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QUESTION 2
Please share any thoughts that the committee should
consider when developing recommendations for the
Board of Education. Please describe parts of Option
1a that you like or dislike.

QUESTION 2
Please share any thoughts that the committee should consider when developing
recommendations for the Board of Education. Please describe parts of Option 1a that you
like or dislike.
Individual
•

3 years in ES (K-2), 3 year (3-5). Better transition as a whole for students. Sense of security from
students POV- 3 even years. Sense of belonging and ownership/ buy in from parents POV. Great
transition, small (K-2)-medium (3-5)-large(MS & HS).

•

All 3-5 on south side of tracks based on 2010 ESRI demo (data) seems dated (traffic). Would like
more information on 3-5 transition- how is this good for child.

•

All 3-5 schools are south of W. College Ave.

•

All 3-5 schools would be clustered onto the Oakhurst area. Would make it difficult for families with
several children to drop off as children across traffic lines. Would 3rd grade curriculum be changed
from EL model? 3rd graders are still so little, would "mature" them more the move sooner, would
culture of the 3-5 change - make it less "tweeny"?

•

All 3-5 south of College. Traffic.

•

As a current Oakhurst ES family, my youngest son (in preschool at ECLC) should be at ECLC for
PreK, move to Oakhurst for K, move back to ECLC for 1st and 2nd grade, and go to Oakhurst for 35. Too many transitions. We would also lose Oakhurst as our "community elementary school"
potential drop in home value.

•

Best utilization, not maxed out. Better shot of not growing similar numbers at capacity both in
grade bands 3-5 and K-2 similar size. Lots of change is where the south. K-2 need more number
crunching to make sure south side still isn't overcrowded- current figures don't make walkability K
-2

•

Capacity is the best but can another option provide opportunity for additional capacity? Geography
is a huge problem for many reasons: traffic, community connection to schools, but most
importantly K-2 have fewer bus rides and more parent walkers. If you lose K-2 in each
neighborhood, that connection is lost and I see huge value in establishing that foundation in early
grades- for both parents and kids.

•

Concerned about all 3-5 being on south side. Traffic for those on south side. All of driving traffic
coming to 3-5, because not walkable, creates a huge issue in Oakhurst.

•

Conversion of Oakhurst? Also, do teachers like K-2, 3-5? And all of listed challenges.

•

Developmentally makes more sense for 3rd graders to be grouped with K-2 than 4-5. Heavy
concentration of schools south of College.
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•

Difficult to access- creates traffic concerns in Mead, college possibly impacting commutes to
Renfroe. K-2, 3-5 model - I worry about loss of a true community school at lower grade levels.

•

Dislike all 3-5 are south of the tracks. Like new elementary as 3-5. Like Oakhurst 3-5 (big building)

•

Dislike Oakhurst being 3-5. Not enough option for K-2 in Oakhurst.

•

Dislike that the entire K-2 site of buildings are south of college.

•

Don't want to lose Oakhurst as a K-3 (or K-2). Traffic in Oakhurst would be unbearable with 2 3-5
schools that close to one another.

•

Geography 3-5 all on south side. Oakhurst and Mead Rd not large enough for traffic capacity and
ingress-egress

•

Geography and taking away Oakhurst ES hurts my neighborhood schools.

•

Having all 3-5's on one side of town doesn't make sense. Traffic would be too crazy, it would be
non-walkable for all North side people. Split community in too many places.

•

I am concerned about having all 3-5 schools south of the tracks because of traffic. Tough for parents
north of tracks, lots of congestion south of tracks.

•

I am concerned about the traffic in Oakhurst.

•

I don't like that all 3-5 are on the south side of the city, traffic will be a problem and it will take kids
away from their neighborhood school much sooner.

•

I don't like that all the 3-5 schools are South of downtown (we are garden lane- Westchester Dist.). I
do like 3rd grade moving to 4/5 school.

•

I don't like three 3-5 schools on the south side. Transportation is already difficult if crossing the
tracks.

•

I don't think having both 3-5 schools so close will be beneficial to the students on the North side of
district. Traffic will also be a nightmare (as a community member on 2nd Ave.). I also don't want
Oakhurst to become 3-5.

•

I like the capacity utilization but I wonder about charging schools after 2nd grade. Is there any
research on this? I do like the idea that 3-5 would be together from a learning perspective.

•

I like the K-2, 3-5 configuration but don't like that all of the 3-5 schools are south of W College.

•

I think the system needs a 3-5 north of College. It is less walkable. It also is bad walkability-wise for
K-2.

•

I went into the meeting not liking any concept of the K-2, 3-5 grade split. However, after the
presentation did point out the issue of preserving the balance of sizes at the schools (not having one
elementary substantially small while others are big). I like and would prioritize preserving the
similar size schools and advantages of maintaining the specials and support staff. I do not like the
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idea of having Oakhurst and 5th Ave as 3-5 because of the traffic and transportation issues involved
and impact on the neighborhoods.
•

If we want to continue our IB program and extend down into the option 1a it would require
significant funding to train an entire new grade level of teachers. Disruption to entire community in
that everybody changes schools.

•

Impact on neighborhood traffic. Mead road is not the only street affected. Current traffic is already
overwhelming for Mead road.

•

K-2 configuration is helpful in allowing students to remain in their local neighborhood. 3-5 grade
configuration allows for good capacity in the future.

•

K-2 schools all on periphery of the city; destroys Oakhurst neighborhood schools. Decreases
walkability of Decatur schools. Both indicated the largest combination of students in Oakhurst,
which under this plan does not have its own K-2 school. This plan seems to place all K-2 schools as
far away from the students as possible. Will have significant consequences for safety of students
walking to school.

•

Keep overall capacity lower, leave room for growth/expansion.

•

Least seat deficit for K-2. I like that kids spend 3 years at each school and have greater ownership
and neighborhood cohesiveness. More even distribution among 3-5 capacity. Don't like all 3-5 being
south of tracks, kids need better walkability for 3-5. This could create significant transfer issues.
Would we need more bussing?

•

Like K-3 options. Don't like all 3-5 south.

•

Like optimization. Dislike all south of College Ave. but Oakhurst as a 3-5 is closer for those living
north of College Ave.

•

Like: can accommodate projections (I am dubious of the numbers until building is curated). Dislike:
can Clairemont really be the largest schools? Capacity? Space? Aging school age population? Not
sure I like putting 3rd grade with older kids. They need time to be little kids.

•

Like: projected utilization numbers; convenient layout for where my family lives. Dislike: does
strain Oakhurst traffic.

•

Makes most sense for numbers but concern about what will happen to the 3rd grade curriculum
with EL vs IB, which program will they get?

•

Mead already packed. Need 3-5 north of tracks.

•

My main concern is traffic implications, to put both 3-5 schools so close together is problematic, also
it takes away the ability to walk for many Oakhurst families.

•

Need to have 3-5 or 4-5 on other side of Decatur from 4th-5th.

•

No K-2 schools in areas in west and southwest that are among the fastest growing.
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•

Not enough seats for Oakhurst K-2 students to remain in the Oakhurst community. Oakhurst loses
K-2 walkability for those students. Traffic would be a disaster for Mead Rd. Seems ridiculous to put
72% of 3-5 kids in one quadrant of the city.

•

Oakhurst neighborhood traffic. Walkability.

•

Prefer a 3-5 on the north side.

•

Prefer to avoid retrain of teachers. Would like the one 3-5 above tracks if the change to that.

•

Puts all 3-5 in one area.

•

The new 3-5 school would not be located in any neighborhood north of College Ave. This would
require more complicated bussing and redistricting models.

•

There is a huge (intangible, but very real) value to walking to school and most kids K-3 walk. I
strongly support keeping the K-3 model/the 4-5 schools. Kids at the 4-5 level seem to enjoy riding
the bus and it seems more than 50% of them ride the bus anyways.

•

Third graders are developmentally more like 1st graders than 5th graders (they haven't lost their
innocence). Would IB work for 3rd graders?

•

This is where it may look good with data but will be detrimental to the Oakhurst community.
Taking Oakhurst Elementary away from the K-2 removes that part of the community. It is currently
a very walkable school with a lot of parent/community involvement. With this plan, all elementary
K-2 are on the outskirts of town. Additionally having all 3 3-5 schools below the train tracks pose
more logistical issues for kids across all schools.

•

This option appears to create terrible traffic across the city, degrade the relationship between
neighborhoods and schools, and still risk overcrowding at the K-2 level. This seems like a total
failure.

•

This option doesn't take into consideration how the neighborhood will be impacted. Where will the
kids go? How will the area be re-zoned?

•

Three 3-5 buildings south of the tracks. Dismantling a newly EL credentialed school.

•

Too many 3-5 on south side (traffic, etc.). We live in Oakhurst and DO NOT want to be put across
the tracks at all. We love the K-3 model, but would be okay with K-2 to keep integrity of Oakhurst
neighborhood.

•

Traffic all going south 3-5 schools, young kids crossing the tracks. Problem could IB be taught to
3rd grade.

•

Traffic and safety south of College Ave. All 3-5 south of College Ave.

•

Traffic concerns into Oakhurst. Decreased walkability.

•

Traffic concerns. Too many kids in Oakhurst. Walkability impacted.
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•

Traffic in Oakhurst area would be a bear. Elimination of Oakhurst Elem. - cause outrage.

•

Traffic in the area would be very challenging.

•

Very disruptive to large chunk of Oakhurst neighborhood and community, not just the school
zoning. Destroys walkability for much of Oakhurst. Too many 3-5 on South side of Decatur. 3-5
busing on Mead Rd very difficult.

•

Walkability and students spending more time together at school.

•

Walkability for Oakhurst residents to K-3 school. Traffic increase. EL vs IB curriculum- teacher
training and re-training has a large learning curve.

•

Younger students having walkability to their school is a big asset. Seeing classmates and neighbors
on their way to/from school helps the younger kids adjust to school. Will the kids from Oakhurst
lose their chance to school? What are the options for walkability if all three 4-5 schools are south of
College?

Group
•

(3-5) on one side of town. Would rip OAK community apart. Third graders are too young. Traffic
(what does that look like for 3rd grade transition?). Third graders too young to leave lower
elementary school. Moderate increase from 3-5 to 4-5. Lots of redistricting- would cause
neighborhood disruption. Most walkable area is disrupted. Geographically is negative. Doesn't max
out before we get started. 3rd graders are potentially in 600-700 size school.

•

1a and 1b places testing on benefit- why? Research yet on testing back to back years. Lopsided for K
-2 options for the South.

•

Both 3-5 schools too close- traffic, lessens walkability. How would you draw the 3-5 line in
Oakhurst? Safety issues.

•

Concerned about having no 3-5 on North side.

•

EL, walkability for 3-5, geographically not well thought out, 3-5 South of College Ave

•

Families with a lot of kids going to multiple schools. Mead/Oakhurst "packed"- too many cars.
Requires teacher re-training. Too far to walk to College Hts. from Oakhurst. School starts too early.

•

Geography, traffic, reduced walkability, massive neighborhood changes- all negative. Seat
utilization- positive.

•

Livability. Ability to leave the south side to go to work will be more difficult to leave to work.

•

Location issues and concerns. All 3-5 on same side of town. Traffic is a major issue- both car and
walking for Mead area.

•

None of options North of tracks for 3-5, traffic concerns, changes all school configurations for
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teachers, staff, and families, no K-2 in SW corner of high populated area, equitable distribution of
student population, utilization under capacity.
•

Not equitable with all schools in one area. Too much traffic in one area.

•

Not walkable for K-2 in Oakhurst. Too many 4-5's in one area after school. No statistical difference.

•

One outlier who was supportive and likes lower congestion concern about Oakhurst village
congestion and proximity of 3-5 schools.

•

Site leadership must set "upper elementary" tone at 3-5, not "lower MS". Sibling separation anxiety.
Bell schedule impact? Transportation? Disruption to critical 3rd grade progression.

•

South side, traffic, take away a school, boundaries in future. 2 - 3/5 close. Splits community CL &
Oak. Lose of outside facilities.

•

Too much traffic at Oakhurst. All 4/5's south of College Ave. Would IB work for 3rd grade? EL at
elementary schools disrupts curriculum

•

Traffic concerns. Changes in walkability. No longer have a walkable school.

•

Traffic concerns; geographic equity. Transition to middle school.

•

Traffic in Oakhurst worse than traffic at Glennwood. Numbers- Oakhurst bigger. Inequity
geographically.

•

Traffic. Major dislike.

•

Walkability would be less, all around. The Oakhurst neighborhood and all students north of tracks
would have to come south for 3-5 at FAVE or Oakhurst. Not worst option, not the best.

Online
•

1. Breaking up community 2. Walkability 3. Increased traffic

•

1. Geography doesn't make sense (both senior elementary schools in close proximity) 2. Creates
horrible traffic issue in residential area 3. Commute issues for kids (long bus rides)

•

1. Preserve K-3 walkability for both Oakhurst and Glennwood; 2. Don't mess with a curriculum
setup (K-3, 4-5) that undergirds one of the top public school systems in the state of Georgia for the
sake of justifying the consultancy cost; 3. Options 1a and 1b offer no compelling occupancy ratio
improvement given the uncertainty of projecting growth figures out 5 years, no matter what green/
yellow/red colors appear on the presentation...

•

1a allows for a more equal representation of locations of K-2 schools in terms of walkability. College
Heights is a good option to replace Oakhurst as a K-2.

•

1a closes Oakhurst Elementary as a K-2 or K-3 school. The Oakhurst community has the most
young children and infants in all of Decatur- having a primary school in Oakhurst makes sense. It
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also does not make sense to have a 3-5 or a 4-5 a mere half mile away (4/5 Academy at Fifth
Avenue). Having a 3-5 or a 4-5 option on the north side of the tracks (Glennwood) makes more
sense for traffic and walkability. Another reason is that not too long ago, Glennwood was a 4-5
Academy. Logistically, it would be fairly simple to call upon the plans from when it was the
Glennwood 4-5 Academy. Finally, the Oakhurst faculty is incredibly cohesive and running like a
well-oiled machine. It has recently won recognition as an Expeditionary Learning Credentialed
School- an enormous feat. http://oakhurstel.weebly.com/about.html
•

1a has the most balanced enrollment for a 3-5 structure.

•

1a Like: changes grade assignments to k-2 & 3-5 1a Dislike: uneven distribution of schools across
CoD Oakhurst should always stay as a k-2, for sentimental reasons

•

1A places all of the 3-5 schools on one side of the railroad tracks/college Ave. This is both
inconvenient and a probable cause for road rage.

•

1a seems to be the only path that makes mathematical sense and retains walkable elementary
schools in the community.

•

2 schools 4-5 so close together don't make sense for people on the north side of town.

•

3 - 5th grade makes sense from curriculum viewpoint. A tally street school would be closer to
residents that have to travel 40 minutes to get to FAV each day. It would be closer to Winnona and
Glennwood neighborhoods.

•

3 year 3 year split serves a better overall experience for our students

•

3rd graders are still so young and good to keep them at their initial elementary school.

•

3rd graders are too young to be moved at all, let alone to a large school environment.

•

3rd graders are too young to be with 4/5 graders. All schools are south of the railroad.

•

A big plus is the continuation of the communities that have built up around the elementary schools
and does provide better walkability for k-2 which is more important than for older grades.
However, a big draw back is continuity for students. With this proposal some students will be
changes schools 4 times in 4 years. That is far too many times and has the likely outcome of
disrupting their educational attainment.

•

A k-2 option would not allow 3rd graders to serve in leadership capacities for younger kids and
would place 3rd graders with 4th and 5th graders who may not serve as good role models for 3rd
graders, due to this age group's increased interest in social groups and concerns about appearance.
Additionally, the research indicates that children are much more successful academically and
socially with fewer transitions, particularly during the early elementary years. Keeping the k-3
configuration would allow students to have 1 more year of academic and social development under
their belts before they start the "transition process."
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•

A question to consider: Why is Winnona Park not being considered as part of the future growth of
CSD? WP has a large green space that seems like a viable option for expansion rather than
Oakhurst and Glennwood, both of which have considerably smaller green space for outdoor
activities. Having Oakhurst as a 3-5 school is too close to the current 4/5 Academy and could
potentially create traffic chaos on that side of town. There is already limited outdoor space for kids
to have recess at Oakhurst and that would be a greater concern with bigger kids and less space.
Having third grade students mixed with fourth and fifth grade students is less productive than
having them at the "top of their class" in K-3 schools to have the confidence when beginning the 4/5
Academy. A vast difference is seen between 3rd graders and 5th graders and let's preserve the
Academy!

•

Absent a very compelling reason, seems an odd geographic fit. note - this could be mitigated if the
improvements to the intersections over the tracks result in a smoother traffic flow.

•

Accessibility/traffic for the majority of Decatur residents to get to any of the 3-5 schools Uneven
geographic distribution of 3-5

•

Agree with k-2 plan. Prefer 3-5 option north of tracks

•

Agree with the listed challenges about location of 3 schools on South side and traffic on Mead.

•

Agree with traffic issues. Not only on Mead but also on Oakview.

•

All 3 of the 3-5 schools are located on the south side of the city.

•

All 3-5 clustered on one side of Decatur. We live in CGLNA and getting to 4/5 FAVE was a pain required busses and cars that were not necessary

•

All 3-5 Schools across railroad tracks for north side residents. Increases traffic delays and removes
walkability. Removes 3rd graders from close neighborhood school one year earlier.

•

All 3-5 schools are far away from families in North Decatur

•

All 3-5 schools are on the south side

•

All 3-5 schools are on the south side of town

•

All 3-5 schools are south of college avenue. Decreases walk ability for significant number of
Oakhurst neighborhood families who would now be distracted to college heights or Westchester
for k-2 instead of Oakhurst.

•

All 3-5 schools are south of the tracks and traffic congestion is difficult already. Having kids at 4-5
and being on the north side of Decatur has been difficult with morning routines -- very early bus
routes and connectivity to the school

•

All 3-5 schools are south of W College Traffic problems on Mead Rd Low walkability for majority
for 3-5 years (adds an extra year of low walkability, likely causing more parents to drive and higher
traffic). Takes away a year for local neighborhood community to build connections.
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•

All 3-5 schools would be on the south side - making traffic heavy headed across town in the
mornings and afternoons

•

All 3-5 schools would be on the south side of the railroad tracks. This would deprive Oakhurst of a
fantastically supported neighborhood K-x school, and deprive many in Oakhurst of the ability to
walk their child to school.

•

-All 3-5 schools would be south of the railroad tracks. -There would not be an elementary school in
the Oakhurst neighborhood. -4/5 Academy is right down the street from Oakhurst. -The staff at
Oakhurst is very cohesive and would be divided.

•

All 3-5 schools would be south of the tracks creating more traffic on the south side.

•

All 3-5s are south of college

•

All of the 3-5 schools are located south of the railroad tracks. This presents commuting issues
crossing College Ave and forces more traffic through downtown Decatur.

•

All of the 3-5 schools would be on the south side of the district. In one presentation I viewed this
also wasn't the best use of funds.

•

All of the schools would be on the South side causing more traffic, less walk-ability.

•

All schools would be south of College - traffic would be horrendous!

•

All the 3-5 on the south side which increases commute times for families on the north side.

•

All the 3-5 schools are on the other side of town! Way too much bussing of our kids!

•

Although I like the grade span arrangement, I don't like Fifth Avenue and Oakhurst as the 3-5
schools as they are both on the same side of town. If we are going to split the 3-5 schools then I
think they should be positioned more strategically around Decatur.

•

Although not in favor of the reconfiguration, between 1a and 1b, the better option would be 1b

•

Although the utilization looks good, I share the concerns about having all 3-5 schools south of
College Ave and increased traffic.

•

Amount of traffic in the Oakhurst community with 2 3-5 schools so close together and K-2 students
heading towards CH Glad that there will be more time spent a school unit in grades 3-5

•

An option that has the least rezoning for current students is preferable.

•

As a teacher, the K-2 and 3-5 option makes the most sense to me. I feel that clustering this way
helps with more vertical alignment of curriculum within a school setting. It doesn't really matter to
me where the 3-5 schools and K-2 schools are as a teacher. I feel that it would also be helpful if K-5
was either IB or EL for consistency. I don't have a preference for either but wish it was consistent K5.

•

As a child development education specialist, change is hard for younger children. Keeping them in
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one school as long as possible is best for their mental health.
•

As a former elementary school teacher, I think the K-2 and 3-5 split makes the most sense based on
child development. However, it seems somewhat unfair to have all 3-5 schools below College Ave
and may cause more traffic issues around that area (as there are limited railroad crossing points). In
addition, 3-5 kids living above College Ave who want to walk or bike to school would have to cross
the rail line and College Ave, which is not very safe.

•

As a parent I like the structure of the K-3 schools and would prefer not to split the elementary
grades as proposed in 1a. Additionally, I do not think that other families in the district would be
well served by having both 3-4 schools in the same part of town.

•

As a resident of Oakhurst and a neighbor to the current 4/5 school I have thought for years bringing
the entire town's fourth and fifth grade age students to our edge of Decatur created extreme car
traffic in our neighborhood, both parents coming and going, and there has to be a better way. This
seems to just take our lovely elementary school and leave us with the increased traffic.

•

As an early childhood education professional, I have always been in favor of the K-3 model because
early childhood ends after 3rd grade. Middle childhood as the next developmental stage begins in
4th grade. Ideally, the early elementary grades would be PreK-3, but space doesn't likely allow for
that. I also believe that having both 3-5 schools on the same side of the tracks would be unfair to
those who have to cross the tracks regardless of which school they were zoned, as well as cause an
even greater burden for the Oakhurst neighborhood to have two of its already narrow and difficult
to navigate streets even more bogged down. As it is, the stop sign at E Lake/Oakview cannot handle
the traffic.

•

As an Oakhurst parent, I do not support this plan which takes away our ability to walk to Oakhurst
Elementary during our child's first few years in school. In addition, whether you go with 1a or 1b,
there will be unhappy parents, and I can envision a scenario playing out with Glennwood parents
on one side and Oakhurst parents on the other; pitting neighborhood against neighborhood. I do
not support this plan for the above-listed reasons.

•

As an Oakhurst resident, my family would lose Oakhurst ES as our community elementary school.
My son, who attends College Heights in a preschool class (and will attend Pre-K next year) would
change schools 4 times in 4 years. College Heights to Oakhurst for K, back to College Heights for
1&2 and then back to Oakhurst for 3,4,5. For a child with special needs/Autism, this is just too many
transitions. In addition, we would likely see a drop in our home values due to not having Oakhurst
ES as our community ES anymore. Now that CSD has adopted the 4/5 model, it would be a huge
change for students to then transition back to a 3-5 model. WAY TOO MUCH TRAFFIC IN
OAKHURST.

•

As indicated in the presentation, having all the 3-5 schools south of College Ave. will effectively
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end walkability to school. Busing will have to be used and depending on the timing, some children
may have to be up extra early to catch the bus.
•

As stated on the information sheets, the major downside is that this puts all of the upper
elementary schools on the south side of the tracks. That seems like quite an inconvenience for the
north side families. It also seems like it would break up the community around Oakhurst
Elementary and force some very little kids to go a very long way to get to school.

•

Aside from the dismantling of our amazing Oakhurst K-3, I foresee terrible traffic problems on my
street (Feld Ave). With so many more kids being driven in from other places, the car lines will be a
nightmare every single day (and worse on rainy days). Feld Ave traffic wasn't even mentioned as a
con! Just Mead Rd, which would also be terrible. Starting from scratch like this will surely cause all
sorts of (as-of-yet unknown) problems and destroy a place that is already working very well.

•

At the elementary level, I dislike that families closest to Oakhurst ES will "lose" their neighborhood
school and be zoned for Westchester or College Heights. Preserving neighborhood ES should be at
the top of the list of priorities for a self-described community school district, such as CSD. In
addition to the emotional argument, I have very serious concerns regarding transporting K-2
students to a school that is not within close range. More generally, I do not agree with the prospect
of moving to a K-2 model, for several reasons: 1. Our current setup, overcrowding aside, seems to
be working for students, families, and our schools' recognition 2. Moving to this model would
cause a tremendous amount of disruption for virtually every student K-5 3. I suspect parental
involvement at the ES level may wane, as children leave ES earlier 4. Developmentally, 3rd graders
benefit from their time as leaders in the ES and are not pushed into a "read to learn" environment
before they are fully ready

•

Bad traffic and imbalance of k-2 versus 3-5.

•

Based on enrollment projections in the report, this option gives room for growth at both grade age
groups. Although with the lower elementary enrollment at 97%, it doesn't appear to solve the
problem for long. None of these solutions appear to be all that great.

•

Being a resident of Oakhurst, I think the lack of access to Oakhurst ES from a main thoroughfare is
a major disadvantage to its being a 3-5 school; I anticipate traffic from outside the Oakhurst
neighborhood will be substantial and will cripple Feld and Mead.

•

Best in terms of allowing for future capacity Prefer K-2/3-5 options to K-3/4-5 options

•

-Best long-term capacity plan -maintains K-2 and 3-5 walkability for more people

•

Both 3-5 schools would be on the south side of Decatur. I think that you should have a 3-5 school on
the north side of town as well to distribute traffic and travel times.

•

Both 3-5 would be on south side of tracks. Oakhurst is already high traffic area, have both 3-5
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schools so close would bring more traffic from the north side of Decatur to the south side of
Decatur unnecessarily.
•

Both 4/5 academies would be extremely close in proximity. If the whole city is trying to come to the
same neighborhood at the same time, the neighborhood infrastructure would collapse.

•

Both Oakhurst and Fifth Avenue close to each other, so traffic can be a problem for those whose live
further away from that area. We like the idea of small elementary schools, like we have now and it
forces third graders into bigger schools a year earlier.

•

Both should not be on the same side of town

•

By making Oakhurst a 3-5 school you rip apart the basic fabric of the community. And it makes no
sense to have two 3-5 schools down the street from each other. This would also continue to
contribute to the massive amounts of traffic in Oakhurst.

•

Challenge of this is traffic of all 3-5 schools on south side of Decatur. I like the option of having a 35 on the north side as well to serve northern neighborhoods. I do like the idea of putting 3-5
together in multiple schools versus having such large 4-5 as we have today. Would rather our kids
have a chance for smaller 3-5 environments than larger but prefer option 1B to achieve this.

•

Changing schools is big step and better faced at an older age when children are more mature. The
transition at 3rd grade is too soon. Many more responsibilities are placed on FAVE students and
3rd graders are not ready for that transition. Developmentally, this is not an appropriate time to
transition to a larger school that has older children. EL is more appropriate for 3rd graders than IB.
Less walkability.

