public feedback was collected at 

this hearing and through the dedicated email and phone numbers. The DOE’s analysis of public 

comment will be given to the PEP for review no later than 24 hours prior to the PEP voting on the 

proposal. This allows community members to continue to give feedback until the PEP vote while still 

allowing the PEP time to review the proposal before voting on it. If the DOE were to give the PEP an 

analysis of public comment prior to this 24-hour period, the DOE would not give the J.H.S. 127 and P.S. 

106 school communities the full benefit of the public comment period. The analysis of public comment 

will also be made available online prior to the vote. The PEP has not made a decision yet on this 

proposal. The PEP is expected to vote on this proposal at its meeting on April 26, 2012.  

 

Here, and with respect to all proposals for changes in school utilization, the DOE considers all of 

the feedback received during the community engagement process and the Joint Public Hearing.  

In the past, in reviewing this community feedback, the DOE has both revised and withdrawn 

proposals in response to this input. The DOE took this approach during the current school year 

when it withdrew a proposal to truncate Wadleigh Secondary School for the Performing & 

Visual Arts (03M415) and a proposal to phase out Knowledge and Power Preparatory Academy 

VII Middle School (13K596). Last year the DOE withdrew its proposal to phase out P.S. 114 

Ryder Elementary in Brooklyn (18K114). 

 

Comment 7 concerns the student population who will enroll in the proposed new school, P.S. 567. 

 

During its first year of operation, 2012-2013, the school will be open to all students in District 11, 

although the DOE is making efforts to ensure that the school serves students in the immediate 

community. The proposed elementary school, P.S. 567, will admit kindergarten and first-grade students 

through an application process run by the Office of Student Enrollment (―OSE‖) for the September 

2012-2013 school year. 

mailto:D11proposals@schools.nyc.gov
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For future years, the DOE has begun and will continue to engage with CEC 11 in an effort to create a 

zone for P.S. 567 by rezoning the southern portion of the district. This would ensure that P.S. 567 would 

better meet the need for elementary capacity in this most overcrowded area of District 11. The DOE and 

CEC 11 have discussed completing this rezoning in time for kindergarten applications for September 

2013. Until CEC 11 approves a new zoning plan for the district, P.S. 567 will continue to admit students 

through a district-wide application process run by OSE. 

 

The DOE anticipates that P.S. 567 will enroll overflow students in the 2012-2013 school year. Due to 

the fact that many schools nearby cannot accommodate all students zoned to them, this enrollment 

process and the co-location of P.S. 567 will help alleviate the overcrowding in District 11 by providing 

more seats for these students in the same geographic region and offering an additional educational 

option for District 11 families. As indicated in the EIS, in the 2012-2013 school year, P.S. 567 will serve 

approximately 95-115 kindergarten and first-grade students, many of whom  will be these overflow 

students discussed above. P.S. 567 will serve these students within its allocated space according to the 

Footprint. 

 

The Footprint sets forth the baseline number of rooms that should be allocated to a school based on the 

grade levels served by the school and number of classes per grade. For existing schools, the Footprint is 

applied to the current number of sections per grade, assuming class size remains constant. The Borough 

Director of Space Planning then confirms both the baseline and current space allocation totals during a 

walk-through of the building, where he or she is accompanied by a school’s representative.  

 

Comments 8 and 11 voice the concern that the school organizations located in the X127 building are 

already overcrowded and there is not enough space to add an elementary school to the building. 

 

Building X127 has a target capacity of 1,144 students. In the current 2011-2012 school year, building 

X127 is serving approximately 940 students, yielding an estimated utilization rate of 82% of target 

capacity. This means that the building is not currently overcrowded and that there is actually excess 

space in the building that could be used more efficiently to serve students. The building was listed on the 

2011-2012 under-utilized list published on the DOE’s Web site: 

http://schools.nyc.gov/NR/rdonlyres/6EBA8731-4A23-4E36-A528-

157D795BA9CE/117487/UnderutilizedSpaceMemorandumUpdated011212.pdf 

 

It is true that P.S. 106 enrolls more students than can fit in the school’s main building, X106. However, 

the organization itself, when this additional space is included, is not overcrowded. 