•

Changing to. K 2 3-5 setup, during the same year as opening two new schools would be disruptive.
The rezoning that will have to be done will disrupt students and families in all schools.

•

Con: only two elementary schools in child-heavy South Decatur. Many Oakhurst/Winnona Park
parents and children would have to travel across the RR tracks and through congested Downtown
Decatur to their newly assigned schools. All 4-5 schools will continue to be south of the RR tracks,
not solving the difficulties that Northside parents and students have getting to F.AVE every
morning.

•

Concern about all 3-5 grades being south of college

•

Concern about all 3-5 schools being on the south side of town.

•

Concern- increased traffic and congestion around Oakhurst. Longer travel time for northern
students

•

Concern over uprooting the educational system that has been based around a K-3 Structure

•

Concerned about traffic with the school locations. Do not like the 3rd grade program having to
change to I.B.
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•

Concerns about all 3-5 schools on the South side of Decatur and traffic on Mead add.

•

Concerns about traffic crossing the tracks. Some parents have asserted that it would be difficult to
manage children attending two different schools at this distance/commute.

•

Concerns regarding traffic and lack of walkability for this option. It does not provide a 3/4/5 option
on the North side of college.

•

Convenient for our kids to walk to regarding both K-2 and 3-5

•

Converting Oakhurst does not make sense due to it close proximity to FAV

•

Convinced by teacher at our table at the meeting that grouping students k-2 and 3-5 makes sense in
terms of curriculum and behavioral/developmental cut point. But there is concern for traffic issues
with both Oakhurst Elementary and the 4/5 academy both starting at the same time using the same
thoroughfare.

•

Creating a traffic nightmare with both 3-5 or 4-5 on one side of the city. Traffic arteries are already
congested, will be more so. Dislike the 3-5 option, prefer 4-5. Do not feel comfortable with my 3rd
grader walking longer distances.

•

Creating a traffic plan for Mead would be critical. Perhaps a drop-off zone with paid crossing
guards and parent volunteer group on E. College and Mead, so that cars would not all have to turn
down Mead and then clog up Oakhurst roads.

•

Data should be provided to show that third grade students would thrive in an environment where
they are put in a school with 4th and 5th grade. Without such data, this is a big change and the city
needs a valid reason other than overcrowding to show this is beneficial to our children.

•

Decatur has become such a white, upper class, European-luxury-car-driving clone of Roswell that
all of this just stinks of demographic manipulation and the spray-paint-and-Styrofoam fantasy that
the schools are "excellent."

•

Decatur is a very walkable city. This proposal virtually eliminates this element for schools for
younger children.

•

Decatur shifted from the K-5 model approx. 12 years ago. This re-configuration led to considerable
upheaval for many families and the aftermath of re-districting to accommodate population growth
created scenarios where some children went to 3 different schools in 3 years. Also, is there really
enough of research to warrant shifting the entire school system to a K-2 model. Children gain
considerable leadership skills during their 3rd grade year and anecdotally, I've seen this as a great
help in their moving to the much larger 4/5 Academy. This option also will create an exacerbated
affect on the South side of Decatur re: busing and parent transportation. Lastly, while the K-2
system is being done in other places, how much evidence is there regarding the long-term success
of this configuration.

CITY SCHOOLS OF DECATUR

PAGE 16

COMMUNITY MEETING REPORT: COMMENTS

3/30/2017

QUESTION 2
•

Dislike all 3-5 schools south of the tracks like that students spend three years at each elementary
school like that 3rd grade joins with 4/5 to better match natural curriculum changes

•

Dislike eliminating the K-3 at Oakhurst; eliminates a lot of the "walkability" of the neighborhood.
Redistricting to send Oakhurst kids to College Heights will break up the community. Dislike
having all 3-5 schools on south side of College Ave. Dislike having 2 of the 3 (3-5 schools) in
Oakhurst. Mead Rd and the Oakhurst village will see significant traffic increases and they do not
want or cannot handle it. I believe removing 3rd grade from the school structure could be a
problem for the 3rd graders due to level of maturity/similarities in development with the K-2 group
vs. 4-5 grades.

•

Dislike having all 3-5 schools in same area. Difficult for those that must commute and also difficult
for neighborhood receiving traffic. I also think having K-2 schools deprives 3rd graders of the
leadership roles they now have.

•

Dislike that all 3-5 schools are on the south side Like that Oakhurst is closer in size to the other 3-5
schools

•

Dislike that all three 3-5 schools are on south-side of tracks, and especially the proximity of
Oakhurst and FAVE. Also, re-assigning OES kids to CH makes it less feasible to walk to school for
families. And, the traffic on Mead would be a disaster.

•

Dislike that both 3-5 schools are on the south side in close proximity to each other.

•

Dislike the fact that both 3-5 schools are within blocks of each other

•

Dislike the travel distance and traffic congestion to and from the 3-5 school from home when
crossing the railroad tracks from the north side of Decatur. If there was a way to cross the railroad
tracks safely while walking, we could walk to the 3-5 school in this option. Like that the children
are at each school for 3 years.

•

Dislike traffic problems and related safety issues related to so many schools south of the railroad.

•

Dislike, All 3-5 schools south of the train tracks. Dislike, the increase in traffic on Mead Rd.

•

Dislike: - Taking away 3rd grade leadership opportunities - I have a special needs child currently in
2nd grade. By the time this is implemented, she will move from F.Ave in 4th grade, to a different
school for 5th grade and switch again for 6th grade (middle school). This can be VERY traumatic for
a special needs child who does not thrive in unpredictable scenarios.

•

Dislike: 3-5 schools so close together south of College Ave. Like: the K-2, 3-5 configuration

•

Dislike: Oakhurst would lose its neighborhood early elementary school, so the smallest students
who walk/bike the shortest distances may not be able to walk/bike to school. Dislike: All 3-5 schools
and the middle school would be on the same side of the tracks = more traffic for our most difficult
intersections, and missed opportunity for increasing walkability for 3-5 graders who live on north
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side. Dislike: More kids would have to be driven by car to Oakhurst 3-5 and traffic is already
terrible on Mead in the mornings.
•

Dislike: there is no reason to cause change for the sake of change. Altering the grade level
placement causes and unnecessary breakup of the EL methodology in K-3 and IB methodology in
4/5. Additionally creating three separate 3/5 academies defeats the purpose elementary schools
prior to middle school. Finally, this creates the worst of the traffic measures, clogging College Ave.

•

Dislike-disruption to current school models and the need for training teachers on a different
curriculum style (3rd grade transitioning to IB curriculum?). Less time for students to be in one
school together for K-3. Like-Students would have 3 years at 3-5 allowing them to have less time
transitioning as in the current model (4th grade is transitioning in and 5th grade is transitioning
out). Students in 3rd grade would be better aligned with their academic development with 4-5
grades as compared to currently as with K-2 grades.

•

Dislikes: -All 3-5's south of College -Mead Rd and surrounding streets cannot handle the traffic this
option would bring

•

Disruptive to all current school configurations; poor walkability w/ all 3-5 schools south of College.

•

Do not like traffic influx to south of College and increased Mead Rd congestion.

•

Do not support taking 3rd grade classes away from neighborhood elementary schools. If this
format has to be undertaken then at least one 3-5 school should be north of College Avenue.

•

Does not maintain the K-3 walkable neighborhood schools. This is of utmost importance that every
neighborhood maintains the local k-3 school that is walkable. Older kids at the 4-5 level are more
mobile and can ride bikes more easily so it makes sense for the 4-5 schools to be less centrally
located in the neighborhoods while priority is given to keep k-3 schools central to each
neighborhood.

•

Doesn't make sense geographically. The two 4-5 schools are too close in Oakhurst. I also worry that
two K-2 schools is not enough to serve those south of the tracks

•

Doesn't make sense to have 2 of the 3-5 schools so close together. Would make much more sense for
bussing and overall having students closer to their schools (from k-5) to spread them out. I think
this would have a not-insignificant impact on traffic. Not just that they're both of the south side of
town but both on the southwest and extremely close together. The only benefit I can see is that
there is not as much of a seat deficit in this plan. (I live in Winona Park so losing Oakhurst as a k-3
would likely not affect my children's' school placement directly).

•

Doesn't overwhelm at 3-5 level

•

Don't agree wit 3rd graders being in with the 4-5 grades. Like the K-3 and 4-5 model as it has been
working and prepares the 4-5 graders for middle school
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•

Don't change it just add a new 4/5 academy!

•

Don't change the grade grouping!

•

Don't like all 3 schools being south of the W. College Ave.

•

Don't like all 3/5 schools being on one side of the tracks

•

Don't like the distribution so that no K-3 school is on Northside. The Northside got a raw deal when
Westchester was closed unnecessarily; let's not repeat the mistake.

•

Don't like the geography layout

•

Don't like the idea of closing Oakhurst elementary, also puts a lot of schools in Oakhurst. I like that
it would be a better distribution of kids among the proposed 3-5 schools. Don't like the uncertainty
about what school we would be in.

•

Don't like the idea of the 3rd being mixed with the older kids. Would prefer the 3rd graders stay
with the younger age children as long as possible

•

Don't want to lose our neighborhood k-3 school. And having all the traffic for grades 3-5 for the
CSD in Oakhurst is untenable. Our streets are not larger enough to accommodate large volume and
because of the distance from the other side of Decatur majority of the students wouldn't walk
anymore but would be driven from neighborhoods of the North side of the city.

•

Elimination of 4-5 school is a huge plus!

•

Even though this makes the most sense in terms of available "seats" for 2020/21 it creates a
bottleneck in Oakhurst village. Commuting south of the tracks would be a nightmare. It would
impact the local community there who tend to socialize at the local parks and restaurants after
school lets out. This option also puts us at 97% capacity for the K-2 and 91% for 3-5. I really believe
our K-2 demographic is growing faster and more space in the future for this group is essential. I
would also like to see a 3-5 option above the tracks.

•

Families that live north of the tracks will have limited walking options from grades 3 - 8. That is six
years! It seems natural clusters (K-2, 3-5) should be based on neighborhood proximity. We live on
Sycamore Drive and the one year we attended College Heights meant adding a lot of traffic to our
commutes. Also, we frequently walk to school--there are cognitive, emotional, and health benefits
of doing so. Moving six years of schooling across the railroad tracks eliminates that option. Decatur
City is committed to becoming a pedestrian friendly city. This option defies that initiative, and
impacts the children greatly. Not OK.

•

Feel very strongly that there should be a higher elementary school on the north side of tracks.

•

First of all, the challenges say "Traffic concerns for Mead." What about Feld? Feld Ave is the street
people who drive use. Mead is almost all foot and bike traffic. The very fact that statement is
written in such a way indicates someone did not do their homework, which calls in to question the
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thoroughness and thoughtfulness of all of this work. It is not hard to identify car traffic is on Feld
for Oakhurst Elem and yet you missed it. What else have you missed? Feld is incredibly narrow,
and introducing all the traffic would be a nightmare. I do not support having both 3-5 on the south
side. I also think some of the capacity concerns in other options could be smoothed out if children
of COD and CSD employees were put in the schools with smaller enrollments and not at the school
of the parents' choice.
•

First, prefer the 3-5 option generally. It eliminates having a two year school experience where
parents are less likely to get/be involved and kids don't have time to settle in. Second, this option
puts a 3-5 school within a reasonable range of families in the northwest section of the city.
Currently, the distance to FAVE means parents are less able to be at the school and engage with the
school community. It leaves parents feeling disconnected, which affects students. Also makes
connecting with new families difficult. It also makes some students spend an unreasonable amount
of time on a bus getting to and from school.

•

First, the shift to the K-2 and 3-5 formats provides greater opportunity for collaboration for
teachers, and the configuration in either option 1a or 1b eases crowding in the schools. The 3 year
stints at the elementary level will increase parental involvement over the current 4-5 configuration.
Second, the use of Oakhurst as a 3-5 evens the K-2 opportunities throughout the city, preserving the
community feel for those grades. The concentration of 3-5 on the south side of the city preserves the
status quo, which is presently that all 4-5 graders have to travel to Oakhurst. Option 1a does the
very best with crowding issues, and that's why I think it's the best option overall for the
community.

•

For those of us on the North side of town, there is no great option. That being said, being able to
split the population between Oakhurst and Tally Street seems a better option than crowding us all
into Glennwood. Option 1A, has a logical transition for growth. - I am not supportive of the 3-5
model unless the administration makes a change so that these schools are more nurturing. 3rd
grade is too young to be expected to be as independent as the current 4/5 academy. The culture at
4/5 is decidedly older. If a transition to 3-5 is going to be made, a serious conversation about
expectations of teachers, their communication with parents, and the administrations openness to
community needs to be addressed.

•

For travel and traffic reasons, do not support having two 4-5 schools in such close proximity to each
other and not central in Decatur. Leaves one of the areas with highest concentration of young
children without an elementary school. Right now, so many who walk to school would unable
under new plan. Also, not supportive of K-2/3-5 split. Too difficult on families to almost always
have their children at all different schools

•

From a numbers perspective, Option 1A appears to be the option with a percent utilization that is
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not overcrowded at the onset and will accommodate a growing student population if those trends
continue. Converting Oakhurst ES to a 3-5 since it is the largest of the current K-3 schools makes
sense for space reasons. It is the best building to accommodate larger numbers of students.
•

Geographic distribution of 3-5 schools is a problem, Oakhurst and 5th Ave are too close together to
handle all the traffic. Traffic issues will arise from all directions around Oakhurst, Mead Rd as an
exit point, Feld Ave as an entrance point, College Ave and Leyden St as arteries for aforementioned
streets. Available outdoor/recreation space is insufficient at Oakhurst for kids in 3rd through 5th
grade, need more adequate space to play.

•

Geographic distribution of schools and impact on walkability and traffic Moving 3rd graders out of
expeditionary learning model a year earlier. Too much stress for 3rd graders Removing 3rd graders
as role models and leaders to younger students

•

Geographic spread is lopsided with all 3-5 schooling south of the tracks

•

Geography is the problem with this option - all 3-5 schools are south of RR tracks. 3rd graders have
to cross tracks.

•

Getting all kids in 3-5 to schools south of the tracks would be a traffic nightmare. Untenable for
working parents to sit in that traffic, walking or biking is out of the question with the dangerous
traffic along those corridors and distance would be very far for many families. Third graders are
also still quite young and probably not ideal to put them in large schools with 4th and 5th graders,
who are developmentally quite different from third graders.

•

Given 3-5 schools would start each school day at the same time, I'd be concerned about traffic
before and after school since these would both be in south Decatur.

•

Given the concentration of population and walkability considerations, I like 1a in that it provides 35 grades locations "on both sides of the tracks" and increases capacity in this range although I admit
capacity may be more needed in the K-2 but what happens when they move up? 1b seems
awkward in that there is overcrowding in the 3-5 range if at full capacity in the K-2?

•

Gives a more equitable geographic distribution of elementary schools. 3-5 is a better division of the
k-5 curriculum. Relieves some transportation stress for north side families while maintaining plenty
of walkable options for south side families.

•

Glennwood is smaller than Oakhurst and the long term deficit on the number of students that
Glennwood can hold.

•

Glennwood should remain an elementary school.

•

Good: Lowest probability for overcrowding Highest likelihood for favorable teacher ratios Prefer
the division of k-2 and 3-5 Bad: Concentration of 3-5 south of college - Oakhurst and FAVE are so
close to each other Traffic stemming from the above
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•

Hate all options past 2nd are on south side

•

Having 3rd and 5th graders attend the same (large) school is not a good option for probably most
3rd graders. This options also contradicts the districts strategy to create K-3 and 4/5 learning
environments which could be subject to discussion in itself. Perhaps the traditional K-5 model
would actually be the best option which is not being considered. This would keep all the schools
relatively small and capacity could be managed through proper zoning. We currently live in
Westchester but our first grader takes the bus or we drive her by Westchester to go to Clairemont.
Kids from the Clairemont area walk to Westchester? Doesn't make sense to not increase capacity of
schools that are in growing areas (portables or remodels could actually solve for capacity as well)

•

Having all 3 of the 3-5 schools south of the tracks and the current 4-5 & Oakhurst so close together.
It will break up the Oakhurst neighborhood to send K-2 to different schools to balance the
capacities.

•

Having all 3-5 schools on the Southside seems untenable for the roadways and overall traffic flow.
Additionally, having all K-2 students in the Oakhurst neighborhood put in a building or buildings
so far from their homes would make transportation difficult, would destroy walkability for our
youngest students and families (right when those healthy habits are being formed), and would
fracture the neighborhood school model.

•

Having all 3-5 schools south of College is challenging for people on other side. Traffic is already
bad enough through Oakhurst in the afternoon. It will only get worse. I do like that there is still
space for more kids in 2020-21.

•

Having all 3-5 schools south of the railroad tracks would not be as good as 1B.

•

Having all 3-5 schools south of the tracks is hard on families on all sides.

•

Having all of the 3-5 schools on the south side would likely increase traffic.

•

Having all the 3-5 schools on one side of Decatur will be difficult and eliminates the ability for
many students to walk to school (just when they are old enough to consider walking to school by
themselves). It also puts a good portion of Oakhurst residents not within walking distance of their
elementary school.

•

Having all three 3-5 on same side of town is not desirable. With this option, most of people that live
in north side of the town will not be within walking distance to any of 3-5 schools. Hence, you will
have to provide transportation for 1/2 of the city to their 3-5 schools. The bus schedules become
more challenging with less students being able to walk to 3-5 school (especially in the north side).

•

Having all three 3-5 school south of the train tracks seems unfair to those living north of the tracks.
Given there are only a few intersections to cross the tracks (on either side of the Renfroe and
Decatur HS, no less), it seems traffic would be an issue/hindrance for the parents/children who live
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in North Decatur. We lived in San Francisco prior to moving to Decatur, and their public school
assignments are determined by lottery, not by proximity, and it created traffic issues because of
people having to drive all the way across town to their 'assigned' schools, even if there was a school
across the street from their home. I would appreciate a traffic study to determine how this plan
would affect school commutes in Decatur.
•

Having all three of the 3-5 school on the south side will cause too much traffic in that area.
Walkability would no longer be an option for us.

•

Having both 3-5 on one side of the tracks will be too much. Also the neighborhood streets around
Oakhurst elementary are not conducive to 3-5 school traffic. It barely accommodates the current
students' traffic and most of them walk to school because live nearby.

•

Having both 4/5 academies on the south side might be harder for the north side.

•

Having just two K-2 schools on the south side of Decatur would be unwise, given the growth in this
part of the city. Traffic at Oakhurst Elementary would go from bad to terrible.

•

Having kids at a school for only two years is a bad idea. First, there is no community. Second,
problems don't get solved because kids are only there for two years.

•

Having multiple schools for K-2 allows each neighborhood/area to have its own elementary school
within a 10-15 minute walking distance. This is a big benefit for kids of all ages - to be able to walk
to school, have that sense of community and get exercise before school. Having 3 separate 3-5
schools breaks down the sizes of the current 4/5 (FAVE) allowing for an easier adjustment of
children coming from a school of 250/300 rather than in to a school as large as FAVE is now.
Question here would be zoning - will the current Oakhurst k-3 families be zoned for College
Heights for K-2 - or how far will they have to go?

•

Having the 3-5 grades in such proximity to each other doesn't take advantage of what makes
Decatur great. Walkability!!! The kids from the North side of town must be bussed or driven to
school.

•

Having two 3-5 schools 0.7 miles apart is not reasonable. Think of the traffic problems and buses.

•

Highly disruptive to existing system I don't have enough information on K-2/3-5 vs K-3/4-5 to feel
as if I am making an informed decision. Losing walkability for younger kids I am not clear on how
bus routes would be impacted

•

I am a current Oakhurst parent with a younger child coming up as well. We love our school and
losing this as our neighborhood elementary school would be a huge detriment to our
neighborhood's walkability and "small town within a small town" community that we love. It
would leave our entire community without an elementary school we can walk to! It would also
create huge traffic headaches as half the city would have to drive across the train tracks to bring
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their kids to schools on the side south and then all drive back.
•

I am a parent of a now middle schooler. I moved twice when he was K-3, first to be in Oakhurst and
then to go back to Oakhurst after he was redistricted in 2nd grade and spent a year at Winnona
Park. I continue to choose Oakhurst among the CSD schools and want my younger son to be able to
attend Oakhurst, not another elementary. I now live 2 blocks from Oakhurst and will not be excited
to be driving or biking him across town. We live too far from any other elementary option for him
to travel alone, at any point, in my opinion. I believe that our younger children should be in
neighborhood schools. That is one of the advantages of our system, which my family will lose
under option 1A.

•

I am a resident of Glennwood Estates and I like the K-3 model and the 4-5 model.

•

I am against a K-2 model. Prefer K-3 or ideally K-5

•

I am certainly in favor of the K-2 / 3-5 plans. I like 1a better than 1b because Oakhurst is larger than
Glennwood, so it would accommodate more students.

•

I am concerned about concentrating all students grades 3-5 in one part of our city. I worry about the
traffic and travel issues and about having all of those students in one area immediately after school.
I also would prefer to keep K-3 students together. I think that taking away third graders will really
change the feel of our primary schools, forcing second graders to take on leadership roles that they
are not developmentally appropriate for most.

•

I am concerned about the traffic on Mead Rd. It does not make sense in my mind to have Oakhurst
3/5 and Fave 3/5 so geographically close together.

•

I am concerned by the loss of neighborhood schools and the grade band change.

•

I am concerned that all of the 3-5 schools are located south of the train tracks and the resulting
traffic impact, as well as the loss of walkability which is something our family cherishes about
Decatur.

•

I am directly impacting by this option since I have a Kindergartner at Oakhurst. I would like to stay
at Oakhurst during his lower elementary school days.

•

I am fine with the k-2 and 3-5 model, but there MUST be a 3-5 north of the tracks in order to retain
the walkability that so many people value in CSD. There are known health (physical and mental)
and educational benefits to starting the day by walking to school. Traffic congestion will be awful if
all the 3-5 schools are south of the tracks. Unfortunately buses are underutilized in City of Decatur.

•

I am generally supportive of upper/lower elementary (k-2, 3-5) model, but less supportive of this
particular iteration than of 1b. I particularly do not support having all of the upper elementary
schools on one side of town and decreasing walkability for many students. The ability to walk and
ride bikes to school is one of the best things about CSD schools. Also, the elementary schools are
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really the heart of the neighborhood, so Northside neighborhoods would miss some of that.
•

I am not in favor of children changing schools after 2nd grade. Developing a secure base is essential
for their positive growth and development.

•

I am not so in favor of having three 3-5 schools. I appreciate CSDs previous efforts to bring students
from different schools together before middle school. If we were to go with either Option 1, the
traffic on Mead Road at pick-up and drop off concern me more than anything else.

•

I am not sure that I like the k-2/3-5 model. No research was presented on how that would be
beneficial to the children vs the k-3/ 4-5 that we have in place presently. Current Oakhurst
Elementary students would loose a walkable school. The only positive to me is that it utilizes the
buildings to capacity.

•

I am option to the option of moving 3rd grade in with 4 and 5. However, I think it's a bit tricky to
have all the 3-5 schools on the south side of College. Traffic is already a challenge, and walkability
really decreases.

•

I am very concerned about the levels of traffic this would bring to an already congested Oakhurst in
the mornings. I also feel this decreases walkability overall for our city schools.

•

I am very concerned about traffic flow issues on Mead Road if it becomes one of the only three 3-5
schools in Decatur. Currently FAVE is handling all of Decatur's 4-5 graders, however the road
situation around FAVE is much better.

•

I am very much against the K-2 / 3-5 model. Several years back, when the k-3 / 4-5 model was
presented, the main point for this configuration was that there was a maturity difference between
3rd graders and 4th graders. The teachers and administration pushed the point that this was a
natural break for students - that rising 4th graders would be ready for a change. After experiencing
this twice with my two children, I agree that there is a maturity that happens at the end of 3rd
grade. I agree that 4th and 5th graders are very different from the k-3rd graders. And although the
Academy only offered two years for these students, it was a good preparation for middle school. I
also believe that 2nd graders are going to be sad to leave their elementary school. I think that this is
too early for a transition and would be hard for many, if not all of the students.

•

I am very opposed to grouping 3rd graders with 4th and 5th graders. Talk about truncating
childhood! Give third graders the chance to be leaders at the top of their school, and to be in a
small, supportive environment for this essential learning year when so much is changing for them! I
am opposed to breaking up the neighborhood elementary schools FAVE is ranked so highly as a 45. Leave it alone, and build another at Talley Street! The neighborhood school concepts stops for
most of us in Decatur after 3rd grade- lets not rip that up altogether!

•

I am very supportive of moving to a K-2, 3-5 model. Curriculum bands are done in that way, so it
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would be more authentic. 3rd graders are considered intermediate grades, and I believe they would
be better served with the older students. It would give them an opportunity to grow their
independence. In addition, it would be more equitable if our schools were divided 3-3-3-4, creating
more support and parental involvement at the older elementary level. The K-2, 3-5 model is also
more widely used across the country. As far as which building should be used for the 3rd 3-5, there
seems to be no best answer. It is not ideal for all of those schools to be on the south side of Decatur.
However, the north side schools do not seem to have the capacity. Ideally, we would build out one
of the north schools to equally fit a 3-5 population. I do think that having one smaller 3-5 is not
ideal, but it would not be catastrophic. Plus having three 3-5s creates smaller grade level teams for
better planning and collaboration. It also eases kids into bigger schools, going from small to
medium to finally bigger at Renfroe.
•

I appreciate that this is the best overall from a capacity standpoint. According to what I've seen
analysis of the population this gives us the most wiggle room for the future and smallest classroom
sizes which should be everyone's top priorities. No option provides a walking 4/5 or 3/5 option for
those north of the tracks with the exception of the Glennwood neighborhood with option 1B so I
don't think that is really a reason not to do it. I don't understand the opposition to turning Oakhurst
to a 3/5 as it will still be a walking school for that neighborhood for 3 years with the K/2 nearby as
well.

•

I believe 3rd graders should not have to start at a new school, being the youngest.

•

I believe it gives the most equitable geographic plan for families. It also gives the greatest thought
to future growth needs of our elementary schools.

•

I believe it makes sense for Oakhurst to remain a K-3 (or switch to a K-2). It would cause too many
traffic issues to have all the 4-5 (or 3-5) south of College.

•

I believe it makes the most sense to have a 4/5 or 3-5 "above the tracks" from a logistics perspective.

•

I believe part of Decatur's value is the sense of individual community within a large community.
This is taken away from the citizens and children of Oakhurst when you remove the ability to
attend an elementary school in the small community.

•

I believe that it is a great idea to incorporate 3rd grade alongside the 4/5 grades. It is a chance for
the change in curriculum. 3rd grade is also a testing year, so all grades 3-5 that are testing would be
within the same buildings. There is enough room for all the projected incoming students with a
little room to spare for any additions.

•

I believe that K-2, 3-5 split is best option absent of K-5 schools. As a past teacher, I believe
curriculum is best split at the point to allow collaboration between teachers/grade levels. I also feel
like this splits allows educational resources to be better utilized and shared within a school. I also
like that this option seems to free up the most space in our schools. I do not like that all 3-5
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elementary schools would be clustered on the south side of Decatur, with Oakhurst and FAVE
being very close to each other. I would like to see 3-5 schools remain elementary schools and not
pre-middle schools in terms of social/emotional development for the kids.
•

I believe that the 4/5 schools should be evenly distributed across the district. Having students bused
south of College for those grades increases traffic across the district and overly taxes Oakhurst,
especially in the evenings. It also seems odd to have 2 upper elementary schools within .5 miles of
each other. Why not spread across the district?

•

I believe the existing k-3 format allows for a stronger foundation during the initial years of school,
encouraging a positive outlook on education and more self confidence. Shortening that time to K-2
will create disruption which could result in insecurity.

•

I believe third graders developmentally fit better in a lower elementary program and have more
opportunity for leadership at an age when building confidence and taking on responsibility is an
opportunity for growth. In general I believe longer grade spans are better for the children and
community because children are more known by their teachers and within the school community
throughout their time at a school. Also parents and children have less required of them learning
new systems. While it is beneficial to have teams who can work together, working across grade
levels can also be beneficial to the learning community and children are less seen narrowly and
bound by grades.

•

I believe traffic is and will continue to be a concern in Decatur, especially as it related to access
across the railroad tracks. Putting 3-8 grades on the south side of the tracks will not help that. It's
already a concern.

•

I completely disagree with combining 3/4/5 grades together in one school. elementary should
remain K-3. If an issue with the school is that kids in 4/5 don't consider the school to be elementary,
it will only become worse and that trend will start younger if you move 3rd graders into it. It will
not shift it back to feeling like an elementary program.

•

I completely dislike the K-2 arrangement. 3rd graders would not have a chance to develop
leadership through Ambassadors, Book Buddies, or other programs. No research has been
presented to support change to K-2. This discussion should be completely independent of facilities
decisions. Having 3 3-5th grade schools increases the chances for inequities and socio-economic
segregation across the schools. Given CSD's stated desire to decrease inequities, this would be a
step in the wrong direction.

•

I currently live 2 blocks from Glennwood on E. Ponce and have 2 ES aged children. My primary
concern with 1A lies in the uncertainty of rezoning efforts should it be approved. If I had more
certainty about being zoned to Glennwood for K-2 and Talley for 3-5, I could get behind this plan.
Without that level of certainty, I cannot fully support. We are a one car family, a decision supported
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by our community that also helps us afford to live in Decatur. The potential to lose walkability
leaves me with grave concerns for the community and my personal finances. We moved here 17
years ago for the walkability and now that we have small children are delighted to be able to live in
a place were they (and us) do not have to suffer a commute. Don't mess that up!
•

I disagree with a big transition before third grade milestone testing

•

I dislike 1a because it places the 3-5 schools on the same side of town.

•

I dislike 1A because it would necessarily result in the northern part of Oakhurst being redistricted
to Westchester or another K-2 elementary school outside of Oakhurst. Presumably these same
children would then attend Oakhurst Elementary for 3-5, while the rest of Oakhurst would attend
FAVE for 3-5. This means the Oakhurst community as a whole would never attend school together
at the elementary level. As we all know, many friendships and connections are made during these
early years, and it would be a huge loss to the Oakhurst community if the neighborhood children
never have the opportunity to attend school together until middle school, when the entire CSD
system joins together at one school. In addition, this option will result in huge traffic burden for
Oakhurst, particularly on Feld, Leyden and Mead Roads. If this option is seriously under
consideration, a traffic study should be conducted to see if it is even feasible for these roads to
handle school traffic if the vast majority of students are car riders from the northern section of the
city. Also, 1A will completely eliminate the ability of the Oakhurst students sent to a K-2 in the
northern section of city to walk to school. School walkability is a major reason people choose to live
in Decatur, particularly in the Oakhurst neighborhood. It would be a huge loss to the Oakhurst
community. Another concern with the K-2 model is that it will result in at least one K-2 (possibly
more) being split between two different 3-5 schools. Some 3rd graders will be sent to a new school
where they know very few other children. This seems unnecessarily disruptive and traumatic to
young friendships and will make the transition to upper elementary harder. Finally, it just
geographically does not make sense to send over 2/3s of the CSD 3-5 students to schools 1/2 mile
apart in one quadrant of the city. Logistically, it would make much more sense to place a 3rd 3-5 in
the northern section of the city. This option does not work for CSD!

•

I dislike clustering all three 3-5 schools on the south side of the tracks. I dislike the reconfiguration
from K-3 to K-2 and I dislike the loss of a unifying 4/5. I like the capacity the plan creates. I like the
creative/flexible thinking around utilizing existing buildings.

•

I dislike having all the 3-5s on one side of College Ave Traffic all condensed in one area Long
commutes/bus rides for north side families

•

I dislike having K-2 and 3-5.

•

I dislike option 1a as it results in all the 3-5 schools being located south of Howard. It is not evident
that the traffic impact has been analyzed in this approach and may result in necessary
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infrastructure improvements to accommodate the potential increase in North South traffic flow
across Howard.
•

I dislike that 1a puts the burden over potential overcrowding (97% utilization) on the K-2 schools at
an age when kids need smaller class sizes. Otherwise the utilization rates are quite similar for 1a
and 1b, just reversed (97% and 91% vs 90% and 100%). I dislike that 1a only has two K-2 schools
South of College Ave where we have a tremendous amount of young pre-school age children. From
a real estate perspective it is apparent that a larger number of pre-school age children are coming to
South Decatur, particularly in Oakhurst, College Heights, and the SE Candler corridor where we
still have a large inventory of small bungalows that are converting from Senior Citizens' homes to
either more affordable first-time homes, or tear downs where new homes with often 4-6 bedrooms
are being built. We need to plan for greater K-2 capacity south of the tracks. I dislike in 1a that all 35 schools are south of W College Ave. This strongly discourages walking at an age when most kids
who are able will walk to school. This is an immeasurable benefit of our very walkable community,
with crossing guards and Safe Routes to School. Studies show that learning is improved when kids
walk to school and arrive with "awake" brains, and there are enormous social benefits, and
environmental benefits. Further, Mead Rd is already a very congested rd. even with a much smaller
school than the proposed 3-5, where currently over half the school regularly walks to school. Mead
Rd would not handle the volume of traffic that would come with a 3-5 school at Oakhurst, since
most kids would likely come from the other side of College Ave and we would therefore have a
higher percentage of car riders. I wish we had the cost of each option to also consider since
ultimately this may be a deciding factor since we have so many demands on our limited financial
resources.

•

I dislike That all 3-5 school would be south of E College street. Another negative is that it wouldn't
be walker friendly or even bike friendly since crossing over College is difficult.

•

I dislike that all 4-5 schools are south of the train tracks. This creates a serious traffic problem.

•

I dislike that both 3-5 schools are South of the railroad tracks.

•

I dislike that both upper elementary schools are south of College.

•

I dislike that the 345's are all south of the tracks

•

I dislike the fact that with 1a, all schools have to go through structural changes. This would cause a
vast instability among the community/children/teachers and would lower the quality of education
Decatur has to offer. Also, dividing resources of 3-5 among 3 schools is not feasible and too costly/
ineffective to perform.

•

I dislike the k-2 model and disruption

•

I dislike the transitioning from a small school to a larger one for rising 3rd graders. It is emotionally
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difficult. Older kids are better equipped to handle it.
•

I dislike the two 3-5 schools both being in Oakhurst. It makes more sense for one to be on the other
side of the city.

•

I do not want Oakhurst to be converted to 3-5. I would like to walk my young children to school.

•

I do not agree with the 3rd-5th grade model. Third graders are just turning 8 years old and should
remain in the elementary school with the younger children. Sending them to a 3rd/5th Academy
will force them to grow up quickly. I have a child in 4th grade and one in 1st grade now, and the
change in the expectations regarding personal responsibility and personal motivation from
elementary school to FAve is significant. Additionally, the teachers are more hands off and some
children still need that teacher involvement in 3rd grade.

•

I do not believe 3rd graders should be moved and put in with 4-5th.

•

I do not believe children will old enough walk to FAVE in 3rd grade.

•

I do not believe that 3rd graders should be grouped with 4th and 5th graders. In third grade,
children should be still learning to read, not reading to learn. I simply don't think continuing to
"push down" our expectations is helping the children grow and develop.

•

I do not feel 3rd graders are mature enough to be mixed in with 4th and 5th graders.

•

I do not like having 3 upper elementary south of the tracks w only 2 lower elementary w much
lower student capacity.

•

I do not like having all the 3-5 options in Oakhurst and south of the tracks. I feel it puts a heavy
infrastructure burden on that community with increased traffic, fractures the Oakhurst
neighborhood, and puts a heavy commuting burden on families north of the tracks. These cons are
not out-weighed by the pros of a few more seats, especially when 1b meets seat need projections
and does not have the aforementioned issues.

•

I do not like how the 3-5 schools are mostly grouped on one side of the city. Seems like it creates a
lot of traffic issues. I also do not like the idea of changing the configuration of the grades (unless we
are able to go back to K-5).

•

I do not like moving the K-2 out of the center of Oakhurst to the fringe of the neighborhood. Am
also concerned that the volume of children in Oakhurst will mean they will be split up between
College Heights and Winona (neither are easy walking distance for most K through 2's. It is also a
challenge to have all 3-5's on the South side of town.

•

I do not like reconfiguring the grade schools into K-2 and 3-5. Keeping 3rd graders with the
younger grades is very important so that they have more time to "be kids", and so that they have
the opportunity to be leaders in their environment.

•

I do not like that all 3-5 schools are south of College, making commutes and traffic and issue
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(especially with the impact of the railroad tracks).
•

I do not like that all 3-5 schools will be south of the railroad tracks. This seems like a horrible idea
from a logistics and traffic perspective.

•

I do not like that all 3-5 schools would be on the south side.

•

I do not like that the 3-5 schools would all be on one side of town.

•

I do not like that there is no 3-5 school north of E. College

•

I do not like the fact all 3-5 schools are in Oakhurst. This creates a lot of traffic and burdens parents
north of the tracks.

•

I do not like the idea of changing the schools to K-2 and 3-5 in general. Having two of the 3-5
schools in close proximity in Oakhurst, and a third also on the south side of town seems like a
major inconvenience for families that live in the north part of the city and would likely increase
traffic in already congested areas with the increased busing and car riders. For those of us in
Oakhurst, losing an easily walkable K-2 school in a tight knit neighborhood would be horrible.

•

I do not like the idea of having all the 3-5 schools on the south side and specifically two within 1/2 a
mile of each other. The traffic would be horrendous for those specially living in Oakhurst and
around Mead Rd, Feld Ave, and Leydon. I also do not like the idea of potentially splitting Oakhurst
kids in half. I do not like that we would lose our k-2 and those kids would potentially be split
between College Heights, Westchester, and maybe Winnona. Are those schools even capable of
handling that many students from Oakhurst? I am also concerned with how this could be
potentially harmful to Clairemont and could split that neighborhood up between Oakhurst 3-5 and
the new 3-5 on Tally. I am in favor of a k-2, 3-5 system, but not at this option.

•

I do not like the k-2 model but of the 1a/1b options this makes more sense by the numbers and
population base.

•

I do not like the k-2 school model. I don't like seeing Oakhurst become a 3-5 school.

•

I do not see how the traffic situation with this option will be workable for residents of Mead and
Feld. I also do not like that all of the 3-5 schools are south of the tracks. This is hard for both north
end residents (who will have to bus or otherwise transport) their children a distance) and South
Decatur residents who will see intolerable traffic and a change in the character of their
neighborhoods due to this traffic.

•

I do not support the 3rd to 5th grade model. Third graders should remain in the K to 3rd system.
They are only 8 years old. They learn to be leaders and have additional confidence building
opportunities by being the "oldest" in the K to 3rd environment. If it came down to 1A or 1B, it is
more fair to Decatur residents to choose 1A in order to balance out the locations of the 5 elementary
schools. Removing Glennwood from K-2 is much more dangerous for kids because they would

CITY SCHOOLS OF DECATUR

PAGE 31

COMMUNITY MEETING REPORT: COMMENTS

3/30/2017

QUESTION 2
have to cross both Commerce and College to get to school if walking. Changing Oakhurst would be
much safer for all Decatur kids.
•

I do not think any geography within CSD should have to lose its elementary school. CSD is striving
to be one of the best small school districts in the nation, and Decatur is striving to be an active,
walking community. Both these principles are fundamental to our community. All plans except 2
disenfranchise a major portion of our city.

•

I do not think it is a good idea to have both 3-5 schools on the south side of the railroad tracks for
several reasons. The traffic would be terrible and it would eliminate a community feel for the 3-5
students and families who do not live in the Oakhurst neighborhood.

•

I do not think it would be in Decatur's best interest to have all 3 thru 5 schools on one side of town,
not allowing them all to be walk-able by most in all neighborhoods, therefore adding more car
traffic to the one side of town that the 3 to 5 yr. schools are located.

•

I do not think that the k-2/ 3-5 split is beneficial to the 3rd graders. If we had the choice, I would
vote for a k-5 option. I also do not like that this option has no 3-5 schools north of the tracks. With
traffic in Decatur, this is not an acceptable option.

•

I do not want to give up Oakhurst as a k-3 school

•

I don't believe third graders are old enough for a large school

•

I don't have any preferences----whatever works for the greater good.

•

I don't like 1a based on the challenges presented in the options packet.

•

I don't like 3-5 plan

•

I don't like changing the grade groupings to a k-model since the current model works well it's even
gotten awards!

•

I don't like taking the community k-3 school from Oakhurst. also I don't like changing it to a k2modwl since the current model works well!

•

I don't like that all of the 3-5 schools are on one side of College. My child currently attends 1st grade
at Westchester and I have a EC pre-K student and that drive is insane. I am hoping to not have to
do something similar in the future. the 1b option of Glennwood would be a great alternative and
keep us closer to one area, instead of having to go to Westchester and FAVE.

•

I don't like that all of the 3-5 schools will be on the south side of the City with two of them in
Oakhurst. That, undoubtedly, will result in some very strange divisions - how much of Oakhurst
will actually attend Oakhurst Elementary and how will the students north of the tracks be split up as well as a lot of added car and bus traffic through Oakhurst, particularly around Oakhurst
Elementary, and crossing the train tracks generally.

•

I don't like that all of the 3-5th grade schools are south of college Ave.
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•

I don't like that Oakhurst would no longer have an elementary school, which is one of the reasons
we moved here. I think having all the 3/5 schools across the tracks would contribute to traffic. I feel
like this is most disruptive option for the great staff, culture and resources that have already been
cultivated at our schools.

•

I don't like the clustering of all 3-5 schools

•

I don't like the idea of 2 3-5 schools in Oakhurst.

•

I don't like the idea of all 3-5 schools being on the same side of town. I like the idea of all the
elementary schools the same.

•

I don't like the idea of all the 3-5 grades being south of College Ave. I'm worried about the cost of
the buses and the traffic.

•

I don't like the idea of changing k-3 schools to a 3-5 school, especially if the change is not standard
throughout Decatur.

•

I don't like the lack of walkability for Oakhurst K-2

•

I don't like the loss of walkability with this plan, but it is does have the benefit of looking like we
won't be back in this same position again in 5 years. I'm also very concerned about the traffic this
would bring to both Mead Rd. and Feld.

•

I don't like this option because all the 3-5 schools are on one side of the tracks. I feel they should be
spread out more.

•

I don't live in Oakhurst, but I respect the concern of its residents regarding losing their
neighborhood school. I think the traffic challenge is a significant one.

•

I don't see how this is advantageous as regards combining students at 4th grade. There would still
be three different schools to combine in 6th grade/middle school. How is this helpful compared
with a K-5 option? All of the 3-5 schools are still in the south part of the city and would still mean
very early bus schedules from kids furthest north in the city. K-5 sounds like a better option (of the
reasons listed, 3 are actually identical - same point, reworded three different ways....!!!) Another
wiser option would be to add on to existing K-3 schools to increase capacity. Lastly, what is the
solution for when all of these students reach 6-8 and 9-12, capacity-wise? It would be a better course
of action to think longer-term. However, if neighboring districts and schools improve, it is very
likely that enrollment will not continue to increase, and may likely decrease again (ebb/flow).

•

I don't think it makes sense to have both of the 3–5 schools south of the tracks. It would also make
having a walkable elementary school difficult for many Oakhurst residents.

•

I don't think the currently released data supports moving to a 3-5 model.

•

I don't think we should change the current model of k3 schools. to K2 , 3-5. There is a value in the 45 grade model.
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•

I don't think we should invest so much in the ECLC. We should focus on servicing the grade-level
schools first. Why can't we use that money to build out Glennwood as a 3-5? I think there needs to
be a 3-5 school on the north side so we can reduce the amount of traffic in Oakhurst. It doesn't seem
fair that all the north Decatur families have to travel so far. Making Oakhurst ES a 3-5 will cripple
Mead Rd and it seems silly to have another one so close to the other 3-5 on Fifth Ave.

•

I experienced the tumult in CSD when we reconfigured to create the 4/5. Option 1b moves too
many of our community members.

•

I feel strongly that third grade should be kept in the same school as K-2nd. It provides them
leadership and teaching opportunities and provides them a stable community for a longer period of
time.

•

I feel that a 3-5 school should exist in a school on both the north side of town as well as the south
side. Therefore this option is just OK to me since it does not provide a note side solution for kids in
grades 3-5

•

I feel the logistical issues this option provides are not good for anyone - current traffic in the area is
not good, bringing additional traffic to this location will not benefit anyone

•

I feel there should be a 4-5 or 3-5 school on the north side of the tracks. I think distribution will be
easier this way and less traffic all around.

•

I have a preference for Options 1a and 1b because they take advantage of the opportunity of new
construction to continue to develop and enhance CSD. It appears this model can provide some
flexibility in the future.

•

I have a slight preference for the options that group grades 3-5 together only because I think staying
in one school for longer might promote friendship amongst the students.

•

I have been an elementary school teacher since 1999. I have taught in k-8, k-5 and k-3. It is awful
that our 4th graders are not part of a younger school model. They lose the benefit of being mentors
and thinking about their impact on younger children. To lump third graders into this would be
even worse. I have a child in the 4/5 and in the k-3. F.Ave is a wonderful school, but it doesn't feel
nor act like an elementary school. Please do not push third graders into this model. I have taught
3rd, 4th and 5th grade for my whole career. Thirds need to be in the lower elementary groupings.
Ideally, all schools should be pre k- k, then 1-4, then 5-8.

•

I have lived in Decatur for 14 years, have 3 children in CSD and professionally, I am a real estate
developer. The main reason that I hear potential new homeowners list why they want to move to
Decatur is for the schools. After they state this, they say they want their child to be able to walk to
school. This option 1A fundamentally alters the ability for our young children to walk to school.
First, by taking the 3rd grade from the "neighborhood" K-3 schools this Option will increase the
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need for 3rd grade parents to drive. Second, by locating all of the 3-5 schools South of the train
tracks it will become physically dangerous (impossible) for half of the North population to walk to
school for grades 3-5 (FYI, I live in Oakhurst and this configuration will not affect me).
Additionally, I have not heard sufficient reasons why a K-2, 3-5 configuration is really "The Best"
option for our children. I realize that our schools are overcrowded. Believe me I've participated in
this process for the past 14 years. What I don't understand is why the need to add additional
classroom space should alter the fundamental structure of how the CSD elementary school years
are clustered together. A lot of time and energy was spent creating the current K-3 and 4-5 grade
structure. Unfortunately, it appears the current enrollment committee is using reassignment of
grade levels as the main option to allocate additional space. In fact what must be decided first,
INDEPENDENT of the enrollment evaluation is what is the BEST grade configuration for the
children. I believe this was performed around 13 years ago and the current K-3 and 4-5 grade
structure was created. Another way to ask this is, "if today we did not have the necessity to build
new schools would we be discussing realigning the schools to a K-2 and 3-5 format"....I'm an active
member of this City an active member of the three different schools that my children attend and I
have never heard that the K-3 4-5 school structure is not working and there are other better options.
•

I have significant concerns about clustering two 3-5 schools so close together. I also feel like it
would be beneficial to have a 3-5 on the Northside.

•

I have two concerns about Option 1a. The first is that Oakhurst is seeing a lot of growth and
development, with many new young families and the school is already beyond capacity. Removing
it and making all the young kids travel further (which often means driving, since they will not walk
as far as middle schoolers) will increase traffic and be a significant disruption. It would create more
problems that would then have to be resolved, and paid for, in future years. The second concern is
the one already listed, that both 4-5 schools would be south of the tracks, creating congestion and
bottlenecks at the railroad crossings.

•

I hope that schools for k-3 students remain in vicinity of household as much as possible.

•

I indicated neutral as I'm concerned about traffic with all ES schools being south of the RR tracks. I
know the city is working to implement solutions to make crossings safer and easier for pedestrians
and bikes and kids, but on a really rainy day or really cold day many folks will opt for the car even
with improvements in place. The thing I liked about this option was the capacities using the
projected enrollment numbers did not reach 100% or exceed it.

•

I know that you'll get a lot of push back from Oakhurst, and studying the pros and cons and it
seemed to be the least desirable option. (No 3 - 5 school on north side, walkability, capacity)

•

I like 3-5! The only piece of option 1a that I like is the number of seats it provides for grades 3-5.
Lower classroom sizes is one of my top desires and this seems one of the better ways to achieve
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that. I dislike that all three 3-5 schools would be located on the south side of town. Mead and Feld
are unequipped to handle the ingress and egress of traffic that would flow through those areas
every day, twice per day. Having two 3-5 schools two blocks apart, in the same neighborhood, just
isn't logical.
•

I like that 1a keeps a more central option for 3-5 for those on the northwest side of town. The
current location of FAVE requires parents to spend over an hour in traffic to drop off their kids at
school. Busses come way too early. This would give everyone in the district a reasonably close 3-5
school. The current location of FAVE means kids spend way too much time getting too and from
school and parents are less able to be engaged. This option also maximizes the capacity of our
facilities compared to the other two options.

•

I like that both grade clusters are under 100%. I think there could be traffic issues because all 3,4,5
options are south.

•

I like that Clairemont is K-2. I dislike that Oakhurst is going to 3-5. I like the new school being on
Talley St.

•

I like that Glennwood remains an elementary school, but I dislike the 3-5s all being on the other
side of college Ave. My strong preference is for the option with the lowest student: teacher ratios,
which I feel I can't adequately assess from the options presented.

•

I like that it shows some room for growth all around.

•

I like that it's projected to have each school slightly under capacity for kids in 2020-2021 to account
for having more kids than are projected. And I think 3-5 grouping sounds reasonable, but I'm not
sure everyone would feel as comfortable sending their 3rd grader to walk to and from school on
their own as we are with our 4th and 5th graders. We would still need to encourage walking and
cycling to accommodate the traffic flow from all over the city to Oakhurst.

•

I like that neither the K-2s or 3-5s are at capacity from the onset.

•

I like that option 1a has the K-2, 3-5 model. I do not like that option 1a has items listed in the
"challenges" box, and I do not like that option 1a will cause a large/stressful impact on Oakhurst
village (traffic/community spirit/ etc.).

•

I like that the neighbor schools are retained. Mildly disappointed that all the 3-5 schools would be
south of W. College Avenue but think it would be OK given the easy access to Talley Street.

•

I like that this leaves the schools more balanced, with room to grow in the future. I really dislike
that this puts so many of the schools in southern Decatur. We live in the south, and are very
concerned about traffic, especially with the probable purpose of the Methodist Children's home.
Columbia & Candler are already very scary streets to cross. But even greater is the inaccessibility
for children on the northern side. My son went to FAVE last year and was able to ride his bike 2
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miles to get there. But he didn't have to cross the busiest areas around College. I wouldn't have let
him if he had to cross those intersections, and I'm sure parents living up north feel the same way
and would love to have options up there. The congestion for pick ups and drop offs should make
encouraging students to walk/bike a priority.
•

I like that this option gives a 3-5 school on the west side of Decatur that is centrally located. We live
in the upper west corner of Decatur with kids at Westchester Elementary. We dread having to send
our kids to Fifth Avenue because of its location. The bus to the 4/5 academy currently passes by our
house at 6:45 a.m. We would have to get our kids up at 5:45 am to catch that bus. The only other
option is to drive them to school and I hear that the traffic is terrible. Being districted to Oakhurst
for 3-5 would be much better for us. I know that Oakhurst parents are strongly against this option,
however, Oakhurst parents would still have walkable schools at all levels under this proposal,
which is not true for a lot of other neighborhoods in the city. Oakhurst's capacity seems to be a
better fit for 3-5 since we are consolidating down to three 3-5's from 5 k-2's.

•

I like that this option would incorporate the K-2 option and would have enough seats for all
students. I don't like the implications of traffic on Mead Rd.

•

I like that this would be more walkable for most students in the district for K-2. I dislike that all of
the 3-5 options are south of the railroad tracks, but I also feel that 3-5 students are more likely to be
able to handle the longer walk than are K-2 students.

•

I like the 3-5 configuration.

•

I like the 3-5 option better than 4-5, but don't like the arrangement of the elementary schools.

•

I like the 4/5 model and think another 4/5 should be built

•

I like the benefits listed in the report for the K-2, 3-5 split, so I lean toward both 1a or 1b over
Option 2. Between 1a and 1b, I prefer 1b for mostly selfish reasons. I live on Mead Road near
Oakhurst Elementary, so I am concerned about traffic issues. My opinion of the two options would
also be affected by the zoning plan still to be developed. It sounds conceivable that my younger
child who will be at ECLC in Pre-K in 2017-18 could possibly never attend Oakhurst Elementary if
it becomes a 3-5. That kind of seems like a silly complaint considering that FAVE is only about a
mile away and even the Talley St location is not much further, but it would just be a little weird to
be less than 500 feet from Oakhurst and not attend there.