 

If this proposal is approved, once P.S. 567 has completed its expansion, there will be a total of 1,076-

1,176 students served collectively by J.H.S. 127, P.S. 106, and P.S. 567 in building X127, yielding a 

total utilization rate of 94-103% in building X127. Although a utilization rate in excess of 100% may 

suggest that a building will be over-utilized or over-crowded in a given year, this rate does not account 

for the fact that rooms may be programmed for more efficient or different uses than the standard 

assumptions in the utilization calculation, as described in the EIS.  Additionally, it is important to note 

that all three co-located schools will received their baseline Footprint allocations and excess space will 

be allocated based on enrollment and the determinations made by the Building Council. 

 

Comment 9 expresses concern about an elementary school being co-located with a middle school. 

 

Roughly half of DOE schools share space in a building. Because of co-locations, facilities can be used 

more efficiently while simultaneously allowing for additional high-quality options for New York City 

http://schools.nyc.gov/NR/rdonlyres/6EBA8731-4A23-4E36-A528-157D795BA9CE/117487/UnderutilizedSpaceMemorandumUpdated011212.pdf
http://schools.nyc.gov/NR/rdonlyres/6EBA8731-4A23-4E36-A528-157D795BA9CE/117487/UnderutilizedSpaceMemorandumUpdated011212.pdf
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families. Due to space limitations, it is not unusual for varying grade levels to be co-located together. 

There are many buildings Citywide with multiple grade levels served in the same building, where the 

schools are functioning and co-existing successfully. Building X127 has been one such building with a 

mixed co-location—elementary and middle school grades are already co-located at this site. In 2012-

2013, 246 of the 328 buildings serving more than one school will serve schools of different grade levels. 

 

Additionally, pursuant to Chancellor’s Regulation A-414, every school/campus is mandated to form a 

School Safety Committee, which is responsible for developing a comprehensive School Safety Plan that 

defines the normal operations of the site and what procedures are in place in the event of an emergency. 

The School Safety Plan is updated annually by the Committee to meet the changing security needs, 

changes in organization and building conditions and any other factors; these updates could also be made 

at any other time when it is necessary to address security concerns. The Committee will also address 

safety matters on an ongoing basis and make appropriate recommendations to the Principal(s) when it 

identifies the need for additional security measures.  
 

Comment 10 concerns the possibility of J.H.S. 127 expanding to a kindergarten to eighth grade school 

instead of placing a new elementary school in the building. 

 

The DOE’s Office of New School Development runs a distinct process for grade expansions. In this 

process, principals are asked to draft a formal grade expansion proposal at least a year before 

implementation, and that proposal is then evaluated through a rigorous process. At this point in time, 

J.H.S. 127  has not submitted a grade expansion proposal from the school community. These proposals 

are solicited yearly from principals, with the application period for the current cycle having closed 

approximately one month ago. More information about the new schools grade expansion process can be 

found at the following Web site: http://schools.nyc.gov/community/planning/newschools/default.htm. 

 

Comment 12 inquires as to how adding a new elementary school to the X127 building will help to 

alleviate overcrowding in the area. 

 

As mentioned above, additional elementary school capacity is needed urgently in District 11, 

particularly in the southern portion of the district where building X127 is located, as is evidenced by the 

utilization rates of the buildings of the other four schools in the neighborhood that serve elementary 

grades, which range from 119-132%. By repurposing unused middle school seats as additional 

elementary seats through the siting of P.S. 567, the school will be able to serve elementary students in 

the area who otherwise would have had to attend school in other parts of District 11. Thus, the DOE 

believes it will help to alleviate overcrowding both in the immediate area and in District 11 more 

broadly. 

 

Comment 13 concerns the amount of funding public schools receive in the Bronx. 

 

The DOE does not allocate funds to schools based upon their students’ racial backgrounds. All schools 

receive approximately $225,000 in annual fixed Fair Student Funding (―FSF‖) foundation allocations to 

fund administrative costs and an additional $50,000 in Children First supplemental funding. Estimated 

FSF for P.S. 567 in its first year is $388,103.50-$469,809.50. The student achievement and need-based 

allocations are not taken into account in this estimate because incoming students’ achievement levels 

and needs cannot be predicted. All money allocated through FSF can be used at the principal’s 

discretion. All dollar amounts for the current school year are based on FY12 allocations and are subject 

to change based on adjustments to the DOE’s overall operating budget. 

 

This proposal is not expected to impose any costs on the other schools located in the X127 building. 

http://schools.nyc.gov/community/planning/newschools/default.htm
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Changes Made to the Proposal 

 

No changes have been made to this proposal. 

 