•

I like the division of K-2 and 3-5. I like having three 3-5 schools.

•

I like the EL curriculum for the younger children. Placing the 3rd graders with 4th and 5th graders
moves them into the IB curriculum a year earlier. I also like the idea of the 4th and 5th graders
being away from the younger children to prepare them for middle school. It also gives the 3rd
graders a chance to be the "leaders" at the k-3 schools. Changing from K-3 and 4-5 model also
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changes the walk-ability for many families, which will increase traffic. Mead Rd and Feld are both
narrow streets with many cars parked on the street. Oakhurst ES' SRTS committee has specifically
set our goals of reducing traffic on Mead Rd to make it safer for the children. The increased traffic
would countermand these efforts. This would make the two existing 3-5 schools very close to each
other, dramatically increasing traffic to the Oakhurst neighborhood. Additionally, once the third 35 is built on Talley, all three 3-5 schools would be on the South side of the railroad tracks, which
would not be ideal.
•

I like the fact that Option 1a seems to have the best projected utilization of space. I also like the idea
of splitting at k-2 and 3-5 for pedagogical reasons. This would also seem to keep similar district
lines for k-2 as the existing k-3 boundaries.

•

I like the idea of reducing the load on the elementary schools but would prefer more schooling on
the north side of town.

•

I like the K/2 3/5 breakout as I understand from educators that having 3s w/ 4s/5s makes more sense
academically. I don't think Oakhurst as a 3/5 is ideal, however, given traffic disruptions on Mead
Road and it would be difficult to expand whereas Glennwood as a 3/5 is off a main road (less
neighborhood street congestion) and seems more conducive to later expansion. Too, Glennwood is
on the North side which eases traffic crossing the tracks which is nothing short of a nightmare in
the mornings and afternoons.

•

I like the K-2 & 3-5 Model. Schools will be able to put a greater focus on those ages developmentally. It will also give students more to look forward to as they move on to the next grade. Further,
older children tend to enjoy being separate from the younger ones. And that environment can focus
more on their development ages too.

•

I like the K-2 schools all remain walkable

•

I like the K-2, 3-5 configuration but do not like the idea of using Oakhurst as the 3-5 since it is so
close to FAVE.

•

I like the K-2, 3-5 grade configuration. I have concerns about districting two 3-5 schools so close to
each other (Oak ES and Fifth Ave).

•

I like the K-2/3-5 model. I don't like how 4-5 is just 2 years. I like that in Option 1A, Oakhurst has
capacity for 456 while Glennwood only has capacity for 319. I like that this option is at 97%/91%
capacity-giving some room for additional growth. I like how Oakhurst is just barely across the
tracks, not as far south as FAVE for Northside folks.

•

I like the move to K-2 and 3-5. Based on 2 children going through CSD, I strongly believe that the
current 4/5 model is the "weak link" in our schools. The massive transition into 4/5 for only 2 years
with extensive overcrowding, a significant move out of the neighborhood for children outside of
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Oakhurst, larger class sizes with fewer paraprofessionals, etc., is not working and it is time to try
something new. The grouping to better match testing and learning (learning to read vs reading to
learn) makes a lot of sense, allows for tailoring of classrooms, media centers, etc., and gives the kids
more time in one place.
•

I like the projected utilization % the best for this option, but that is the only positive thing I can
think of regarding this option. I do not think this is a good enough excuse to change things so
significantly. I think this option would cause a great deal of transition and disruption to students
and teachers. A significant amount of classrooms would need to be packed up and moved, which
takes a great deal of time, money, and manpower. Instructional materials and libraries would need
to be split up and transported. The facilities themselves would need to be adjusted to accommodate
for different grade levels (i.e. the size of the toilets). While EL and IB are similar, they are different
frameworks. 3rd grade teachers would need significant professional development in order to
properly prepare them to transition to IB. They would need to be given time to create new materials
and lessons and adjust their existing materials and lessons to the IB framework. I think this all
would take a lot more time, labor, and money to pull off than just opening another 4-5 school. I also
do not think a transition to a new school is appropriate for 3rd graders. Moving to 4th grade at a
new school where nothing is familiar is already a huge transition for students and it does not go
smoothly for many of them. Additionally, the current transition from 2nd to 3rd grade is a
significant developmental transition, academically, behaviorally, socially, and emotionally. There is
a large jump in expectations from learning to read in 2nd grade to reading to learn in 3rd grade.
The current guidelines in Georgia for students to be able to walk home by themselves is 9 years old.
Many students begin walking home alone as a 3rd grader when they turn nine. Currently the walk
is not very far for any of those students because they attend a neighborhood school. That walk
would be way too long for many students walking home for the first time if they were moved from
their current school to FAVE or Oakhurst. I think keeping 3rd grade at their familiar schools while
they work through that transition is an excellent stepping stone to prepare students to move to an
entirely new school building that is farther away from home with new staff, routines, and
expectations. Asking 3rd graders to not only shift into greatly increased academic expectations, but
also a brand new building is too much for 8 year old's. If K-2 and 3-5 was a better option than what
we currently have, why did we not reconfigure that way in the first place when we transitioned
from K-5 schools?

•

I like the utilization rates -- giving us more room to expand in coming years, which I believe will
continue to be the case in Decatur as long as our schools remain good. I am moderately concerned
with having all the 3-5 schools on the south side of town for traffic reasons. I already make the trek
from Great Lakes to College Heights every day with my Pre-K student and it's not terribly pleasant
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(about 50 minutes there and back). With the proposed streetscaping project that will swap car lanes
with bike lanes on Commerce and the increased number of households sending kids to the south
side, I'm worried what that will mean for traffic (and the neighborhoods that already see a lot of
speeding cars using their streets as cut-throughs). I hope utilizing buses will keep more cars off the
street but, if this option moves forward, I would like to see a traffic survey conducted.
•

I live in Oakhurst and this seems to dump an unfair traffic burden on our side of town.
Inconvenient for everyone that doesn't live in Oakhurst.

•

I live in the Glennwood area. I don't think kids in 3-5 should have to travel so far for these grades.
There is bad traffic. it ought to be walkable if possible.

•

I live North and all the 3-5 schools would be south.

•

I live on Feld Avenue from which cars enter Oakhurst ES. While this options seems to be the best,
some sort of traffic control (therefore $$) would have to happen since all of the northern part of
Decatur would probably drive their students down. Your challenge says Mead Road, but you need
to include Feld Avenue in those planning meetings.

•

I live on mead road and I have a rising 4th grader. While I would appreciate the shorter commute
for my child to Oakhurst, I do not want he increased traffic on our residential street.

•

I live on the back side of Oakhurst and concerned about too much car traffic

•

I live on the north side of town. When my children were at ECLC (younger in pre-k currently), we
rarely if ever go to the school. It takes 20 min each way with traffic to get there. Our son rides the
bus and is gone by 7am every morning. Having a school across the tracks has greatly reduced our
involvement in the school/school events/volunteering at the school/PTA/meeting other parents.
However, we are able to walk my daughter to school. We have met many additional parents and it
is easy to get to parent events in the evening after work and go to weekly community circle. We
drive less, putting less strain on the already heavy traffic in Decatur. My daughter is also able to
participate in walk and roll. I also feel like reducing the number of years in the lower elementary
school to 3 years would reduce parent involvement and not conversely increase the involvement at
the 3-5 level.

•

I love the team teaching approach that occurs in the K-3 schools. This virtually disappears at
F.AVE. I would hate for this to disappear for third graders if we move to larger 3-5 schools. in
addition, this configuration guarantees that, unless your children are 2 years apart, they will not be
in the same school until high school, if at all.

•

I moved to Oakhurst to go to my neighborhood's schools for 5 years. I'm moderately supportive
because I think this option still gives us this, but I also recognize that then all 3-5 schools would be
in South Decatur.
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•

I much prefer the K-3/4-5 model to the K-2/3-5 approach. Also, not in favor of splitting current
Oakhurst neighborhood for K-2 range.

•

I prefer longer grade spans and do not like how this chops them up even more than present
condition.

•

I prefer the K-3 configuration rather than the K-2 configuration.

•

I prefer the Option 1b as a better alternative. I am not opposed to this except that I fell a better
options exists.

•

I prefer the projected utilization of Option 1a at 91% for the 3-5 schools and 97% at the K-2 schools
which is more equitable than Option 1b which has the projected utilization of the 3-5 schools at
100% and the K-2 schools at 90%.

•

I purchased a home less than a block away from Oakhurst because I have a Daughter in Pre-K and
one in Kindergarten The walk ability of the current configuration of K-3's is an exceptional
advantage to parents and children. Developmentally, I don't agree with having 5th graders with
3rd graders the gap there physically and emotionally is too large. I also have a Son, currently in 4th
grade. Lastly the congestion that would be caused by pulling a third of the city's 3-5 students down
Feld and Mead would be a disaster. the streets are just not wide enough to handle that much
volume unlike, Oakview and Columbia.

•

I really like the idea of 3-5 being a natural grouping. I hope that by having an extra year at this age
bracket school, that the extra time will allow families to feel more connected with the school -which
is big concern at FAVE.

•

I see no reason younger kids should have to leave their neighborhood for school. One of the best
parts of living in Decatur is all the elementary school children walking to school each day.

•

I strongly dislike having all 3-5 schools on the south side of Decatur. I am also concerned with
traffic coming to the north side of Decatur following the redistribution of Oakhurst kids. In general,
I am not a fan of a 3-5 system. I am concerned that moving the kids in 3rd grade will be disruptive
during a pivotal year with testing and academics. I am also concerned that it would force them to
grow up too fast. I am concerned about transportation and the cost of buses to shuttle kids pretty
much all over Decatur with this plan and I feel that having all 3-5 on the south side will cause a
major disruption in the community feel that Decatur strives and is known for. Lastly, I am
concerned about bell schedule. It will be hard enough for 2 years under the current system to get
from 4-5 on the south side of town at 745 and then to make it back for Clairemont at 8 am. I will not
be putting my child on a bus at 630 in the am to go to school. Although the locations for the new 3-5
would include a Talley ST location, if I was not districted there, it would a huge inconvenience for
my family and getting the kids to school for 3 years (vs two). My husband has to be at work at 7 so
all arrivals at school are dependent on me and my ability to get rides for my kids.
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•

I strongly dislike that all of the 3-5 schools will be on one end of town, creating unmanageable
traffic and also impeding the ability of many students to walk or ride their bikes to school.

•

I strongly favor the K-3 schools. Having 2 kids at Winnona and 1 at F.ave currently, I feel that the 45 academy is a great way of transitioning the children up toward middle school. Adding 3rd to this
dynamic would diminish a significant amount of independence the 4 and 5 grade kids are granted,
and also take away a year of the more nurturing K-3 schools. 1a also does not improve walkability
to any of the 4/5 schools from Decatur neighborhoods north of the train tracks.

•

I support the idea of converting College Heights into an elementary school.

•

I support the option that puts us at the lowest capacity percentage, but am unsure if the 3-5 is the
best option because the school board hasn't stated outright that it is and they are the experts and
should be advising the community of the best educational alignment regardless of the facilities.

•

I think children should be kept in school in their neighborhood where they can walk to school.

•

I think having 4th-5th schools is better than 3rd - 5th, because I believe that at 4th & 5th grade kids
are more socially conscious, more clique-y, and some are starting to hit puberty. The problems that
can result from all of those things increase the likelihood of social and psychological stress when
there is a wider range of ages (especially for the youngest).

•

I think it is critical to utilize capacity.

•

I think it is critically important that all neighborhoods in Decatur have a walkable K-3 school.

•

I think it is very important that at the youngest age, kids are able to walk to their schools. This sense
of community sets the foundations for what I and my children love about our system.

•

I think it lumps the 3-5 schools unevenly in the south west side of the city and unfairly impacts
Oakhurst to where it can. I longer walk to a k-2 elementary.

•

I think it makes much more sense to spread the 3-5 schools out more. This plan requires families
from the northern tip of the city to travel to the southern tip of the city for not two years anymore,
but now three years. With Decatur's growing congestion, this is a lengthy time commitment. And, if
kids are riding the bus, it's an unnecessary amount of travel time for those students. Also, the
Oakhurst neighborhood is already struggling to keep up with the College Heights, 4/5 and OAK
traffic. Putting every 3-5 grader in the city in Oakhurst isn't great (or safe) planning.

•

I think it makes the most sense. And if all Oakhurst is bothered by is the traffic, I don't believe that
the impact is as strong as they are making it sound. They're just the loudest.

•

I think it's important to keep the younger children in the same school for a longer period of time. I
think 3rd grade is too young to be thrown into a middle school type environment which is created
by having a 4/5 academy now. Also, people want their young children in schools close to their
homes. This option takes that away from many families.
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•

I think K-3 should be kept together.

•

I think kids need to be grouped k-3 then go to 4-5.

•

I think Option 1a, while allowing for the most seats in the three plans, will result in displacing too
many students from their neighborhood schools while simultaneously increasing the already
intense school related traffic around the city.

•

I think that the K-3 schools are the most successful part of the CSD system ...parent involvement,
culture and support. I think longer grade spans are probably important for kids. Yes I get that this
makes the 3/4/5 a longer option but it feels choppy. I think a strategy should BUILD on the best
parts of the school system and ensure community walkability. I question the 3/4/5 give there would
be multiple schools. We'd lose some of the benefits of a smooth transition to Renfroe.

•

I think the biggest factor in my un-support is the clumping of all 3-5 schools on one side of College.

•

I think the consideration for how far the children in the Northside neighborhoods would have to
travel should be among the top priorities. The Oakhurst 3/5 option is not as close as Glennwood but
with the larger seat capacity there's better shot at most of the students from the Northside being
able to attend. This option has the least seat deficits and gives a little room for growth. My current
K-3 school (Westchester) is one of the most overcrowded elementary schools.

•

I think the conversion of Oakhurst ES to 3-5, the transition to K-2 and 3-5 grade system, and the
number of schools on the south side of Decatur is excessively disruptive.

•

I think the K2 and 3-5 grade configuration makes sense for many reasons. This would allow for
more years in one school and more time to introduce the IB program in the primary years. These
are also considered the "testing" years. It makes sense to break the grades into lower and upper
elementary programs.

•

I think the K-2/3-5 configuration would work well for our system. Although it would be a big
change, I think it would increase the community feel for the 4/5 population, and would help
"spread the wealth" by evening out the schools.

•

I think the K-3 set up is working well.

•

I think there should be a return to the K-5 configurations.

•

I think this preserves neighborhoods and with the new school being a 3-5 causes the least amounts
of transitions for kids if planning to implement in 2019

•

I think traffic strains are too great for this model.

•

I think with this option, complete neighborhoods will be able to stay together at the same K-2
school. I think keeping neighborhoods intact and having the K-2 school be close to your
neighborhood are the most important factors. But I do sympathize with Oakhurst families who
would lose their neighborhood school. (some already will with the opening of College Heights, as it
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is). And traffic for Oakhurst for students coming from other parts of Decatur will be terrible.
•

I think your concerns about traffic on Meade road are justified. It is very tight through there and
then getting through Oakhurst Village is troublesome as it is.

•

I understand that our neighbors in Oakhurst don't want to lose their neighborhood elementary
school. The walkability at a young age is very important. The reality is that none of our
neighborhoods want to lose their elementary schools.

•

I understand the attractiveness of option 1a solely based on utilization of capacity. However, there
are many more factors to consider, and option 1a falls down on these. Foremost, the traffic
implications are tremendous. The K-2 children that would've attended Oakhurst (many of whom
would walk) will likely be distributed between College Heights and an elementary on the north
side (Westchester?). This will increase the number of children being driven or bussed across town.
The children who might walk to a 3-5 Oakhurst already currently walk to school at FAVE, so there
is no gain there. This is an absurd change in a neighborhood that is probably the most dense and
most walk-able neighborhood in the city. Second, it makes absolutely no sense to have all three 3-5
schools south of the RR tracks. I know that some people feel that the north / side divide is arbitrary.
But, it is a real view of how people perceive the city. Lastly, is there a compelling benefit to moving
to the K-2, 3-5 model outside of building capacity issues? Third graders are certain more similar to
fifth graders than kindergartners in most respects. But, third graders still are not as independent as
fourth and fifth graders. They seem to fit better with the younger children where they can provide
leadership to younger students under closer supervision. Also, would third, graders continue with
EL or move to IB? It seems there remain a number of big questions unanswered

•

I understand the concern about all three 3-5 being on one side of town however the capacity of
these three schools looks more balanced. I am concerned about program inequality if 1 3-5 is
significantly smaller than the other 2 schools (Opt b) I understand the community of Oakhurst will
not like loosing their walkable K-3 school, but this looks like the best balance amongst school size
for k-2 and 3-5. I live far from Fave (Northeast corner of Decatur) and the traffic to Fave is tolerable.
New School-500 Students, Oakhurst 400 students, Fave 600

•

I understand the more even distribution of students/resources/facilities however I'm not sure I
agree with placing 3rd graders with 4th and 5th graders. There is a big maturity gap there, but it
could also be beneficial to make that transition earlier before the 10 year old hormones kick in! If
the 3-5 does get passed, having a 3-5 at Talley St is a good location for this side of Collage Ave.
(Decatur Heights, etc. )

•

I understand the reasonableness of balancing K-2 and 3-5, but I do not like having all the 3-5
locations in the southern half of the city. This eliminates all walkability for a large portion of
residents. Granted, with 4/5 in its current spot this is currently true, but I would be disappointed in
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a reconfiguration that takes us to three upper elementary schools and STILL no walkability from
the north neighborhoods.
•

I very much support a k-3 and 4-5 system. I believe that this allows for 3rd graders to assume
leadership roles which they would not be mature enough to take on in 2nd grade.

•

I worry about the traffic traveling south on Mead through Oakhurst village getting worse in the
morning.

•

I worry about third-graders getting kicked out of the elementary school nest and being with the big
kids at such a young age. My son isn't as mature as some of the other kids in his grade, and I
wonder if the adjustment to a new school wouldn't have a significant effect on his academic
performance and confidence.

•

I would like for one of the 3-5 schools to be on the "other side of tracks" this option had all 3-5's on
Oakhurst side of town.

•

I would prefer my son remain at Glennwood through 3rd grade and better prepared before going
to a school further away for 4/5 grades.

•

I would prefer my son remains at Glennwood through 3rd grade and better prepared before going
to a school further away for 4/5 grades.

•

I would prefer that my children stay as long as possible in their smaller, more intimate K-3 schools
(rather than switching to 3rd grade at a larger, more anonymous, less loving school).

•

I would prefer to keep schools K-3. I would need to know more information about what the third
grade would become. Is it still EL or is IB? I agree that it would create traffic difficulties for
Oakhurst and create an imbalance of 4/5 on the South side of town. The positive about the K-2 plan
is keeping class sizes small.

•

I would rather see more geographic distribution of the older age academies rather than concentrate
on the south side like this. Three negative impact on the neighborhood character and differential
experience for some kids losing a neighborhood based k-2 will drastically change yne1 character of
education, community involvement and herbal culture of the schools. Please conduct a traffic study
of each scenario

•

I'm sure changing Oakhurst to a 3-5 is based on size, but having the traffic down Mead and the
close distance to 4/5 seem not the best idea. having 1000 students try to get in that small space of
Oakhurst would be a nightmare. I don't live in Oakhurst by the way.

•

I'd prefer to keep the current K-3 configuration- I think its important to have the time to develop a
sense community of community for our youngest students and understand a lot of research
originally went into choosing the K-3 / 4-5 split. Changing grade bands will also be more disruptive
for kids and mean retraining the 3rd grade teachers.

CITY SCHOOLS OF DECATUR

PAGE 45

COMMUNITY MEETING REPORT: COMMENTS

3/30/2017

QUESTION 2
•

If all 3 options are truly equal in the quality of education and roughly equal in the number of
students that could be accommodated, then I think walkability and impact to the community
(traffic) should be top considerations for making a decision. Having both upper-level elementary
schools in Oakhurst would cause a major traffic influx into the community. I do not believe Mead
and Feld could handle this influx in particular. Currently, the majority students walk to Oakhurst.
If Oakhurst became a 3-5, the majority of Oakhurst would no longer have a walkable early
elementary school. Oakhurst is a dense community that is committed to walking to all of their
schools. Option 1a would split Oakhurst at the K-2 level in to College Hts and other K-2 schools, as
well as at the 3-5 level. I have favorable opinions of our current k-3, 4.5 split. I think is has worked
well to have 3rd graders be leaders at lower elementary school. I also think 4/5 has been a step of
some independence with student being able to walk to school.

•

If I recall this one [I admit I focused more on the other two], it impacts my neighborhood the least
but it could impact other neighborhoods. But admit that I don't recall now, several days later the
exact wording of this one since I did not print it out.

•

If possible I would strongly support maintaining the K-3, 4-5

•

If schools have to be reconfigured, I like this model the best.

•

If we are going through the process of reconfiguring the school system, it does not make sense to
keep all of the 3-5 graders on the south side of town. This will prevent walkability and increase
traffic. The 3rd-5th graders will be the ones who have to arrive at school the earliest and it is
difficult to get kids on the Northside of town to schools on the Southside that early in the morning.

•

I'm not sure how I feel about grouping grade 3 with 4/5 as my oldest is not there yet, but this would
be my preference if either of option 1 is chosen.

•

I'm very happy about the lack of overcrowding, but I have serious concerns about traffic issues and
how accessible the 3-5 schools will be for all students.

•

I'm worried about traffic but I like the k-2 idea.

•

In favor of another 4-5 being constructed but do not break up our current K-3 schools.

•

In my opinion, teachers and parents would be more comfortable with a 3-5 school if that school
were an Expeditionary Learning school instead of IB.

•

Increased Traffic. -You are taking away all elementary schools (k-2) in the most walkable area of
our entire city. That is why we moved here. -It was very clear the night of the meeting that this
option was not favored by the majority.

•

Increases traffic on already congested Mead Rd.

•

It changes the what we already have in place that works. We just need to add another elementary
and 4/5 and that should take care of overcapacity.
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•

It costs too much to reconfigure and build new schools etc. Just big one new mega elementary
school to handle capacity (not 300 students) build it for like 600 and be done with it. Because if you
look at the numbers you going to be at 97% capacity right off the bat and then new more schools in
the very bear future.

•

It does not make sense to make Oakhurst a 3-5. It's location is best for a walkable student body. It
would not be safe to increase the number of people driving to the school.

•

It offers a way to deal with future growth at elementary school level with the choice of a school,
Oakhurst, that can handle the larger 3-5 population

•

It places all the 3-5 on the south side of the tracks. Mead Rd is already congested and challenging
even though a bulk of the students are walkers. Changing Oakhurst from a neighborhood school
with walkability will greatly increase traffic on the already congested Mead Rd and will put
children at risk.

•

It provides the most seats at all levels and makes it least likely that we will have overcrowded
classrooms. We need to be at state mandated class sizes!! We are comfortable with the 3-5 model.
We also think traffic concerns with this option will be helped by that fact that the older 3-5 kids will
be more likely to walk to school Together in groups. Our plan from the NW side of town would be
to walk or drive to our friends' house on Drexel and have the kids walk In together.

•

It puts all schools starting at grade 3 on the other side of the train tracks.

•

It seems clear that K-3 has been proven to be the most beneficial model for child development. (As
this was the reason FAVE was created) In light of this I would not support going to a k-2 model.
This is my major concern with this option. We live on Ridgeland Ave. and would be able to walk to
Glennwood for k-2 and tally street from 3-5, so from a walkability perspective this would work for
our family

•

It seems like a terrible idea to put all fourth and fifth graders in Oakhurst, the neighborhood. Are
you not thinking of families that live north of College Ave? Please think of families living in
another area of the community and how even more inconvenient this would make their lives.

•

It seems like it would have the most negative impact on traffic. I also don't want to lose Oakhurst as
my neighborhood elementary school.

•

It seems logical to me to divide schools into three-grade blocks rather than the current four year/
two year divide. I like this plan because it seems to best meet enrollment projection needs and
because it seems likely that under this configuration my kids will be able to safely walk to school
through at least fifth grade.

•

It will be a terrible mistake to lose Oakhurst Elementary for the younger students. The traffic in
Oakhurst and on Mead would be unbearable. I think it is irresponsible to have all 3-5 or 4-5 schools
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south of the tracks. There will be mutiny if all the Oakhurst littles can no longer walk to school.
•

It worsens the already lopsided distribution of schools

•

It would be much easier and more likely for 3-5 teachers to co-plan and collaborate if they were
closer together.

•

K-2 is a BAD idea! Creates more traffic, and an additional transition for kids. Plus reduces parental
involvement.

•

K-3 format has been very successful for CSD thus far, so I think maintaining that structure while
adding additional schools to meet needs of a growing population is the best approach. Socially 3rd
graders are more likely to thrive in a school of younger children rather than being youngest
children in a three grade separate program.

•

K-5, have the kids be able to walk to school. lower bussing costs. Return to a traditional
configuration that allows 4th and 5th graders to mentor younger kids. Gives parents and kids long
grade span to be involved.

•

Keep the youngest kids in neighborhood schools so they can develop the community feel as early
on as well as walk/bike to school. Late elementary schools are more able to walk/bike a longer
distance and will already have developed relationships with their peers.

•

Lack of leadership within the student body

•

Lack of schools above RR tracks keeps me from supporting this fully.

•

Like - 3 year experience is not only good for student but also allows parents time to become
involved and impact - curriculum alignment w/ 4&5 - dislike - unclear of impact and loss of 3rd
graders as mentors for 1st graders vs being mentored by 5th graders - larger population moving to
south side of city and impact to logistics

•

Like K-2 and 3-5. Don't like that all 3-5 are on south side and Mead Rd traffic and loss of Oakhurst.

•

Like- meets capacity seats for district Dislike- All 3-5 are on one side of City- more vehicle traffic

•

Like Option 1b, this option replaces a K3 with a 345 and splits one or more other K3 (K2) districts in
the aftermath. That's difficult for community/neighborhood dynamics, and for school organization
dynamics (3rd grades move around, for example). Unnecessary and avoidable.

•

Like- students stay in one school for 3 years dislike- all three 3-5 schools are located closely together
creating traffic concerns

•

Like that all k-2 and 3-5 schools are about the same size

•

Like that Glennwood would remain an elementary school for use by the community by Glennwood
(i.e.: don't want Glennwood to be a elementary school but the current Glennwood families don't get
to attend). Don't love that we would have to cross the tracks to go to 3-5, however, that is what we
have to do now, so that's not the end of the world.
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•

Like that the elementary schools remain fairly small; utilization stays in check. Neighborhoods
generally maintain a walkable elementary school option.

•

Like the concept of three years at each school. Do not like the geography of the 3-5 all south of
College

•

Like the K-2, 3-5 configuration; only dislike it the location of all 4-5 schools south of tracks.

•

Like the k-2/3-5 option best. Like that all 3-5 schools will be approximately the same size. Like that
UT stays <100

•

Like: Oakhurst is big and has a lot of capacity for increasing enrollment. Dislike: increased traffic in
already busy streets Dislike: disruptive to Oakhurst community

•

Like: this eases the overcrowding of fourth fifth academy . Dislike: Decatur's k-3 schools ranked as
9s and 10s out of 10 in the state of Georgia. Research suggests that smaller classroom curriculum
through the third grade produces high returns developmentally. It doesn't seem reasonable to blow
up a system that works so well just so the region can get an extra year of testing from us.

•

Like: As a Decatur Heights resident, I like the possibility of walking to both our elementary and 3-5
school as walkability is a major concern for me.

•

Like: Most balanced and under capacity for both K-2, 3-5 - Like: Walking my kids to school is more
important in K-2. Like: Traffic concerns on Mead are moot for me and likely other Westchester kids
since we'd be on the bus to FAVE otherwise. - Like

•

Like: no schools are over capacity. Like: Oakhurst could keep a neighborhood walkable elementary
school with College Heights. Like: Oakhurst has had the greatest increase in students, so it makes
sense that that neighborhood should have to adjust to accommodate its increased growth.

•

Liked: K-2 and 3-5 grade bands as a more natural division in ages. Also, all schools in this option
are slightly below 100% capacity, which allows for some future growth past the 2020 school year.
Disliked: Where does the ECLC figure in location? Why can't we build a new elementary school
and leave College Heights as an ECLC and save money on doing a total revocation to make it
appropriate for an elementary school?

•

Location of all 3-5 schools south of college limits walkability for students of Westchester &
Clairemont Concern over whether EL would continue with 3rd graders at a 3-5 school or would
there be conversion to IB PYP. Concern over distribution of students from Decatur Housing
Authority community and how that would effect title I funding in certain schools as well as
Decatur's commitment to closing the educational disparities

•

Location of all the 3-5 schools on the south side of town is a major disadvantage for those of us who
live on the north side of town. Increases travel time and distance for 3-5 graders, reduces
walkability and increases time wasted in transit. For people who live on the south side, this would
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increase traffic in and around their neighborhoods.
•

Logistically, the 3-5 schools would be way too close.

•

Logistics is an issue. Removing an K-2/3 elementary from Oakhurst and having all 4/5 in one
district may not be optimal.

•

Logistics, traffic, infrastructure. Having schools unevenly located within the city would be a
logistical nightmare. The traffic going back and forth across the tracks is a real concern. It shouldn't
take drivers 45 minutes to get to an elementary school 2-3 miles away...but it most certainly would
for many people in this scenario.

•

Loss of Oakhurst Elem. Our highest priority should be for our youngest children to have the
greatest opportunity to walk with their parents to school...not drive to another neighborhood,
increasing traffic in that area while other young children are walking to school. The bond our
neighborhoods have in the current format is unique to this city. The current K-3 format/location of
elementary schools achieves this better than any format we have had in the past. With the exception
of College Heights area that has to cross Candler to reach Winnona Park.

•

Love that College Heights ECLC becomes a ES Concerned that all Upper Elementary options would
be in South Decatur. Misses opportunity to place a Upper Elementary in North Decatur.

•

Major cons with 1a: If Oakhurst becomes a 3-5, then all of the 3-5 schools are south of the train
tracks. Traffic is already terrible in Oakhurst, and will be exponentially worse if two 3-5 schools are
in Oakhurst. Traffic will not only be bad on Mead, but it will impact Feld, Leydon, College, etc. etc.
etc. Another con is that the littlest elementary school kids in Oakhurst will likely lose their ability to
walk to school if Oakhurst becomes a 3-5 school. Oakhurst is extremely walkable and will lose that
benefit if 1a is selected. Any balance utilization that is projected if 1a is implemented is just a
projection - there isn't a statistically significant difference between 1a and the other options. The
traffic and walkability concerns outweigh any of the "pros" for 1a.

•

Major drawback is the commute for kids on the north side of the tracks. Due to ongoing downtown
construction and people getting to work, having parents or buses driving the kids cross town will
be a logistical nightmare. Maybe these schools will all take the early start time, but I am strongly
opposed to starting school before eight. Also, kids should be able to walk to school. With all of our
preaching of physical health, we ought to do our part to make it attainable. Also, K-5 is in my mind
the ideal age configuration, but K-3 is better than K-2. It's my opinion that kids do best in
comfortable, familiar environments and there's no need to have them change schools when they are
only 8 years old. That hardly gives them time to fully embrace their school community. Plus,
parents will have to readjust to new commutes and school needs just as they were getting
accustomed to their K-2 school. In addition, I recall enjoying lazy afternoons playing at the
playground after school, which is simply not possible for kids with a school far from their house.
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Keeping K-5 in one building will also allow for the teachers of the crucial elementary years be better
able to coordinate their lessons to each child's individual needs. Allowing kids to stay in their
communities and not distracting their learning by changing up their schools too often will lead to
better learners and kids who have a better understanding of their place in the world prior to
embarking to middle school. The only positive is having another school. We really need to address
overcrowding. Kids, especially those in elementary school, do not need to deal with the chaos of
huge class sizes. Another middle school would really be ideal. Lastly, we need more green spaces
for kids to play in and for neighborhoods to enjoy. Schools should have more of an emphasis on
park-like landscaping and more recess as well. Kids need more physical education and playtime,
not access to technology. Frankly, money spent on iPads and other senseless technology detracts
money from teachers' salaries, school construction and other essential components of a successful
education. It is not healthy for kids to spend so much time staring at screens when they are exposed
to it all day at home anyway. True, we need to educate our kids to be responsible online citizens,
but elementary school is far too young. Technology provides a means for exploring exciting new
content, but it is clearly overemphasized. It is an educational tool, not a lesson plan. Get kids
outside, moving and off their screens and let them integrate more into their community by
extending their time in their nearby, neighborhood elementary school before middle school and
beyond.
•

Making Oakhurst 3-5 isn't walkable for kids north of the tracks. We don't support putting 3rd
graders in with 4/5th.

•

Mead can't handle the traffic

•

Mead Road and Feld Road are too narrow for more car traffic and bus traffic.

•

More bus rides is a downside

•

More disruptive

•

More than anything, I worry about traffic patterns with all 3/5 schools south of tracks

•

Most disruptive option

•

Moved to Oakhurst for the elementary school and walkability to it; This option creates burden on
Oakhurst parents to take their children to one of the other elementary schools. Takes away
community of the neighborhood.

•

My biggest concern is having all the 3-5 schools on the south side of the tracks. I think this will
cause major traffic problems and I am not in favor of moving from a tier 2 bus system to tier 3.

•

My biggest concern is that all the 3-5 schools are on the south side. I'm afraid the traffic will be even
worse than it is (and it's bad now). I completely agree that a 3-5 model is the best way to go.
Spending only 2 years at 4-5 means that there's little investment in the school.
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•

My children attend Oakhurst (2nd and K) and I would love to have them both remain there for all
of elementary school. Aside from my personal desires, I think putting all of the 3-5 schools south of
the tracks (with two of them merely blocks away) from each other is a bad idea, will lead to even
worse morning traffic in Oakhurst, and will be hard on people north of the tracks.

•

My concern is with how the schools will be divided up amongst the 3-5 academies. I currently live
in Oakhurst and I believe that we seem to have the least economic and racial diversity of all the
elementary schools. This is anecdotal evidence based on who I see at school along with the rapid
gentrification and loss of moderate and low-income housing in the neighborhood. Because of these
issues, I'm concerned that whatever 3-5s are set up take this into consideration. It would be very
upsetting if the 3-5 Oakhurst feeds into is just a replica of the current Oakhurst Elem student body.
I'm also aware that the whole school district is changing and that the demographics veer towards
middle class and higher and to white children predominantly.

•

My concern with Option 1A is that it's not geographically balanced, with no 3-5 school in the north
Decatur area. This would have a huge impact on traffic coming into the south side of Decatur,
which is already quite congested with the two elementary schools (Winnona and Oakhurst) and
FAVE. We would also lose walkability for the K-2 students in the west Oakhurst area.

•

My family purposely moved into Oakhurst to send our daughter to Oakhurst Elem when she
becomes of age. We are looking forward to walking her to school everyday with all of the other
parents in the community.

•

My husband and I moved to Oakhurst and spent a considerable amount on housing ($1M)to be in a
positions where our sons would attend Oakhurst Elementary in a couple years. We limited our
home search to make sure what we purchased was within walkable distance to Oakhurst Elem.
Option 1a means we essentially invested a lot of money in a neighborhood and location that was a
lie. We are extremely unsupportive of this option.

•

My main reasoning for option 1a is the projected utilization for 2020. This option leaves the most
room for growth, which I feel is important given the rapid rate at which our schools are filling up. I
know that one objection to option 1a is the fact that all of the 3-5 schools will be located south of
College avenue. While I understand that this is unfortunate, in response I have two points: a) it is
no different than the current state of things with only one 4/5 south of the tracks and b) even with
one 3-5 academy north of the tracks (option 1b) there is a strong likelihood that some of the
students living north of the track would still have to be zoned to a "southern" 3-5 school due to
limited capacity at Glennwood. I should note, I am an Oakhurst resident with young children who
will be affected by any change to Oakhurst elementary and I still prefer this plan.

•

My neighborhood would retain walkable schools, which I like. My concerns here are about the 3-5
switch. My third grader already seems to have a lot of pressure to increase academics and
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understand older child concepts- she has benefited from being able to be a leader to younger kids
this year instead of having to try to switch to IB model and jump on the tween train early.
•

My only dislike is the location of all the 4-5s on the south side of the city

•

My priority is reading instruction. A K-2 and 3-5 configuration is not ideal for any reader and will
present a bigger challenge for a struggling reader (20% of the population.) The 3rd grade is a
pivotal point for children, as they are still "learning to read." Grouping 3rd graders with 4/5th
graders could be a disaster academically as the 4th and 5th grade curriculum switches to a "reading
to learn" model. In CSD, teachers are no longer qualified to teach reading at the 4/5 Academy and
the proven reading program (Wilson Fundations) is not available in 4th/5th grade classrooms. It
seems more cost effective to concentrate all of the qualified teachers, the proven reading curriculum
(Wilson Fundations) and a full library of "learning to read" materials in one building. Also, from a
teacher training and support perspective the K-3 model seems to be working very well. One
specialist in one place can assist new teachers, provide training, give observations, develop
cumulative lesson plans and deliver reading interventions. This is highly a specialized professional.
With a K-2 configuration, this resource would not be in the building for the 3rd grade teachers and
the quality of reading instruction would suffer.

•

My son has flourished at FAVE! I would hate to know other students will not have the same
opportunity to experience the 4/5 environment.

•

Narrow streets would cause major traffic issues Need a 3-5 option north of the railroad tracks on a
larger street

•

Negative: k-2 shortens span of siblings in same school

•

Negative: all 3-5 schools are on south side Positive: Oakhurst is closer in size to the other 3-5
schools

•

Negatively impacts walkability. 3rd graders are better suited to K-2. Increased care impact for
Oakhurst Square. Increases car traffic on Mead.

•

No 3-5 school on the other side of the tracks

•

No lower elementary in Oakhurst and both higher elementary in Oakhurst is inefficient.

•

No walkability for the smaller children which are the harder ones to get in the car and to school on
time.

•

None of these options acknowledge what will happen when these kids get to Renfroe. Why not
consider FAVE and the new school at Tally street to become 4-5-6 schools? In the meantime,
preserve the neighborhood elementary schools. Also, reconfiguration will probably need to happen
again in the next few years, so let's just take changes to the K-3s off the table for good.

•

Not at all efficient to have all 3/5 schools on the south side of the tracks. Traffic in Decatur is already
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bad enough.
•

Not enough information. It doesn't state where the early learning school will be built (but I support
building this) Proximity: doesn't make sense to have Fifth Avenue and Oakhurst both being 3-5 in
the same area. Recommendation: if the root issue is future planning and placing schools in
proximity of highest growth neighborhoods, run models over 6 years (k-5) and find the
configuration that is closest for the most people.

•

Not great to have all 3-5 schools south of College Ave... but utilization seems best of options. I am
interested in k-2 / 3-5 realignment.

•

Not necessary

•

Not sure how I feel about K-2 instead of K-3. I think I prefer the schools to remain K-3. It doesn't
bother me that All 3-5 schools are south of W. College Ave -- Tally street is easier to access under
the tracks at Commerce or over the tracks at Sams Crossing/Arcadia.

•

OAK and FAVE are very close together. I worry about traffic in Oakhurst.

•

OAK and FAVE too close to one another as two of the 3-5s.

•

Oakhurst Elementary is one of the best schools in the State. It is irresponsible to dismantle one of
Decatur's jewels. We should be looking to build on strength and leave Oakhurst elementary alone.

•

Oakhurst elementary is part of the community and brings young families in. It's also highly ranked
so why rock the boat??

•

Oakhurst ES is a valuable part of the community as a K-3 school. Many residents would be
impacted (both attending families and those who live in the area) by the traffic that would be
driving on Mead and Feld. Effects would far reaching with additional traffic on trying to get across
the tracks and driving down College. The roads not well-equipped to handle this. The families
living in the northern part of COD would be commuting much longer than if they had a 3-5 or 4-5
option on the northern side of the city.

•

Oakhurst ES is a vital part of that Oakhurst community (for the record we do not live there).
Having K-2 commute away from that neighborhood would be a negative impact to the Oakhurst
community. It would also change the walkability to school.

•

Oakhurst has been a very successful school over the years, and this would fundamentally change
the school, by changing the grade make-up. Changing that changes the teachers, which have been
the core strength of the school. - Traffic on Mead Road is alright

•

Oakhurst has served the community very well as a k-3 school. It would be great to continue that.

•

Oakhurst is an appropriately large enough school to accommodate a 3-5 academy. If K-2 & 3-5 is
the best option for our community, then this option creates academies of roughly equal size and
potential diversity.
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•

Oakhurst is close to my house

•

Oakhurst is large then Glennwood Elementary. It will be closer to the enrollment levels of F.AVE
and the new school vs Glennwood which is much smaller. Also using Oakhurst will postpone the
student population overages longer than using Glennwood will. The alignment using K-2 and 3-5 is
better functionally. Students will spend an equal amount of time at the three levels when you
include middle school. Additionally 3-5 are testing grades and the ability to service the students
needs according to their test scores would be more efficient.

•

Oakhurst is located too close to Fave, the other 3-5 school, making the logistics very hard for those
living far from the Oakhurst neighborhood.

•

Oakhurst is very close to the current 4/5 academy - seems like they should be more spread out over
Decatur to serve all of the children and their ability to walk to school

•

Oakhurst K-3 is the heart of our neighborhood. It's wonderful for our children, and entire families
as it's the entry point for families to begin their community involvement. Shifting it to 3-5 would
force many of our youngest kids out of the neighborhood, and grow car traffic in an out of the
neighborhood, scatter the amazing staff. Don't mess up a great thing.

•

Oakhurst should have a walkable school for our littlest children

•

Oakhurst should remain a local elementary school.

•

One of the main reasons I live in Decatur is the neighborhood based elementary schools. My family
lost that experience with the opening of FAVE. I live on Church St and have one child at Clairemont
and one at FAVE. I can't take them both to school in the morning so my fifth grader has to get up
early to bus across town. I'd LOVE the K-5 years to stay neighborhood based.

•

Opposed to geographic distribution of schools; negative impact on traffic patterns in Oakhurst
neighborhood. No 3-5 school north of tracks.

•

Option 1 A does not take into account the racial divide it will cause in the district. One of the
reasons why the 4/5 academy was established is to provide an earlier school experience with peers
of different races from all over the district. This option will hinder diversity based on the area in
which children live.

•

Option 1a adds way too much traffic going to Oakhurst. Not to mention the walkers of Oakhurst
are now driving across Oakhurst now to take their young children to school creating way too much
congestion.

•

Option 1a allows for equal distribution of K-2 schools, which is an age where walkability for
families is most important. College Heights is a natural replacement for Oakhurst ES as Oakhurst
ES moves to 3-5. This creates the least amount of disruption for families in the city.

•

Option 1a allows for equal distribution of K-2 schools, which is an age where walkability for
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families is most important. College Heights is a natural replacement for Oakhurst ES as Oakhurst
ES moves to 3-5. This creates the least amount of disruption for families in the city.
•

Option 1A appears to best utilize the City's school capacity. It shows that there would still be space
for the K-2 and 3-5 schools in the years 20-21. I understand that Oakhurst parents are somewhat
upset that they would no longer have an elementary school as close. However, they have the
convenience of both the middle school and the 4/5 school in their areas. Thus, their complaints do
not appear, to me, to justify overcrowding schools.

•

Option 1A disrupts families who moved to Oakhurst due to the expectation that their children
would attend a walkable K-2 school. This options is disrespectful of community members' decisions
to live where they live and sets a bad precedent in other areas of Decatur city management. Decatur
is great - so less disruption is better than more.

•

Option 1A is the only option that does not max out or exceed projected utilization at any point. I
find that appealing considering we're at best making educated guesses on what our city's
enrollment numbers will be in the future. Commerce is relatively accessible for all residents north
of College and is a fairly direct route to Talley Street. My primary concern will be ensuring that
there is safe crossings established for the intersection of College and Commerce. I don't understand
why traffic concerns on Mead Road are raised as an issue here. Why do we think they'd worsen
dramatically? It looks like the total enrollment figures will be about the same as they are now and
I'd think 3rd-5th graders would be more likely to walk than younger elementary students.

•

Option 1A puts all 3-5 grades south of railroad tracks, but of greater concern to me, is the fact that it
creates a shortage of k-2 seats on the south side. Decatur is great because most families can walk to
their neighborhood elementary school. I think every effort should be made to ensure walkability by
the majority of students for the k-2 schools. Location of the schools is of paramount importance, not
just current seating capacity.

•

Option 1a puts all 3-5 schools in one part of town.

•

Option 1a removes Oakhurst as K-2 and that's a big geography gap on the west side between
Westchester & the new K-2 at College Heights. Also all 3-5 in the south.

•

Option 1A seems to be the most pragmatic to the COD Oakhurst child boom, and current capacity
building size. I think over time it's slightly specific to the current situation. A better distribution of
the 3-5 schooling cohort would be more equitable in the long run. It doesn't give the flexibility of
Option 1B, while trying not to cater to Oakhurst in Option 2.

•

Option 1a will cause increase car and bus traffic for Oakhurst that the roads, Mead and Feld can't
handle. I would like to see a thorough traffic study completed regarded this option. I'm a Mead Rd
resident and buses cannot even pull out of the school unless I remove my street parked car. In
addition, 1a will cause increase car traffic for all COD residents. Oakhurst residents will have to
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travel for K-2 across town and other residents will have to travel to Oakhurst for 3-5. This is a
decision that is not just about cost but traffic and infrastructure as well
•

Option 1a would create a traffic nightmare with a dramatically increased need for people to cross
the railroad tracks. I'm not fundamentally opposed to the concept of K-2 and 3-5 schools. But I am
fundamentally opposed to the particular schools chosen for this model in Option 1a.

•

Option 1a, turning Oakhurst Elem. into a 3-5, is best supported by the data, best utilizing the
facilities and preventing overcrowding in elementary through the 2021 school year. We were lucky
to have two teachers at our table, who both expressed a strong sentiment for the K-2, 3-5 setup, as
they would increase collaboration and provide greater community involvement in the upper ages
(they expressed that parental involvement in FAVE is stunted because parents are timid the first
year, and have a foot out the door in the second - my words, not theirs). Another issue with option
2 was that it stretched capacity, requiring trailers in even the short term projections. It seems that
Option 1a best preserves Oakhurst. Oakhurst will either have 300 seats or 750 seats for the K-2
grades, depending on whether the 450 seats for Oakhurst Elem remain. 750 seats is about 50% of
the district capacity, so Oakhurst Elem. will get kids from many of the northern neighborhoods
including Glennwood (the south will have about 65% of the capacity when you include Winnona
Park), while Oakhurst proper will likely be moved to College Heights. When it’s time for 3-5
grades, I suspect Oakhurst will go to the old Oakhurst Elem, leaving the northern part of the city
going to FAVE.

•

Options 1a and b disrupt the model of having neighborhood elementary schools (K-3) which have
been so successful in our community.

•

Our child will not get to go to Oakhurst (one street from our home) for grades K-3 like we thought
when we purchased our home. We purchased our home in it's location so he could walk to school.

•

Personally, I have no negative feelings about this option. It makes logical sense and affects my own
family little. I do, however, hear Oakhurst neighbors and value their concern. I do see their point
that having all of the 3-5 schools on that side of Decatur, and all so close together, is less than ideal.

•

Placing all 3 of the 3rd-5th schools on the south side of college will increase congestion and will
disadvantage the north half of Decatur regarding education convince during those years.

•

Placing all 3-5 schools south of the tracks doesn't seem like a great idea.

•

Placing all 3-5 schools south of the tracks, with two of them being in Oakhurst would be create
much more traffic in Oakhurst and break up the community rooted in Oakhurst elementary.

•

Please explain why we are going to build a new ECLC and renovate the existing one to become a k2 school when the ECLC has been build specifically for the need of birth - 5. Would it not be our
best use of time and money to just build another k-2 on one of our new properties and leave ECLC
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as is or eventually add on to it to house more classrooms?
•

Poor distribution of 3-5 schools. Poor walkability north of W. College. Potential for bad traffic in 3-5
school neighborhoods. 3rd graders better suited to leadership positions in K-3 than 2nd graders in
K-2.

•

Prefer K-2, 3-5, distribution of grades. Seems to be most beneficial to students, teachers, special
teachers, curricula, etc. Concerned about traffic congestion and safety of walkers getting to schools.
Greatly dislike that no 3-5 schools north of College.

•

Prefer to keep CR sizes as small as possible (would prefer no more than 20 students; my classes
growing up, even in high school, were no more than this, and I taught in DeKalb and the students
and I were much happier in the advanced classes of 20 or fewer

•

Preference to have another 3-5 school on other side of railroad tracks

•

Pro: better distribution of students across facilities. Cons: logistics of moving so many kids back and
forth across the already choked north-south roads that cross the railroad tracks. Far more people
will drive their kids to school because the buses run so early, which will add to the traffic
congestion. Loss of neighborhood school communities.

•

Pro: most breathing room in terms of projected utilization - con: removes walkability for k-2 for our
children

•

Projected utilization allows for some growth in K-2 population, important to have this room for
growth/flexibility

•

Pros - feel like this is a more natural split from a curriculum and learning perspective. Cons - there
is a lot of transitions for the children - short amounts of time in a lot of schools. My child was
moved in last redistricting, very disruptive and difficult. Some of these decisions are difficult to
weigh in on not knowing where your child would be. Walkability is an issue too.

•

Proximity to elementary school for the youngest students is the top priority. Forcing K-2, or K-3
kids to go further to school is not an option. - Parental involvement will be reduced if K-3 is closed.
Reduced involvement will propagate for effected

•

Putting two 3-5 academies south of the railroad tracks is not a good idea for either the parents
whose children currently go to Westchester, Clairemont or Glennwood and it is not a good idea for
the neighborhood of Oakhurst

•

Regardless, the 0-3 needs to be removed from the table and PreK needs to be for all. I was a CH
parent for two kids from 0-preK and do not agree this model is in the best interest of the district. 1A
seems to use space better

•

Removes early learning from Oakhurst Elementary which has been a really strong school. And, it
would require busing to the neighborhood right where we live on 3rd avenue.
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•

Removing a successful neighborhood school from the youngest elementary schools is not a solution
- traffic patterns do NOT support making Oakhurst elementary a commuter school - 3 senior
schools south of the tracks and potentially shuttling more junior

•

Requires closing a successful elementary school (Oakhurst). Also puts a majority of schools south of
the tracks, in an already congested area. Would improve student distribution across the district,
pulling off strain on Oakhurst and FAVE.

•

Same as the "Challenges" noted on the presentation sheet. Additionally, the loss of walk-ability
from any neighborhood north of W. College for hundreds of students who appreciate and enjoy the
ability to do so at a young age. Also this will result in tremendous traffic issues due to many
additional vehicles crossing the tracks to get all of those students to school in the morning. Bus
rerouting would also be challenging.

•

Same reasons I do not support 1b (please response in Q5).

•

Seems inefficient to have all k-3 south of the tracks.

•

Seems like a pretty good option, with potentially the most wiggle room in terms of future capacity
for schools, since it utilizes Oakhurst Elem. which is a sizeable facility. However, I am a little bit
concerned that 3rd graders might not have the social/emotional maturity and independence to
connect with 4-5 graders. While I have heard some parents would prefer to have a 4-5 (or 3-4-5)
school 'above' the tracks, currently there is only one 4-5 school 'below' the tracks, so having 3
schools below the tracks doesn't seem that different, and in fact two of the 3 proposed would be
closer to the students 'above' the tracks than the current configuration.

•

Seems like having at least 1 4-5 North of the train tracks would cut down traffic and drop off issues
and be preferred to the mess that would result on Mead road for Oakhurst AND folks cutting by
Oakhurst to get to FAVE

•

Seems like the best for managing growth

•

Seems like the southern part of Decatur needs more than 2 elementary schools, even if they're only
k-2. I know the community there is concerned about losing their school and about traffic.

•

Seems to be the only plan that will still leave room for growth

•

Seems to stray too far from current configurations and groupings. Feels forced.

•

Sounds like a traffic nightmare. Not walkable for half of the city. While riding the bus is an option,
the bus comes so early in our neighborhood that most parents wind up driving their kids to FAVE.

•

Splitting Oakhurst in half isn't good for the community. Having two 3-5 within .5miles from one
another doesn't make sense. This plan would intensify traffic within Oakhurst. This plan also splits
Clairemont in half which isn't good for that community either.

•

Students in third grade are still learning to read and develop their skills. They need this year to
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continue to enhance their language skills.
•

Success of current configuration is a "winning formula" which should be scaled up rather than
changed.

•

Takes away a neighborhood school and leaves traffic problems. I don't like switching to k-3 where
3rd graders don't get a chance to be leaders.

•

Taking away the neighborhood elementary school (for the youngest kids) for Oakhurst families
would be very sad for the community. Many Oakhurst families would have to drive to an
elementary school that's not close by, and having the 3-5 schools all be in Oakhurst isn't convenient
for most Decatur residents. Mead Rd. is too residential for that kind of traffic. Plus, the K-3 program
there is great & should be left alone if at all possible. This would be the most disruptive of all the
options.

•

Taking out all subjective information it is the most obvious choice. It gives the most amount of
spots. It also makes sense for 3-5 to be together.

•

Ten years counseling kids and teens has shown me that 3rd graders are much more emotionally
equivalent to peers in K-2 versus peers in 4/5. Young 3rd graders would not be an appropriate fit
for more mature 6th graders on the bus or within the school. One reason why we moved to Decatur
is because we appreciated and supported the value of K-3.

•

The 3-5 schools are too clumped in the Oakhurst side of Decatur.

•

The 4-5 concept is good for both cohort development and preparing students for middle/high
school. 4-5 is the new middle school. Distribution by grade level is unacceptable and would result
in greater transportation demands.

•

The amount of traffic that this is going to create in Oakhurst due to the close proximity of two 3-5
schools is very concerning. How is Oakhurst Elem going to be able to handle the increased traffic
on both Mead and Feld? Have some serious concerns about the redistricting that this plan will
create.

•

The balanced approach of k-2 and 3-5 would solve current issues and neutralize future problems
that may develop. The natural curriculum changes in 3-5 create a strong base for student learning.
The strong base will support their entire academic career. The two year model doesn't allow for a
strong connection to school. 3rd grade is a critical year for developing a connection to school. A
student's strong connection to school predicts their future success even into college.

•

The challenge with both Option 1A and Option 1B is that they will disrupt the walkability of
schools for many neighborhoods, including our own (Decatur Heights). The walkability preserves
benefits for both school culture and traffic/transportation options. Having to go on the other side of
College Ave for K-3 (or K-2) drop off would be disruptive for these two things.
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•

The enrollment numbers at the 3-5 schools are more balanced in 1a than in 1b. The same issues with
employees having to work between two schools would come up.

•

The fact that almost all of the reasons for moving down the 4-5 model to a 3-5 model are financial
show that City of Decatur is not considering the child first. Again. 3rd grade students are not
developmentally ready to be put into a huge school setting. Nor are 4th or most 5th grade students.

•

The increase in traffic in Oakhurst would be unsustainable. It is already at a high, difficult level for
a residential neighborhood AND a lot of families walk. This option would increase traffic and
decrease the amount of families able to walk. Buses do NOT fit well on Mead road. Additionally all
3-5s south of the track is unfair for families north of the track and creates traffic patterns that I think
we cannot even foresee. A traffic study should be completed prior to decisions being made. Also, as
a middle school parent, I can see the effects of a successful 4/5 program. The transition to FAVE was
difficult but the transition to Renfroe has been seamless. I worry about changing the model to a 3-5
and multiple schools. If the current 4/5 single school model changes, it is possible that there will be
a negative affect at the middle school level.

•

The K-2 model eliminates the opportunity for 3rd graders to be leaders. 3rd grade is a pivotal
earning year as emphasized by teachers at the community meeting. Why add the pressure of
learning a new school, new curriculum and new students. I am also a BIG fan of the Community
Circle programs at the elementary school level that bring the community & school together. This
option also puts all 3-5 schools South of the tracks which will create traffic nightmare. If this is a
viable option I also would consider Clairemont a better suited 3-5 option over Oakhurst since it
creates a closer neighborhood tie in to the northern portions of Decatur.

•

The K-2 model is an unnecessary rush to have kids grow up faster than needed. We were 'sold' the
4-5 plan over 12 years ago as an opportunity to bring children together before middle school age
and puberty hit. The reality is that we pushed 4th grade children to act like middle schoolers. Most
children through 5th grade need recess and a 'real' elementary school experience. Also why have all
3-5 on the south side of Decatur. Why not Clairemont as an option?

•

The K-3 and 4-5 model is working well and I don't see any benefit to changing the grade
configuration. This also sounds like a traffic nightmare with all 3-5 schools on the same side of the
railroad tracks, which means kids and parents on the other side will have to deal with the
nightmare for 6 years (including the Renfroe years).

•

The largest area of growth seems to be in the Oakhurst region, so it makes sense to have the two 3-5
in that area.

•

The massive frustration from current parents of Oakhurst.

•

The most important consideration is to improve student teacher ratios across all schools especially
elementary and to keep The Spanish program at 4 days each week of not increasing them to 5 days
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per week. Second most important is traffic concerns.
•

The north side needs a 3-5 or 4-5 option. Glennwood appears to be the best option for this and I
believe I heard that it is the only school with the possibility of future expansion.

•

The Oakhurst community is not prepared for the increase in traffic. The 4/5 model has been
incredibly effective in improving school culture at the middle school level.

•

The positive of this option is that it appears, based on projections provided, to most effectively
address the issue of enrollment and utilization. Being that this is the primary impetus for these
discussions and changes, that seems highly relevant. I do not support this option primarily because
I feel that the change from K-3,4-5 to K-2,3-5 is both ill advised and unnecessary. The
appropriateness of shifting 3rd graders from a position of "top of the heap" to "bottom of the barrel"
is questionable. I think the ability to gain another year of comfort, confidence and success in their
"home" elementary school is far more important than any positives gained by moving them. The
initiation of state testing in the third grade seems a red flag for making such a dramatic change. Not
only would children be expected to engage in a stressful high stakes activity, but we would be
asking that they do it after moving to a completely different school, with different students, staff,
teachers, organization, etc. The switch in educational pedagogy would also come at a pretty bad
time. The current system is successful. The main complaint seems to be that the 4-5 Academy is too
large and this will be addressed by the construction on Talley St. which will split 4-5 into two
schools, still allowing for teacher/grade level collaboration and also allowing for kids/families to be
closer and more involved/invested in their 4-5 school, compared to the current state in which one
school in the far corner of the city, inconvenient to much of the community houses the sole 4-5
school. Finally, one very important aspect of Decatur and CSD success is the neighborhood school
and wide appeal/availability of walkable schools for many groups of kids. Closing a neighborhood
school and breaking up traditional neighborhoods seems counter to strength/success in our city and
school system.

•

The primary issue here (among the two K-2 / 3-5 options) is that the three 3-5 schools are all south
side of Decatur. Multiple issues this raises, keeping a balance of school types throughout our city's
walkable neighborhoods matters. AND, likely even more traffic congestion with cars crossing over
our already crowded train track crossings to/from school every day.

•

The pros do not help address the challenges.

•

The relationship building that comes with the families being able to walk to school at events at
Glennwood is a critical piece to the cohesiveness of our community. It would be a tremendous
shame to lose that. It will also put quite a few more cars on our increasingly more congested city
streets as we shift to driving our kids to schools further from the neighborhood.

•

The sheer amount of traffic that is on the south side of the city currently does not promote the
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growth of yet another school without taking in to consideration how traffic will be managed. It
seems that infrastructure supersedes traffic considerations; that is not long term thinking for
residents. Additionally, having three elementary schools on the north side of town doesn't seem
like it will be able to manage any growth that takes place on the south side.
•

The think I dislike the most is moving Oakhurst to 3-5. It seems the majority of kids live on this side
of town, so only having two k-2 schools seems short sighted. And I don't believe the traffic on Mead
Rd. would support 3-5.

•

The traffic caused by two 4/5 academies on Oakhurst side of the tracks would be terrible for all of
Decatur. Fewer kids will be able to walk/bike to school. Also very unsupportive to change today's
4/5 to 3-5. I am very concerned that the 3rd graders suddenly will have the same expectations on
them as a 4th grader today. It's a big developmental difference between a 3rd and 4th grader.

•

The traffic concerns alone are enough to give me pause. Shuttling all 3-5 graders to the Southside of
Decatur seems like a bad, potentially unsafe idea.

•

The traffic concerns are an issue now, so that will continue to be an issue especially on Mead Rd.

•

The traffic in Oakhurst in the morning is horrendous now, adding Oakhurst as a 3-5 school so close
to FAVE would be a horrible solution!

•

The traffic would be a nightmare and Oakhurst and FAVE are too close together.

•

There is already a 4-5 school in Oakhurst and this would leave Oakhurst without an elementary K-3
school.

•

There is already a traffic issue on Mead Rd. Turning Oakhurst Elementary school into a 3-5 campus
would only add to the traffic congestion. Also, Oakhurst would be responsible for housing two 3-5
schools within a short distance from each other.

•

There needs to be high level evaluation of the academic impact of changing the K-3 to a K-2
program. The fluency at the end of 3rd grade determines high school graduation with a high degree
of certainty. This particularly affects minorities and lower socioeconomic families.

•

There seems to be a maturity and independence that starts in the 4th grade year that makes the K-3,
4-5 split make a lot of sense. In addition, the schools have been performing very well under the
current construct. Option #2 leaves that formulation more intact.

•

There will be no 4-5 schools north of College Ave. And redistricting around the Oakhurst
neighborhood for both k-2 and 4-5 would be very disruptive to the existing neighborhood. there
would also be unneeded cost to change k class rooms into rooms useable to older students (3-5
graders).

•

There would be no school serving K in the southwest quadrant of the city. Walkability and
community are important reasons we moved here, and 1a would negatively affect those. It's not a
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coincidence that Oakhurst Elementary frequently wins awards for safe routes to school, it's in the
middle of the largest residential area in the city. This option would be extremely disruptive to the
current school. I would also prefer a plan that minimizes disruptions to the system, communities,
and families overall.
•

Third graders seem far too young to split off for another school: there is a big developmental and
maturity difference between 3rd Graders and 4th Graders. 4th and 5th graders seem more naturally
alike than 3rd graders -- they seem to fit more with early elementary students. Also, I would think
that bullying of 3rd graders may become a problem in a 3-5 school; I think this may have been
mentioned in the original decision to go with a 4/5 academy split to begin with. It has been
mentioned that testing begins in 3rd Grade, so 3rd Graders are a natural fit with 4th and 5th grade
in this way: put all assessment-takers in one academy. But this point actually cuts both ways: it is
nice to be comfortable and familiar with a given school when asking kids to *start* testing; moving
schools AND beginning real-deal assessments in the same year seems to be asking too much of 3rd
graders. The way the split works now there is a "division of labor": 3rd graders learn how to take
serious assessments, while more mature 4th graders, with this test-taking knowledge in their back
pocket, change schools. I also don't like that all 3-5 schools would be on the same (south) side of
town. Moreover, the Oakhurst Neighborhood in particular would be ripped to pieces in terms of
traffic for 3-5 schools, and in terms of zoning for both K-2 and 3-5 schools. Traffic would be a
nightmare through narrow Oakhurst streets around Oakhurst Elementary. Walkability in this
previously walkable neighborhood would drastically decrease, as would the sense of
"neighborhood schools" in Oakhurst. Why should Oakhurst be asked to sacrifice its neighborhood
unity and early elementary when other neighborhoods get to keep their integrity and K-2 school?
This option seems to bring the most disruption of all of them to current school configurations
(given the Oakhurst neighborhood mess it would create) and current grade level configurations.
This disruptiveness has the potential to interrupt student achievement and learning. I don't think
that projected numbers of seats is a sufficient reason to choose this option, which for the reasons
above, is the worst out there: these projections can change and all are within a close range of each
other.

•

This option clusters all three 3-5 schools on the Southside and leaves only two lower elementary
schools in the same area. This would probably eliminate walking as an option for many students.
Also, Oakhurst and 5th Ave are very close together, which would concentrate much of this new car
traffic in a small area of town. Anecdotally, there is still a good bit of construction going on in
Oakhurst, and although my own kids are old enough to most likely be unaffected, it would be a
shame to lose Oakhurst as an elementary for all of the younger kids who are sure to enter the
school system soon.
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•

This clusters all Schools on the south end of town. This would exacerbate traffic problems. I prefer
the K-2, 3-5 model since there would be more parental involvement/commitment in the 3-5 schools
as students would be there longer.

•

This could potentially negatively affect Glennwood Estates students and home values.

•

This is a lose/lose for my son. He gets booted from a small neighborhood school he loves to shift to
a large driving-distance school.

•

This is the only option that does not put an "upper" elementary school north of the tracks and
would put two of the 3-5 schools in the Oakhurst neighborhood.

•

This makes the least amount of logistical since. All three 3-5 schools to be on the side of the city.
Traffic would be worse than it already is in the area.

•

This option creates too much traffic for Oakhurst & removes our neighborhood K-3 which
eliminates walk-ability for our youngest children.

•

This option doesn't affect me too much since I am currently zoned for Glennwood. On the plus side,
we would get a 4/5 school closer to us, but on the negative side, I think a lot of families in Oakhurst
would be upset about losing their very walkable neighborhood K-3.

•

This option increases car traffic and decreases the bike/ walk options that Decatur continues to
pride itself. Second graders do not have older role models as they become "big man on campus".
The k-2 schools would be more balanced in size, as well as the 3-5 schools. No longer
"neighborhood schools".

•

This option is completely disruptive to the Oakhurst community. This is an example of something
that looks best on paper, but is the worst solution of them all when you look at anything else
besides the overall utilization. Oakhurst Elementary is one where many are able to walk their little
ones to Elementary school, which cuts down on traffic, and also brings collaboration in the
community. Taking away this option for a K-3 or K-2, leaves a huge gap for young elementary
schools on the map, and all of them are along the edge. The new elementary school (College
Heights) does not accommodate as many people as Oakhurst, so even though school rezoning
wasn't discussed, this is clearly going to cause a big issue with either those living close to CH
needing to go to another school, or those on the west side of Oakhurst needing to go to a school on
the North side of the tracks. Additionally, to put two 4-5 or 3-5 schools so close together is not ideal.
Traffic is a big concern overall. Taking one of the best elementary schools and dispersing it and
using the building for a purpose that it was not originally intended for is also a huge concern.

•

This option keeps K-2 schools in the neighborhood where they reside. I believe this is vitally
important for our neighborhood's civic pride and community sense. The clear downside here is that
all 3-5 schools would be south of College Ave
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•

This option leaves most of the community of Oakhurst without a walkable, neighborhood school
for K-2, and leaves all of the communities north of College Avenue without neighborhood schools
for 3-5. I also have concerns about the traffic on College avenue, and south of West College Avenue,
given that all of the 3-5 schools would be located there.

•

This option makes the most sense given that both elementary schools and 3-5 schools would be
under capacity. While traffic is a concern, there are mitigation strategies that can be implemented to
address the traffic challenges. This also makes the elementary and 3-5 school experiences both 3
years, in line with national trends, and both the elementary schools and 3-5 academies would be
under capacity. Why wouldn't you choose this scenario given the information available, although I
don't understand why none of the conversation is focused on making Clairemont ES the new 3-5
academy instead of Oakhurst? Clairemont is centrally located north of College Ave and has a
relatively high capacity for students. This would leave 3 elementary schools south of College and 2
to the north, along with 2 3-5 academies to the south and 1 to the north.

•

This option makes too many changes and there is no strong educational reason for it

•

This option means that a large portion of 3-5 students will lose the option to walk to school, thereby
increasing traffic considerably in the south side of Decatur, especially the Oakhurst neighborhood.
This also means that there is not a centrally located elementary school in Oakhurst. Many k-2
Oakhurst kids would also lose the option to walk to school.

•

This option only takes the data into consideration, meaning the capacity and projected utilization.
This option does not take consider the neighborhoods and how it will impact them, especially
Oakhurst. Having both 3-5 schools in the Oakhurst neighborhood will be detrimental by decreasing
the number of families who are able to walk to school and greatly increase the number of families
who will have to drive to the same area. Mead Rd and Feld Ave will not be able to handle this
dramatic increase of car traffic. The proposed 3-5 schools need to be more geographically spaced in
order to traffic flow, convenience, walkability and safety.

•

This option puts both 3-5 schools across the tracks which is just terrible for those of us on the north
side. also, this takes our children out of their neighborhood school earlier which I hate because I
love the walkability and local, smaller feel of Clairemont. My kids know all the teachers and they
love it there. I hate the idea of putting them into such a large overwhelming school any sooner than
I have to. there is nothing I like about this option.

•

This option removes the need to do this exercise again in 5 years. As a 20 year resident with small
children, I'm tired of doing this exercise every half decade now that our city is a popular place to
live - put us in a plan that gets us UNDER 100% ALL SCHOOLS near term. We will only be getting
more popular with easy Marta access and good schools, so build in extra capacity now, we will
need it (please think long term). Also, Plan 1A maintains or increases walkability for almost all
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neighborhoods. Northeast Decatur does not have to get in a car to go to Clairemont or Winnona K-2
and can also walk to 3-5 (at Talley) via the Marta Bridge. Oakhurst residents can walk to CH and
Winnona through their neighborhoods as well. Also, the 4-5 is already all in Oakhurst, so who cares
if all the 3-5 are on that side of the tracks too... we are used to it with FAVE and Renfroe - we'll get
used to it with 3-5.
•

This option seems to be the only one that doesn't have any grade grouping maxed out on day 1 and
that leaves room for growth.

•

This option takes away Oakhurst as an elementary school, which would affect many of my friends
on the other side of town. I also do not like the change from K-3/4-5 schools to K-2/3-5 schools. I
have a 3rd grader now and it is such a year of growth. I am glad she gets to experience leadership
at this age instead of being the youngest grade again.

•

This option takes away the walkability for a neighborhood to their local elementary school. K-3 are
important years for families to form relationships with other children in their neighborhood as well
as with their school. This is easier to do in a community school that is located in your neighborhood
where families gather and walk with children to and from school. Having this early foundation of
friends and community is so important to children and will be somewhat lost if they have to ride a
bus or take a car to and from school. This option also adds traffic to Decatur as more children will
be leaving their neighborhoods for more grades.

•

This option will draw 2/3 of the district's 3-5th grade students to the Oakhurst neighborhood every
day creating a traffic nightmare for the area. Having two 3-5 schools within one mile of each other
in a densely packed neighborhood makes no sense. I understand the desire to use Oakhurst
Elementary as a 3-5 school due to its size, however this option sacrifices the walkability for most of
Oakhurst K-2 children by moving them to College Heights. Also, the traffic impact to Mead Rd. will
be huge. Traffic is already a problem now when the large majority of students attending are within
walking distance of the school. Adding a large number of students with no viable option other than
driving will significantly and negatively impact the traffic flow and parking situation on this
narrow residential street.

•

This option will negatively impact the entire Decatur community due to increased traffic. Please
conduct a traffic study before making a decision

•

This option will take away the walk ability in the neighborhood, create huge traffic problems when
bussing and driving kids from one end of the district to the other and take away the neighborhood
school connection for the lower grades. I believe the local elementary schools is a big part of CSD
success. Parents are involved from the beginning and get to know teachers and other parents which
creates community, this option will take that away. Also re zoning and moving kids around is very
disruptive for teachers, staff and kids and should be avoided if possible. It can take years to create
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new well functioning work teams and a sense of belonging. I know the numbers support this
option, but it's important to take other values in to account. Numbers are important but does not
reflect the entire situation. This would be a very bad thing for Oakhurst, but also a bad thing for the
district as a whole.
•

This option will worsen the traffic problem that already exist in Oakhurst. The residents of
Oakhurst don't want the increased traffic in their neighborhood and the residents on the north side
don't like sitting in extra traffic. This plan puts too much of the burden on Oakhurst.

•

This option would reduce walkability for quite a few families for the 3-5 level. I'm worried about
traffic calming issues on S. Columbia Dr. for walking to the Talley St. location. Seems silly to have
both 3-5 schools in Oakhurst. Feedback from other parents about the current 4-5 is that it doesn't
have a sense of community. I hope the 3-5 model would make it easier to become involved and
volunteer, etc.

•

This plan disrupts families with young children at Oakhurst without adding a walkable option for
a 4-5 or 3-5 on the north side.

•

This plan places all of the K-2 schools as far away from the main area of student growth as
possible . This will destroy the walkable nature of the city's schools. The plan will cause massive
traffic problems, as well. I also do not think we should change the grade structure if possible. There
are good pedagogical reasons to have the EL curriculum see its full arc through 3rd grade.
Concerns about overcrowding seem to take the population estimates as gospel, when we know
there is uncertainty in them, but the consultants refuse to disclose how much.

•

This plan ruins a great community feeling on this side of Decatur. Traffic that would be added to
Oakhurst for all Decatur's 3-5 to drive in. Does not make since to have two 3-5 schools to be within
a mile of each other.

•

This seems like the most disruptive option for all parties involved -- families and schools alike.

•

This seems to be the most balanced and sustainable option and is the best for the district as a whole.
I think that the geographic distribution of 3-5 schools is not any more or less dispersed than in
option 1B (obviously a perfect distribution is physically impossible) AND this one has the
advantage of creating three 3-5 schools of relatively equal size which will ensure equal resources
and experiences for all students at that level. Most importantly, this option balances utilization of
space, leaving some room for growth at all grades without under-using facilities, which ultimately
makes the most of the taxpayer dollars that are being spent. It has the best chance of being
sustainable for the long-term, accommodating growth and avoiding another round of bond
referendums, re-districting, etc. , in the future (and hopefully avoiding more trailers!).

•

This seems to change things too much. And takes away the community aspect that Decatur has
right now. Taking kids from walking to school together
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•

This unfairly shifts elementary education from the northern neighborhoods to the south of the
district by creating additional capacity in the 4-5 grades in the south while reducing our beloved
local K-3 to K-2. We on the northern end will pay, yet lose capacity. We love our neighborhood
schools, and don't want to sacrifice them to subsidize the mass expansion of Oakhurst.

•

This will tear a community apart that should stay together

•

This would make traffic almost unbearable with children coming from the north side of town.

•

This would put us close enough to walk to school and give our sons more time together at the same
school.

•

Three 3-5 academies on the south side of Decatur and no option on the north side creates a logistical
bottleneck Glennwood has housed 3-5th graders before and would be better suited for this purpose
than Oakhurst. It is also on the North side of Decatur thus giving those residents a better option.

•

Three 3-5 schools below College Avenue is unacceptable.

•

Three 3-5s on the south side seem to create a lot more traffic in the city and compromise walkability
to many communities, starting at an earlier grade, and families will resent that. The k-3 elementary
schools are located closer to students residences and by 3rd grade they can walk by themselves, and
even take smaller siblings, fostering autonomy. The number of students who need the bus when
attending their neighborhood schools is considerably smaller than currently the 4/5 Academy, and
other than the logistics of busing, we have to consider increased traffic in the City. The whole
community is affected by this changes. Grade Level collaboration between teachers happen at
smaller schools with 3, or more teachers per grade. Having 17 teachers collaborating is not
necessarily productive, and leads to misconceptions. Families wonder why students in the same
school aren't having the exact experience as their neighbor's kids who have a different teacher.
Homogenizing our schools, teachers and students is NOT what Decatur is about!

•

Throwing third graders in with 4th and 5th grades does not make sense in terms of the children's
emotional development.

•

Too much traffic and two many kids in Oakhurst district, No walkability to 4/5 kids from other side
of the tracks at an age when they can walk.

•

Too disruptive to one group.

•

Too disruptive to younger students. Takes away leadership opportunities for 3rd graders.

•

Too disruptive, and all 3-5 schools would be south of W College, which would require more
transportation.

•

Too many kids heading to Oakhurst. Disadvantages those who live near Westchester.

•

Too many school changes for very young elementary students (very schizophrenic education,
doesn't foster community, causes extreme difficulty for families with children with close together
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ages) -Significant increase in neighborhood traffic, decreased
•

Too many schools in a very small area

•

Too many schools located on one side of the town--schools should be spaced out.

•

Too much busing across the tracks. Traffic would be a nightmare, and I don't like the K-2/3-5
configuration.

•

Too much change overall

•

Too much change to current schools. Walkability is decreased.

•

Too much changing

•

Too much traffic on Mead Rd-Oakhurst. Two 3-5 buildings very close together.

•

Traffic and all the fact that all the 3-5 schools would be south of College seems odd.

•

Traffic and logistics would be horrible for parents and students on both sides of the tracks. Getting
through the Oakhurst village or down Mead or Feld Rd in the morning already takes upwards of 30
minutes. Also DO NOT want to lose neighborhood K-2/K-3 school. It builds valuable school
community foundations.

•

Traffic around the current 4/5 Academy is very heavy; I can't imagine the traffic around Oakhurst
Elementary if it changes from a neighborhood K-3, where a huge number of students walk to
school, to a 3-5 model where most kids are driven or ride in cars or buses. Mead and Feld cannot
support this increase in traffic. CSD has made an enormous investment in time and human
resources in the K-3 and 4-5 models; simply taking a grade away from K-3 and adding it to 4-5 is
going to have a huge impact on the people in those buildings, both students and teachers. Also
where is the new ECLC going to be built, and at what cost? However, from a geographic
standpoint, it does make sense to centralize ECLC somewhere else in the city (near the downtown
area possibly?) and return College Heights to a K-3 school.

•

Traffic cannot be supported at that location, and Oakhurst will lose a beloved school and will lose
walkability for those youngest members of our system.

•

Traffic concerns for Oakhurst

•

Traffic considerations near Oakhurst - currently it is already very difficult to walk safely near the
school with the traffic, and with the increased number of 3-5 students not in a walkable distance,
that traffic is likely to increase. Busses can barely fit down the street and far too many cars make
unsafe decisions to expedite drop off as it is.

•

Traffic disaster with all 3-5s south of college. A total nightmare for working parents.

•

Traffic flow concerns in the south part of town and lack of accessibility (and encouragement of
future growth) in the north part of town

•

Traffic flow is the biggest concern around this option. I like that the projected utilization would not
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put us over capacity in only 3-4 years. If one would just look at the project utilization, this would be
the option to go with.
•

Traffic in Oakhurst would increase considerably, in already congested area. K-3 students would not
have the same walkability to their neighborhood schools. The staff at Oakhurst would be
completely dispersed.

•

Traffic is already not great, and most are able to walk to school. Thinking of traffic on Mead Rd. - it
would become even more of a nightmare. All 3-5 schools would be south of the tracks. For how
long would there be a deficit of seats?

•

Traffic is horrible already! Many children won't be able to walk to school anymore.

•

Traffic on Mead - will make it very difficult for residents (me) to leave our homes, exit on college, or
even park.

•

Traffic on Mead Rd. Concerned with heavy clustering of schools in Oakhurst.

•

Traffic on mead street is a big consideration and I like the 4/5 academy model

•

Traffic pattern in/around Oakhurst

•

Traffic safety on college ave./mead rd. railroad track construction impact. don't like that all 3-5's are
south of college, but can live with it. I like the neighborhood elementary schools being very
walkable for most neighborhoods currently, losing a year of that is somewhat dislikable.

•

Traffic will be a nightmare. I worry about emergency vehicles crossing the tracks in the gridlock at
drop off (and maybe pick up?). At least one 3-5 school should be north of the tracks to help with
traffic flow. It will increase quality of life for parents, students, etc. and help increase safety for
those that want to bike/walk to school due to less cars.

•

Traffic, traffic, traffic. Decreases walkability in Oakhurst. The most walkable area in our city.

•

Train tracks...the traffic nightmare this would create is substantial. In addition, Decatur-ites love
their neighborhood schools and communities, which this plan breaks up.

•

Travel time from the Glennwood area is longer than I would want for my child to be on the bus at
such a young age. A closer alternative through 5th grade would be strongly preferable.

•

Trying to get a large population of students to Oakhurst Elementary from outside the
neighborhood would be a disaster. The school is embedded deep in the neighborhood with very
narrow streets surrounding it. The traffic is already bad and it would get much worse if changed to
a 3-5 school. In addition K-2 students that now are able to walk to Oakhurst would have to ride to
more distant schools.

•

Two 3-5 schools in Oakhurst don't make sense. A better idea is to have a 3-5 north of the tracks.

•

Two 3-5 schools within a mile of each other doesn't serve the north end of the school district as well

•

Two negatives: 1) I am a fan of the K-3/4-5 format. Have been a supporter since before it was
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originally implemented. 2) Having all three 3-5 schools on the south side of the tracks makes no
sense from a traffic/logistics perspective.
•

Two secondary elementary schools too close together. This would effect traffic, too much
congestion in Oakhurst, and a concern for too many students in the Oakhurst area as well. I feel
Fave was a great transition for our daughter, it was hard in the beginning but then her years at Fave
she did well and it definitely made the transition to Renfroe great. She loves Renfroe and middle
school. I feel third is still so young to loop them in together with fourth and fifth graders. K - 3 has
been the perfect school for our children as they begin their academic career.

•

Unbalanced geographically - travel/transportation concerns Juggling reassigning staff, specials
teachers, Student initial redistricting, change of building, disruption consecutive years (if when new
structures in place) i.e. 2nd grade school A, 3rd grade- school B, 4th grade school C - three years 3
new buildings

•

Uncomfortable with third graders with fifth graders.

•

Very concerned about traffic levels in Oakhurst. There are few North South arteries that can
accommodate that much traffic.

•

Very much not a fan of consolidating all of our grade configuration in the south side.

•

Walkability should be a key concern. CSD is unique in Georgia in the number of students who walk
or bike to school. Studies show that students who use active transportation to get to school
demonstrate significantly higher levels of concentration and have higher levels of mental and
physical health. Elementary schools should be located within 1 mile of students' homes. The
configuration that best achieves this should be given highest priority.

•

Walkable elementary school for our youngest students.

•

Want to keep Oakhurst as a K-3 school.

•

Way too drastic of a change/reconfiguration affecting too many kids. The current configuration is
idea.

•

Way too many schools south of College. Would be very unfair to folks on the north side.

•

We are currently at Westchester and all schools in this proposal are on south side of city.

•

We are on the North side of COD, and having all 3-5 schools on the south side is a logistical
nightmare, especially given that we have two children 3 years apart that will be attending two
different schools for multiple years at a time. This is not conducive to the close-knit school-centered
community that we appreciate about COD. It could also be potentially unsafe when there are
emergencies, inclement weather, etc. if there is gridlock on that side of town trying to get to our
children.

•

We are zoned for Westchester. A closer 4/5 academy would be an enormous benefit to our
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community.
•

We bought a house in Oakhurst so that we would be able to send our two young children to
Oakhurst Elementary. Our children are not old enough to attend school yet.

•

We dislike that all the 3-5 schools will be south of the tracks

•

We have and will have invested a substantial amount before our kids will be old enough to attend
elementary school, and we moved here with the intention of being able to walk them to Oakhurst
Elementary from our house.

•

We like getting rid of the 4/5 model which we have found very unsatisfactory. Three 3-5 schools are
better than one. Mixes students earlier (grade 3) which may allow for better integration. Also,
students who live closer to one another will be in class together through 5th grade-- a real benefit.
Oakhurst as a 3-5 seems like a challenge.

•

We live in north Decatur, so having all 3-5 schools south of college is a huge negative

•

We live in the northern part of the city, so getting to FAVE is quite a hike. If there are 2 3-5 schools,
it would be nice to have one in each part of town. Also, I think it would be difficult for Oakhurst K2 families to get to Westchester or Winnona Park if Oakhurst was turned into a 3-5.

•

We live north of college avenue and the traffic and walkability are a big concern with this option.

•

We live right by the 4-5 academy so know well from personal experience that MANY families
(presumably north of tracks families) drive their kids to the 4-5. Oakhurst Elementary CANNOT
accommodate heavy car traffic on either Mead or Feld. If you converted Oakhurst Elementary to a 3
-5 CSD would have to make bussing, walking or biking almost mandatory, which I expect would be
highly unpopular. In addition, the vast majority of k-3 families of Oakhurst currently walk/bicycle
with kids to school. It is unfair to take away Oakhurst residents' neighborhood, walkable k-3
school; Oakhurst would be the only part of town without a k-2 walkable/bike-able school, and yet
our residents take advantage of that possibly more than any other neighborhood. My kids are high
school so we don't have a dog in that fight, but I feel confident that putting all 3-5 in Oakhurst and
eliminating a k-2 option for Oakhurst will create deep resentment.

•

We need a walkable option for kids in Oakhurst

•

We need to return to K-5 configuration with walkable schools, less money spent on bussing, more
opportunities for leadership for our 4th and 5th graders.

•

We want WALKABLE community schools for our youngest students. No one wants to put their
Kindergartener on a bus to schlep across Decatur at 6:00 a.m.

•

What I don't like about this option is the clustering of 3-5 options on the south side, which will
increase traffic. I also don't like that this eliminates walkability for many kids in the Oakhurst
neighborhood, which is one of the things people love about this community.
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•

While curriculum might support 3rd grade with 4-5 grades, I think socially kids might do better in
3rd grade at the K-3.

•

While I do think the K-2 grouping is ideal over a K-3 grouping, having all 3-5 schools on the south
side of the railroad tracks is a logistical traffic nightmare.

•

Why not go back to a K-5 model. Why is that not an option?

•

Will cause the south of the city to become heavy with traffic. Not very walkable.

•

Will create too much traffic and will split communities on both sides of the tracks.

•

With all of the 3-5 schools located south of College Avenue, traffic is going to be an issue for
parents dropping children off at school and for the neighborhoods where the 3-5 schools are
located.

•

Worried about walkability, traffic, especially pinch points around Feld, Mead

•

Would disrupt great k-2nd grade community at Oakhurst elementary and fundamentally change
Oakhurst neighborhood

•

Would like to see K-3 configuration continue.

•

Would result in one less year for each of our kids to attend a school that's walkable (we're in
Westchester neighborhood).
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QUESTION 4
Please share any thoughts that the committee should consider when developing
recommendations for the Board of Education. Please describe parts of Option 1b that you
like or dislike.
Individual Questionnaires
• 3 years in ES (K-2), 3 year (3-5). Better transition as a whole for students. Sense of security from

students POV- 3 even years. Sense of belonging and ownership/ buy in from parents POV. Great
transition, small (K-2)-medium (3-5)-large(MS & HS).
• All 3-5 on south side of tracks based on 2010 ESRI demo (data) seems dated (traffic). Would like

more information on 3-5 transition- how is this good for child.
• All 3-5 schools are south of W. College Ave.
• All 3-5 schools would be clustered onto the Oakhurst area. Would make it difficult for families with

several children to drop off as children across traffic lines. Would 3rd grade curriculum be changed
from EL model? 3rd graders are still so little, would "mature" them more the move sooner, would
culture of the 3-5 change - make it less "tweeny"?
• All 3-5 south of College. Traffic.
• As a current Oakhurst ES family, my youngest son (in preschool at ECLC) should be at ECLC for

PreK, move to Oakhurst for K, move back to ECLC for 1st and 2nd grade, and go to Oakhurst for 35. Too many transitions. We would also lose Oakhurst as our "community elementary school"
potential drop in home value.
• Best utilization, not maxed out. Better shot of not growing similar numbers at capacity both in grade

bands 3-5 and K-2 similar size. Lots of change is where the south. K-2 need more number crunching
to make sure south side still isn't overcrowded- current figures don't make walkability K-2
• Capacity is the best but can another option provide opportunity for additional capacity? Geography

is a huge problem for many reasons: traffic, community connection to schools, but most importantly
K-2 have fewer bus rides and more parent walkers. If you lose K-2 in each neighborhood, that
connection is lost and I see huge value in establishing that foundation in early grades- for both
parents and kids.
• Concerned about all 3-5 being on south side. Traffic for those on south side. All of driving traffic

coming to 3-5, because not walkable, creates a huge issue in Oakhurst.
• Conversion of Oakhurst? Also, do teachers like K-2, 3-5? And all of listed challenges.
• Developmentally makes more sense for 3rd graders to be grouped with K-2 than 4-5. Heavy

concentration of schools south of College.
• Difficult to access- creates traffic concerns in Mead, college possibly impacting commutes to Renfroe.
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K-2, 3-5 model - I worry about loss of a true community school at lower grade levels.
• Dislike all 3-5 are south of the tracks. Like new elementary as 3-5. Like Oakhurst 3-5 (big building)
• Dislike Oakhurst being 3-5. Not enough option for K-2 in Oakhurst.
• Dislike that the entire K-2 site of buildings are south of college.
• Don't want to lose Oakhurst as a K-3 (or K-2). Traffic in Oakhurst would be unbearable with 2 3-5

schools that close to one another.
• Geography 3-5 all on south side. Oakhurst and Mead Rd not large enough for traffic capacity and

ingress-egress
• Geography and taking away Oakhurst ES hurts my neighborhood schools.
• Having all 3-5's on one side of town doesn't make sense. Traffic would be too crazy, it would be non-

walkable for all North side people. Split community in too many places.
• I am concerned about having all 3-5 schools south of the tracks because of traffic. Tough for parents

north of tracks, lots of congestion south of tracks.
• I am concerned about the traffic in Oakhurst.
• I don't like that all 3-5 are on the south side of the city, traffic will be a problem and it will take kids

away from their neighborhood school much sooner.
• I don't like that all the 3-5 schools are South of downtown (we are garden lane- Westchester Dist.). I

do like 3rd grade moving to 4/5 school.
• I don't like three 3-5 schools on the south side. Transportation is already difficult if crossing the

tracks.
• I don't think having both 3-5 schools so close will be beneficial to the students on the North side of

district. Traffic will also be a nightmare (as a community member on 2nd Ave.). I also don't want
Oakhurst to become 3-5.
• I like the capacity utilization but I wonder about charging schools after 2nd grade. Is there any

research on this? I do like the idea that 3-5 would be together from a learning perspective.
• I like the K-2, 3-5 configuration but don't like that all of the 3-5 schools are south of W College.
• I think the system needs a 3-5 north of College. It is less walkable. It also is bad walkability-wise for

K-2.
• I went into the meeting not liking any concept of the K-2, 3-5 grade split. However, after the

presentation did point out the issue of preserving the balance of sizes at the schools (not having one
elementary substantially small while others are big). I like and would prioritize preserving the
similar size schools and advantages of maintaining the specials and support staff. I do not like the
idea of having Oakhurst and 5th Ave as 3-5 because of the traffic and transportation issues involved
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and impact on the neighborhoods.
• If we want to continue our IB program and extend down into the option 1a it would require

significant funding to train an entire new grade level of teachers. Disruption to entire community in
that everybody changes schools.
• Impact on neighborhood traffic. Mead road is not the only street affected. Current traffic is already

overwhelming for Mead road.
• K-2 configuration is helpful in allowing students to remain in their local neighborhood. 3-5 grade

configuration allows for good capacity in the future.
• K-2 schools all on periphery of the city; destroys Oakhurst neighborhood schools. Decreases

walkability of Decatur schools. Both indicated the largest combination of students in Oakhurst,
which under this plan does not have its own K-2 school. This plan seems to place all K-2 schools as
far away from the students as possible. Will have significant consequences for safety of students
walking to school.
• Keep overall capacity lower, leave room for growth/expansion.
• Least seat deficit for K-2. I like that kids spend 3 years at each school and have greater ownership

and neighborhood cohesiveness. More even distribution among 3-5 capacity. Don't like all 3-5 being
south of tracks, kids need better walkability for 3-5. This could create significant transfer issues.
Would we need more bussing?
• Like K-3 options. Don't like all 3-5 south.
• Like optimization. Dislike all south of College Ave. but Oakhurst as a 3-5 is closer for those living

north of College Ave.
• Like: can accommodate projections (I am dubious of the numbers until building is curated). Dislike:

can Clairemont really be the largest schools? Capacity? Space? Aging school age population? Not
sure I like putting 3rd grade with older kids. They need time to be little kids.
• Like: projected utilization numbers; convenient layout for where my family lives. Dislike: does

strain Oakhurst traffic.
• Makes most sense for numbers but concern about what will happen to the 3rd grade curriculum

with EL vs IB, which program will they get?
• Mead already packed. Need 3-5 north of tracks.
• My main concern is traffic implications, to put both 3-5 schools so close together is problematic, also

it takes away the ability to walk for many Oakhurst families.
• Need to have 3-5 or 4-5 on other side of Decatur from 4th-5th.
• No K-2 schools in areas in west and southwest that are among the fastest growing.
• Not enough seats for Oakhurst K-2 students to remain in the Oakhurst community. Oakhurst loses
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K-2 walkability for those students. Traffic would be a disaster for Mead Rd. Seems ridiculous to put
72% of 3-5 kids in one quadrant of the city.
• Oakhurst neighborhood traffic. Walkability.
• Prefer a 3-5 on the north side.
• Prefer to avoid retrain of teachers. Would like the one 3-5 above tracks if the change to that.
• Puts all 3-5 in one area.
• The new 3-5 school would not be located in any neighborhood north of College Ave. This would

require more complicated bussing and redistricting models.
• There is a huge (intangible, but very real) value to walking to school and most kids K-3 walk. I

strongly support keeping the K-3 model/the 4-5 schools. Kids at the 4-5 level seem to enjoy riding
the bus and it seems more than 50% of them ride the bus anyways.
• Third graders are developmentally more like 1st graders than 5th graders (they haven't lost their

innocence). Would IB work for 3rd graders?
• This is where it may look good with data but will be detrimental to the Oakhurst community.

Taking Oakhurst Elementary away from the K-2 removes that part of the community. It is currently
a very walkable school with a lot of parent/community involvement. With this plan, all elementary
K-2 are on the outskirts of town. Additionally having all 3 3-5 schools below the train tracks pose
more logistical issues for kids across all schools.
• This option appears to create terrible traffic across the city, degrade the relationship between

neighborhoods and schools, and still risk overcrowding at the K-2 level. This seems like a total
failure.
• This option doesn't take into consideration how the neighborhood will be impacted. Where will the

kids go? How will the area be re-zoned?
• Three 3-5 buildings south of the tracks. Dismantling a newly EL credentialed school.
• Too many 3-5 on south side (traffic, etc.). We live in Oakhurst and DO NOT want to be put across

the tracks at all. We love the K-3 model, but would be okay with K-2 to keep integrity of Oakhurst
neighborhood.
• Traffic all going south 3-5 schools, young kids crossing the tracks. Problem could IB be taught to 3rd

grade.
• Traffic and safety south of College Ave. All 3-5 south of College Ave.
• Traffic concerns into Oakhurst. Decreased walkability.
• Traffic concerns. Too many kids in Oakhurst. Walkability impacted.
• Traffic in Oakhurst area would be a bear. Elimination of Oakhurst Elem. - cause outrage.
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• Traffic in the area would be very challenging.
• Very disruptive to large chunk of Oakhurst neighborhood and community, not just the school

zoning. Destroys walkability for much of Oakhurst. Too many 3-5 on South side of Decatur. 3-5
busing on Mead Rd very difficult.
• Walkability and students spending more time together at school.
• Walkability for Oakhurst residents to K-3 school. Traffic increase. EL vs IB curriculum- teacher

training and re-training has a large learning curve.
• Younger students having walkability to their school is a big asset. Seeing classmates and neighbors

on their way to/from school helps the younger kids adjust to school. Will the kids from Oakhurst
lose their chance to school? What are the options for walkability if all three 4-5 schools are south of
College?

Group
• (3-5) on one side of town. Would rip OAK community apart. Third graders are too young. Traffic

(what does that look like for 3rd grade transition?). Third graders too young to leave lower
elementary school. Moderate increase from 3-5 to 4-5. Lots of redistricting- would cause
neighborhood disruption. Most walkable area is disrupted. Geographically is negative. Doesn't max
out before we get started. 3rd graders are potentially in 600-700 size school.
• 1a and 1b places testing on benefit- why? Research yet on testing back to back years. Lopsided for K-

2 options for the South.
• Both 3-5 schools too close- traffic, lessens walkability. How would you draw the 3-5 line in

Oakhurst? Safety issues.
• Concerned about having no 3-5 on North side.
• EL, walkability for 3-5, geographically not well thought out, 3-5 South of College Ave
• Families with a lot of kids going to multiple schools. Mead/Oakhurst "packed"- too many cars.

Requires teacher re-training. Too far to walk to College Hts. from Oakhurst. School starts too early.
• Geography, traffic, reduced walkability, massive neighborhood changes- all negative. Seat

utilization- positive.
• Livability. Ability to leave the south side to go to work will be more difficult to leave to work.
• Location issues and concerns. All 3-5 on same side of town. Traffic is a major issue- both car and

walking for Mead area.
• None of options North of tracks for 3-5, traffic concerns, changes all school configurations for

teachers, staff, and families, no K-2 in SW corner of high populated area, equitable distribution of
student population, utilization under capacity.
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• Not equitable with all schools in one area. Too much traffic in one area.
• Not walkable for K-2 in Oakhurst. Too many 4-5's in one area after school. No statistical difference.
• One outlier who was supportive and likes lower congestion concern about Oakhurst village

congestion and proximity of 3-5 schools.
• Site leadership must set "upper elementary" tone at 3-5, not "lower MS". Sibling separation anxiety.

Bell schedule impact? Transportation? Disruption to critical 3rd grade progression.
• South side, traffic, take away a school, boundaries in future. 2 - 3/5 close. Splits community CL &

Oak. Lose of outside facilities.
• Too much traffic at Oakhurst. All 4/5's south of College Ave. Would IB work for 3rd grade? EL at

elementary schools disrupts curriculum
• Traffic concerns. Changes in walkability. No longer have a walkable school.
• Traffic concerns; geographic equity. Transition to middle school.
• Traffic in Oakhurst worse than traffic at Glennwood. Numbers- Oakhurst bigger. Inequity

geographically.
• Traffic. Major dislike.
• Walkability would be less, all around. The Oakhurst neighborhood and all students north of tracks

would have to come south for 3-5 at FAVE or Oakhurst. Not worst option, not the best.

Online
•

1. Adds senior elementary to north Decatur 2. Geographical sense, helps with bus commutes 3.
Three vs two senior Elementary schools - do we lose the advantage of combining all the students
before they reach middle school? 4. Lose teacher cohesiveness and collaboration with three schools

•

1. Breaking up community 2. Walkability 3. Glennwood neighborhoods are most affected. The
schools to the north won't fit the Glennwood kids for k-2 so they will have to zoned to south of
tracks and Glennwood 3-5 would also be too full so kids from neighborhood would potentially be
made to cross tracks for k-2 and 3-5 4. Glennwood would hold half of students that the other two 35 schools would hold. How would resources be fair/even among 3 schools? 5. Lack of leadership
opportunities for 3rd graders if they get sent to a 3-5.

•

1. Preserve K-3 walkability for both Oakhurst and Glennwood; 2. Don't mess with a curriculum
setup (K-3, 4-5) that undergirds one of the top public school systems in the state of Georgia for the
sake of justifying the consultancy cost; 3. Options 1a and 1b offer no compelling occupancy ratio
improvement given the uncertainty of projecting growth figures out 5 years, no matter what green/
yellow/red colors appear on the presentation...
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•

1b is better than 1a because it at least spreads the 3-5 elementary schools out. I am generally not in
favor of converting the lower elementary schools to K-2 (from K-3) because I think there are
benefits from a K-3 and 4-5 structure. Between 1a and 1b, however, option 1b makes more sense,
traffic-wise and walkability-wise.

•

1b Like: even distribution of schools across CoD Oakhurst stays k-2 Glennwood returns to 3-5 after
previously being 4-5 1b Dislike: none

•

1b makes the most sense as it will balance the commute times for all Decatur residents.

•

1b seemed to be a reactive request by the board. The approach does not solve the student %'s in the
report while removes the only walkable elementary school in the NE corridor of Decatur

•

3 grades at a school is an improvement of 4-5. Glennwood and Tally are also only 0.7 miles apart.
But being on different sides of the tracks will be better for traffic and buses.

•

3-5 are spread throughout the City

•

3-5 schools are spread out to areas of need. seems to have least amount of challenges with
reasonable utilization.

•

3-5 schools located both north and south.

•

3-5 would help parents see 4th and 5th grade as what it is, elementary school. Placing just the 4/5 of
an entire school district in one building gives the image of a middle/high school. The community
aspect is impossible to build on the same level as K-3 with the current 4/5 facilities.

•

3rd graders are still so young and good to keep them at their initial elementary school.

•

3rd graders are too young to be moved at all, let alone to a large school environment.

•

3rd graders are too young to be with 4/5 graders.

•

A huge drawback is continuity. With this proposal the greater proportion of students will be
changes schools 4 times in 4 years, or 4 schools over 6 years for students in Oakhurst and
Glennwood who would have to go to a new school between 1st and 2nd and then again in 3rd and
yet again from 5th to 6th. This assumes that once in 4/5, further shifts won't occur. That is far too
many times and has the likely outcome of disrupting their educational attainment. Further, more
than other proposals, it disrupts the communities that have built up around the elementary schools,
more so than option 1a. Walkability should not be listed as a strength in this proposal as the report
stated. With the removal of Glennwood as a k-3 or k-2, it means a large portion of North Eastern
Decatur will not have the option to walk with young school age children. Walkability for K-3 / k-2,
is much more important than 4-5 or 3-5. Clearly the report was incorrect when it stated walkability
as a strength and did not mention continuity as a weakness.

•

Again - prefer the 3-5 model. Am concerned that Glennwood is not large enough to serve a
significant geographic area of the north side of the city, which means some families are lucky
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enough to get the benefit of proximity, but the other families will likely be districted at FAVE,
which poses significant problems - lack of engagement for parents; transportation time for students.
The long time on the bus also means students are expected to wake up and get on the bus too early
in the morning. Sending kids into school without enough sleep is a recipe for disaster.
•

Again, I dislike the idea of shifting to a K-2/3-5 system. The only benefit of this plan is that the 3-5
schools would be somewhat geographically balanced.

•

Again, I do not think any geography within CSD should have to lose its elementary school. CSD is
striving to be one of the best small school districts in the nation, and Decatur is striving to be an
active, walking community. Both these principles are fundamental to our community. All plans
except 2 disenfranchise a major portion of our city. Option 1b is even worse than 1a because the
Glennwood Community has already been without a K-3 school for some years. The school is open
and an important part of the vibrant community. It would be devastating to close it.

•

Again, I feel that there is no research to back up the k-2/3-5 model changes. That is a huge
difference to what we have currently. Also, there is much to accomplish in 3rd grade in a k-3 setting
and gives students the chance to be leaders, before making the change to 4th grade and middle
school. Current Glennwood Elementary students would loose a walkable school.

•

Again, I think 3rd graders are far too young and immature to be forced to uproot and attend a new
school: there is a big developmental difference between 3rd and 4th graders, and 4th and 5th
graders have more in common with each other than with 3rd graders. Also, I would think that 4th
and 5th grades are more likely to develop problems with bullying 3rd graders with this new
configuration-- I think this may have been mentioned in the original decision to go with a 4/5
academy split to begin with. And again, it is nice, currently, to have students start serious
achievement testing in 3rd Grade in a K-3 school with which they are familiar, rather than BOTH
starting a new school in third grade AND ALSO starting assessments that count in the same year.
That is a lot to ask of relatively immature 3rd graders. It is nicer to split up those demands: 3rd
graders learn to engage in initial, serious testing while comfortable at their old, K-3 school; 4th
graders learn to adapt to a new 4-5 academy. The old grade split is working well, as objective
results/school rankings have shown: why change and disrupt this grade pattern? This option would
rip apart the Glennwood "neighborhood elementary" and create disruption in that way too for
students. It would seem unfair to rip apart this neighborhood's walkability and unity, while not
asking others to sacrifice. Also, making Glennwood a 3-5 academy would result in a 3-5 academy
that is significantly smaller than the others, resulting in unequal use of resources -- a smaller school
feel at Glennwood compared to FAVE and Talley St. On the plus side, however, making
Glennwood a 3-5 school would result in one 3-5 academy being placed on the north side of town
(north of the tracks). Again, I am suspicious of the projections of the numbers of seats because all of
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the options are quite close (what is the margin of error? are we in the margin of error between
each?), but this option still leaves us with maximum utilized capacity in 3-5 schools .
•

Agree with all the benefits listed in the proposal. I like the k-2 and 3-5 grade separation. The
distribution of the 3-5 schools are more appropriate.

•

Agree with k-2 plan. like Glennwood as 3-5

•

All of the 3-5s are too far from my house

•

all positive factors for doing this...walkability, dispersed, etc.

•

All the benefits stated on the report. Makes the most logistical sense. Encourages walkability for
students on the north side of the city.

•

Allows Oakhurst Elementary to continue to be in the neighborhood and create community as well
as allow 4/5th academy to continue.

•

Although this is a better option because it puts the 3–5 school north of the tracks, it would make it
difficult for Glennwood residents to have a walkable elementary school

•

An option that has the least rezoning for current students is preferable.

•

Appreciate the importance of walkability. Like students spending 3 years at each elementary
school. This option seems the most sustainable of the 3 presented.

•

As a teacher, the K-2 and 3-5 option makes the most sense to me. I feel that clustering this way
helps with more vertical alignment of curriculum within a school setting. It doesn't really matter to
me where the 3-5 schools and K-2 schools are as a teacher. I feel that it would also be helpful if K-5
was either IB or EL for consistency. I don't have a preference for either but wish it was consistent K5.

•

As a former elementary school teacher, I think the K-2 and 3-5 split makes the most sense based on
child development theories. Further, this option places a 3-5 school above College Ave which
would be better traffic-wise (and safety-wise for walking) than option 1a.

•

As a Glennwood resident, our walkability to a K-2 school is greatly inconvenienced.

•

As a Glennwood parent, I really like the walkability of the school for K-3. This option does not tell
us where Glennwood kids would go, and that affects our day-to-day life greatly. My strong
preference is for the option with the lowest student: teacher ratios, which I feel I can't adequately
assess from the options presented.

•

As mentioned above, I feel that having third grade students mixed in with fourth and fifth grade
students is less appropriate than having them at the "top of their class" in K-3 schools. A vast
difference is seen between 3rd graders and 5th graders. This being said, if this decision is reached,
having two locations for 3-5 schools that are on different sides of town seems more appropriate
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than having two 3-5 schools so close to each other. This would result in longer travel times not only
on busses and in cars, but also for the safety for those who wish to walk or bike to school.
•

As residents and parents we would like to keep our neighborhood schools.

•

At least Glennwood is on the other side of the tracks. Hopefully some of the infrastructure is there
for older grades too since it was previously a 4/5. I don't know how many families walk to
Glennwood now. It is my understanding that it is fewer than at Oakhurst. Being able to walk your
child to the elementary school is a selling point for Oakhurst. I don't know that it is to the same
extent now for Glennwood.

•

At least in this plan the 3-5 academies are spaced better, with Glennwood serving the northern
neighborhoods.

•

At least there's one K-3 school on the Northside. But I still feel that splitting the K-5 years is
unfortunate.

•

At least with this model, one of the 3-5 schools is on the north side of the city.

•

At the elementary level, I dislike that families closest to Glennwood ES will "lose" their
neighborhood school and be zoned for Clairemont or Winnona Park. Preserving neighborhood ES
should be at the top of the list of priorities for a self-described community school district, such as
CSD. In addition to the emotional argument, I have very serious concerns regarding transporting K
-2 students to a school that is not within close range. For Option 1B, I find the uneven distribution
of kids at the 3-5 level to be unacceptable, in terms of both available resources and varying
experiences. Students should enter Renfroe having had very similar school experiences, and size of
student body is a major factor here. While having a 3-5 school north of the tracks--on the surface-seems an improvement over 1A, because the school is so small and cannot actually fit all students
north of the tracks, the zoning for Glennwood would be very strange and still force many students
to commute across the tracks. I don't see that it really alleviates anything in this regard.
Furthermore, projects leave no room for growth in the 3-5 schools under this option. I hesitate to
throw my support behind a plan that will only leave us with the same potential for overcrowding
that we have today. More generally, I do not agree with the prospect of moving to a K-2 model, for
several reasons: 1. Our current setup, overcrowding aside, seems to be working for students,
families, and our schools' recognition 2. Moving to this model would cause a tremendous amount
of disruption for virtually every student K-5 3. I suspect parental involvement at the ES level may
wane, as children leave ES earlier 4. Developmentally, 3rd graders benefit from their time as leaders
in the ES and are not pushed into a "read to learn" environment before they are fully ready

•

Awful for North part of Decatur. Walkability, geography, and traffic.

•

Balances distribution of 3-5 schools across the city. Glennwood has already been a 4-5 school so it is
not as significant a change.
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•

Best for traffic and walkability like the k-2, 345 split

•

Best option.

•

Best scenario for Rosewalk where I live. Numbers look the best

•

Better balance with Glennwood being a 3-5.

•

Better distribution and walkability N/S of W. College than 1A. 3rd graders better suited to
leadership positions in K-3 than 2nd graders in K-2.

•

Better distribution of 3-5 across the city.

•

Better distribution of 3-5 schools. Main concern will there be enough support staff with 3rd grade
combined with 4-5.

•

Better distribution of both K-2's and 3-5's. Preserves idea of "neighborhood" schools. Keeps
Oakhurst as walkable K-2 for most Oakhurst residents.

•

Better distribution of school types throughout district.

•

Better than option 1a if we are going to go with a k-2 3-5 system - I don't support the k-2 3-5.

•

Better for traffic.

•

Better geographic distribution

•

Better geographic distribution of schools... and utilization is ok. It is the better of the k-2 / 3-5
options.

•

Better geographic spread of schools

•

Better having a 3-5 north of college but prefer k-3.

•

Better traffic options and better balance between the grades.

•

Better, but more disruptive than option 2

•

Bothersome that this starts at capacity

•

Breaking up the community by losing Glennwood as a neighborhood elementary. Small size of
Glennwood as 3-5 means that folks in neighborhood might not even get to go there. Does put a 4/5
on both North and South sides of town.

•

Changing Glennwood to a 3-5 means no neighborhood elementary school. The smallest kids will
have no walkable options. Again, very unfair to north of college residents, particular Decatur
Heights.

•

Changing schools is big step and better faced at an older age when children are more mature. The
transition at 3rd grade is too soon. Many more responsibilities are placed on FAVE students and
3rd graders are not ready for that transition. Developmentally, this is not an appropriate time to
transition to a larger school that has older children. EL is more appropriate for 3rd graders than IB.
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•

Clearly the best holistic choice. Positive change for communities, kids, school resources, and far less
negative side effects. This is the way to go.

•

Concerns about capacity.

•

Concerns with 3-5 grade band in regards to possible emphasis on testing (teaching to test,
narrowed curriculum & pedagogy) within school culture and disjointed transition from childcentered pedagogy assumed in K-2 to possible direct-instruction supporting test-taking in 3+
grades.

•

Currently all diversity of our school system is between Clairemont and Glennwood. 1b creates a
very diverse school 3-5 at Glennwood but no diversity throughout the other 3-5 academies. Middle
school is a hard time to introduce diversity. - Disparity in size

•

Data should be provided to show that third grade students would thrive in an environment where
they are put in a school with 4th and 5th grade. Without such data, this is a big change and the city
needs a valid reason other than overcrowding to show this is beneficial to our children. Children in
the Glennwood neighborhood may not be able to attend a walkable elementary school at all with
this option, which is completely unacceptable.

•

Despite the statement that there are "no challenges," this plan removes walkability for a significant
portion of Northeast Decatur. -Potential for capacity to remain an issue 2020 onward.

•

Dislike points same as 1a. I like the fact that 3-5 is also in the northern side of the City.

•

Dislike that Glennwood families do not have a single school we can walk to for the younger grades.
Also really dislike that while Glennwood would become a 4-5, many if not all of the families that
are within walking distance to it would not be able to attend because we are closer than Clairemont
or West Chester to Talley. Can you imagine how frustrating it would be to have a school less than a
mile from your home that you can walk to, but that you aren't zoned for? Also, most of the other
families in Decatur outside of Glennwood (and even many in) don't understand this because it is
not explicitly stated in any of the documents. I think it is unfair to not explicitly call this out to
everyone, because on the surface it doesn't seem quite as bad, but the devil is in the details.
Honestly, it seems a bit deceptive. I understand there was not time for cons in the meeting, but this
is more of a fact (the con aspect of it depends on your opinion). It really should have been called out
as a key point of the plan. Since West Chester students can't walk to Glennwood anyway, wouldn't
it make more sense to just send them to Talley instead? Either way they can't walk there, so the
negative impact to them is minimal (just a longer drive and more difficult for the kids that are
driven).

•

Dislike that northeast quadrant of city has no elementary school. 3-5 schools reach capacity by 2020.
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•

Dislike the 3-5 option, prefer 4-5. Do not feel comfortable with my 3rd grader walking longer
distances.

•

Dislike: Glennwood would reach 100% capacity immediately. Dislike: Glennwood would loose a
walkable neighborhood school for its youngest students Dislike: Glennwood faculty would be
dispersed or have to earn a new IB curriculum.

•

Dislike: None of the elementary schools are within walking distance of my Decatur Heights home.

•

Disparity in size of 3-5 schools

•

Disruption of changing grade separation during same year as opening new schools. Extensive
disruptive rezoning. Does not build enough capacity for future growth, especially 3-5.

•

Disruptive to all current school configurations and EL/IB school models. Better walkability than
Option 1A.

•

Distributing north and south of W College with improved walkability makes sense, particularly for
younger grades when parents experience real joy walking kids to school. Not to mention traffic in
Oakhurst/Mead road issues.

•

Distributing the 3-5 schools more evenly will be better for families with children. The options
packet says that an advantage of 1a over 1b is "balances utilization across the district", but it's only a
small difference, 97 vs. 100% at the K-2 level and 91 vs. 90% at the 3-5 level. That's hardly worth the
problems caused by 1a's locations of the 3-5 schools.

•

Divides my neighborhood --Decreased walkability, especially for my kids when they're younger (K
-2) youngest kids --More people forced to drive across the tracks 3-6 years --1b creates a very
diverse school 3-5 at Glennwood (good for us) but with no dive

•

Divides up one of the few true neighborhoods and places children at schools that are no longer
within walking distance at the youngest grades. Not a viable option.

•

Division of 3-5 on both sides of the community better for walkability and traffic.

•

Do not support taking 3rd grade classes away from neighborhood elementary schools. If this
format has to be undertaken then at least one 3-5 school should be north of College Avenue.

•

Do not take our neighborhood elementary school away. Simple!

•

Do not want to lose neighborhood K-2/K-3 school. It builds valuable school community
foundations. But it would be ideal to have second 4-5/3-5 on this side of the tracks.

•

Does balance the location of 3-5 schools better, but still will be disruptive

•

Does not maintain the K-3 walkable neighborhood schools. This is of utmost importance that every
neighborhood maintains the local k-3 school that is walkable. Older kids at the 4-5 level are more
mobile and can ride bikes more easily so it makes sense for the 4-5 schools to be less centrally

CITY SCHOOLS OF DECATUR

PAGE 88

COMMUNITY MEETING REPORT: COMMENTS

3/30/2017

QUESTION 4
located in the neighborhoods while priority is given to keep k-3 schools central to each
neighborhood.
•

Doesn't have all K2 south of tracks.

•

Don't change it just add a new 4/5 academy!

•

Don't change the grade grouping!

•

Don't like Oakhurst as elem. b/c has over 400 students -otherwise, mostly same benefits as 1a

•

Except for the Mead Road issues, my reasons are basically the same as not supporting 1a: Glennwood has been a very successful school over the years, and this would fundamentally change
the school, by changing the grade make-up. - I think too much will be expected of third graders if
they are put with 4-5. The overall structure either needs to be k-5 or remain k-3 and 4-5.

•

First off, it looks suspicious to me that somehow the consultants were not able to identify a single
challenge yet somehow "traffic concerns for Mead Rd" made it as a challenge for 1A. Presumably,
Glennwood would be the 3-5 for most if not all students north of College which could result in
significant traffic congestion in Glendale Estates and E Ponce. Also, I find it concerning that this
option clearly states that this configuration would result in 100% utilization of the 3-5 schools. This
analysis is at best an educated guess as to what enrollment figures will be in the future. It is not
beyond the pale to imagine that the 3-5 enrollment may exceed projections then utilization of these
facilities would exceed 100%. That's worrisome to me.

•

First, the shift to the K-2 and 3-5 formats provides greater opportunity for collaboration for
teachers, and the configuration in either option 1a or 1b eases crowding in the schools. The 3 year
stints at the elementary level will increase parental involvement over the current 4-5 configuration.
The downside for option 1b is that it creates a crowding issue even within the short term 5 year
projections.

•

For my family, this is the superior option and seems to make the most sense from a traffic
perspective.

•

For our kids, it would make walkability to their K-2 more challenging

•

For the reasons discussed in option1a, I suspect this option would put a much less strain on street
infrastructure.

•

For the same reasons above - I don't think it makes sense to abandon the K-3 and 4-5 model. There
are so many things that have developed around this model that would be difficult to undo or
change. I do like the idea of having the second 4-5 school on the north side of the city (Glennwood).
Could the Talley Street property become a hybrid - half ECLC, half K-3, with separate leadership,
entrances, facilities, etc.?
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•

For this and all options, how much flexibility do they afford if we experience major changes to
enrollment over the next decade? What does the 3-5 arrangement mean for the IB and EL
curriculum?

•

Forces those in Glennwood to be split up for all 6 years, loses any opportunity for neighborhood
school, forces littlest kids to travel a long way.

•

Geographic balance of 3-5 locations is much better. I like the conversion of Glennwood back to
upper elementary. I see the reasonableness of balancing grades between K-2 and 3-5, and for that
reason Option 1b seems better than Option 2. My request/concern with Option 1b would be to keep
the "Upper Superior and N Superior" students grouped with Clairemont ES and the rest of the
Great Lakes neighborhood, and not to split that handful off towards Westchester ES. Even with the
major crossing at Scott Blvd, the straight shot down Superior Ave is still walkable from N Superior,
and makes Clairemont ES my clear preference. Couldn't safely walk all the way down Scott to
Westchester ES.

•

Geographic distribution of the schools.

•

Geographic placement of proposed 3-5 schools preferred to 1a.

•

Geographical spread of 3-5 schools

•

Geographically makes a lot of sense. I like the idea of making 3-5 three years (allows more time at
the school, better engagement). It seems like it would also help this school feel more like an
elementary school than FAVE does now. I'd strongly favor turning the 3-5 into EL, not IB.

•

Gives a more equitable geographic distribution of elementary schools than current 4/5 model or
option 2. Glennwood is too small to have a meaningful impact on north side access to a 3-5 or 4/5
school.

•

Gives option for 3-5 school north of tracks although concern for how many households north of
track would actually be able to be zoned for the new Glennwood school due to its small size. I like
the K-2 and 3-5 model.

•

Glennwood does not seem to have the capacity to become a 3-5, though I realize population growth
predictions are not set in stone.

•

Glennwood 3-5 school is closer to Westchester and Clairemont. Improves walkability for residents
living on the north side. Reduces traffic for those that have to cross the tracks.

•

Glennwood elementary should have a walkable school for our littlest children. And it is the best
elementary (k-3) in the state; why would we dismantle that? It would disruptive to our community.

•

Glennwood is already at capacity with current K and 1st grades how would changing it to a
projected 319 students as a 3-5. Especially if they lose the para. This makes zero sense.
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•

Glennwood is already fitted for the age group and it allows that side of Decatur to have a 3-5 within
the neighborhoods. I don't love the idea that our growth makes bringing together the 5th graders
before they head to middle school - I think this has been an incredible benefit of our configuration.

•

Glennwood is better for a 3-5 since it is north of the tracks.

•

Glennwood is located in an ideal spot to reach the areas farthest away from Fave, the other 3-5
school. Additionally, Glennwood was originally renovated to meet the needs of the older 4-5
students, so the space should not need to be altered too drastically.

•

Glennwood is not an appropriately large enough school to accommodate a 3-5. This option creates
2 large academies and one small one, which could create further entanglements at Renfroe in the
future.

•

Glennwood is on a main road, so traffic flow is less of a concern for 1b.

•

Glennwood is our neighborhood school that all the families walk to. It is why we moved to this
area. It is ideal for young students. It would be very upsetting to disrupt this.

•

Glennwood makes more sense as an upper elementary for students on the N and NW side of
Decatur.

•

Glennwood should remain an elementary school.

•

Glennwood then is much smaller and that side of town loses a walkable elementary school and
breaks the community. The community on that side of town strongly prefers the 4/5 model.

•

Glennwood would be much smaller than other 3-5

•

Glennwood would be too small of a 3-5. Oakhurst is better suited to house the 3-5

•

Glennwood would have a capacity that is only about half as big as the other two 3-5 options. This
variance may cause conflict within the community where smaller schools seem to be preferred.

•

Glennwood would have easy access for student drop off and pickup. It would be walkable for a
large number of 3-5 graders. I like the K-2, 3-5 model. It would be best if the new 3-5 elementary
school could be designed to hold more students.

•

Glennwood would no longer have a walkable K-3 elementary school. In addition, Glennwood
would be half the size of the other 3-5 schools which would not be efficient in regards to staffing
and connections.

•

Glennwood would not have a walking option for an k-2.

•

Glennwood and FAVE are far apart which would lead to less collaboration.

•

Glennwood elementary is part of the community and brings young families into Decatur specifically close to the Square which is important with all the new housing going up. It's also
highly ranked the best in GA so why would you fix something that isn't broken?? Additionally, it
was a 4/5 historically and is doing more for surrounding community as a K-3...... we should learn
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from past mistakes. Finally, transporting young kids (5-8) all the way to Winona is not a good
decision. Community feel is important as is ensuring that Decatur Square area continues to growth
with youth.
•

Glennwood has housed 3-5th graders before and would be better suited for this purpose than
Oakhurst. It is also on the North side of Decatur thus giving residents on this "side of the tracks" a
much easier commute for getting their children to school on time.

•

Glennwood is large enough.

•

Glennwood is more centrally located than Oakhurst (considering 5th Ave and Tally Street are the
other higher grade schools already in the south side), which makes this option a little more
palatable than 1A for people on the north side of the track. Having raised our kids in this model, I
do see many merits of k-3, 4-5. Not that I'd advocate for K-5, but I believe it could be still an option
for it makes much more sense in terms of traffic/transportation/walkability.

•

Glennwood seems like the better option than Oakhurst only because it feels like the location could
sustain the traffic easier, and I had heard Glennwood used to be a 4-5 so may be better equipped for
the change. Same question as above, I would need to understand what the learning philosophy of
3rd grade is in this scenario.

•

Glennwood served as a 4/5 before so we have proof of concept. Having a 3-5 option above the
tracks feels more balanced for the city. Commuting would be easier for buses given the main traffic
arteries. This options gives us a 90% utilization in the K-2 area which leaves room to grow where it
is needed.

•

Glennwood would be much more accessible traffic for a 3-5 school and more accessible to people on
that side of decatur.0

•

Glennwood would offer a 3-5 building on the other side of the tracks. More convenient for those
families.

•

Good by 4-5. Yeah!

•

Good: I prefer the k-2 and 3-5 configuration Better geographic spread of 3-5 options Bad: Puts 3-5
schools at capacity immediately putting favorable teacher ratios at risk

•

Grouping the 3rd graders with 4/5 is good, due to maturity. Also, it allows the classes to be at the
same school for an additional year, to help build school community.

•

Having a 3-5 academy on the north side would help balance traffic, though the Glennwood Heights
neighborhood would lose an elementary school.

•

Having a 3-5 north of the tracks seems better. With three k-2s south of the tracks, it seems like some
number of younger children will have to cross the tracks south to get to school, which is less
desirable, especially given the fact that Howard is a speedway in the morning.
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•

Having a 3-5 on the north side of town makes sense

•

Highly disruptive to existing system I don't have enough information on K-2/3-5 vs K-3/4-5 to feel
as if I am making an informed decision. Losing walkability for younger kids I am not clear on how
bus routes would be impacted

•

How are there no challenges?? Board of Ed would be taking away a walkable K-2 for families in the
Glennwood/Decatur Heights/Sycamore Ridge neighborhood. It's much easier for a 3rd grader to get
on a bus every day than a 5 year-old kindergartner. This would also effect property values for these
neighborhoods - many people move to Decatur and enjoy Decatur because of it's walkability. If
these families are zoned to Clairemont, that 15 minute walk to school becomes a 30 minute walk. If
they are zoned to new school on Talley - walking means crossing over College/Howard, Sam's
Crossing - an overpass or some sort of crosswalk needs to be addressed; more crossing guards need
to be hired. Talley street is not a good location for anyone north of the railroad tracks/College.
Walkability is listed as a Benefit - but only to those who are currently Clairemont/Westchester/
Winona/Oakhurst - they will have a K-2 as it is now.

•

How can you not be "very supportive" it is the only one described by the hired consultants without
anything under "challenges", that fact alone makes it seem like this is an exercise in saying we
asked the community. "Town there are three options two have challenges, one does not, which
should we choose?". That being said this makes by far the most geographical sense, let's do it.

•

How is walkability defined? From where we live in Decatur, the current elementary school is
walkable, but I would not consider F.Ave nor the proposed locations for the new facilities walkable.
I like the incorporation of a 3-5 school on the North side of Decatur

•

Huge challenges with walkability for families on sycamore ridge who would likely be sent to
Winona Park for K-2 and Talley for 3-5. Largest discrepancy in the numbers of the various 3-5
schools, meaning Glennwood would be significantly smaller and have fewer resources.

•

I absolutely love the idea of getting rid of the 4/5. It is difficult to form a sense of belonging and
community when the children are at the school for only two years. Less traffic since kids can walk
to school. Although I have always been a supporter of k-5 (children thrive on consistency) which is
obviously not an option it seems logical to go with Option 1b.

•

I agree with the assessment - this proposal has all Benefits and no Challenges.

•

I am against a K-2 model I would prefer K-3 or ideally K-5

•

I am concerned about equity between the 3-5 schools when Glennwood is 1/2 the size of the other
two. Would that mean more or less specials for kids, differing teacher workloads, etc.? I like that
the 3-5 schools are more spread out geographically

•

I am concerned by the loss of neighborhood schools and the grade band change.
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•

I am concerned that the 3-5s are at capacity from the onset, leaving no room for further growth and
yet another round of "What do we do now?".

•

I am furious that there are no "challenges listed". Our community would lose any walkable option
in grade K-5. This will negatively impact our students, our community, and quite frankly our real
estate value. Losing our neighborhood school, from 2003 to 2011 was very detrimental to our
neighborhood. I live in Decatur Heights and our children were "bused" to Winona Park which did
not allow our children or our families close ties to a neighborhood school. Additionally, our
Glennwood school has been honored annually for having such a successful walk and roll program.
Eliminating it as a K-3 will dramatically increase the cars on the road, damaging our infrastructure,
and increasing pollution.

•

I am in favor of this general model (upper/lower elementary) and this particular iteration is
preferable because it is more geographically balanced and allows for greater walkability/
neighborhood school feel for younger kids. I think there is more benefit to keeping elementary aged
kids in smaller more neighborhood oriented schools and am fine with not having them all in bigger
cohort until MS.

•

I am most supportive of this plan as it spreads out the 3-5 schools more fairly in terms of
geography, and Glennwood has already served as a 4-5 and is better suited for those grade levels
than lower elementary levels, anyway.

•

I am not crazy about the K-2/3-5 model. While I know it is nationally recognized and favored in the
education world, I think the K-3/4-5 model has been working in Decatur so why make an additional
change. I do like that the 3 proposed 3-5 schools in this option are spaced throughout Decatur
geographically.

•

I am not in favor of K-2 classes, plus there would not be equity among the 3-5 schools. Glennwood
would be much smaller than it's counterparts.

•

I am not necessarily a fan of switching the elementary configuration (see below) but if it needs to be
done, this option makes much more sense geographically.

•

I am not so in favor of having three 3-5 schools. I appreciate CSDs previous efforts to bring students
from different schools together before middle school. However, if we were to have three 3-5
schools, I like this versions plan to spread them out a bit more to limit the traffic in the Oakhurst
area. Of the two options 1, I prefer B because of the traffic considerations.

•

I am skeptical that 3rd graders have the maturity to make smooth transitions to schools with older
children. I think they need the support of the K-3 environment and the advantage of expeditionary
learning.
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•

I am strongly opposed to this option. It is the most disruptive of all options. Please do not enact this
option. The benefit listed "3rd grade joins with 4/5 to better match natural curriculum changes....",
begs the question - where was this research when you set up the 4/5 Academy model just a few
short years ago?

•

I am very supportive of having a 3/5 option north of the tracks.

•

I appreciate that it provides geographic balance and provides for smaller class sizes.

•

I appreciate that this configuration has one 3-5 school north of College, but the utilization percent's
don't seem as favorable. Also, it's still very likely that a large fraction of the students on the north
side will need to travel to the south side, since Glennwood's capacity is not so large.

•

I believe 3rd graders should not have to start at a new school, being the youngest.

•

I believe that K-2, 3-5 split is best option absent of K-5 schools. As a past teacher for 12 years, I
believe curriculum is best split at the point to allow collaboration between teachers/grade levels. I
also feel like this split allows educational resources to be better utilized and shared within a school.
I like that 1 of the 3-5 elementary schools would be on the north side of Decatur. I would like to see
3-5 schools remain elementary schools and not pre-middle schools in terms of social/emotional
development for the kids. I do not like that the 3-5 elementary schools will be at 100% capacity. I
wonder if the new 3-5 school that is being built can be adjusted in size to accommodate more
students to bring down those numbers?

•

I cannot fully support without knowing which 3-5 school we'd be zoned. I moved to Oakhurst to go
elementary, all 5 years, in our neighborhood. Once I know that we'd be zoned for Fifth Ave. I
would fully support this option.

•

I challenge this option because it unfairly splits Glennwood.

•

I completely dislike the K-2 arrangement. 3rd graders would not have a chance to develop
leadership through Ambassadors, Book Buddies, or other programs. No research has been
presented to support change to K-2. This discussion should be completely independent of facilities
decisions. Having 3 3-5th grade schools increases the chances for inequities and socio-economic
segregation across the schools. Given CSD's stated desire to decrease inequities, this would be a
step in the wrong direction.

•

I disagree with a big transition before third grade milestone testing

•

I dislike having K-2 and 3-5

•

I dislike the k-2 model and disruption

•

I dislike the transitioning from a small school to a larger one for rising 3rd graders. It is emotionally
difficult. Older kids are better equipped to handle it. The location of the two new 3-5 schools seems
feasible.
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•

I do not believe 3rd graders should be moved that young in with 4-5grade.

•

I do not believe children will old enough walk to FAVE in 3rd grade.

•

I do not believe that 3rd graders should be grouped with 4th and 5th graders. In third grade,
children should be still learning to read, not reading to learn. I simply don't think continuing to
"push down" our expectations is helping the children grow and develop.

•

I do not feel 3rd graders are mature enough to be mixed in with 4th and 5th graders.

•

I do not like that the current Glennwood community loses its K-3 school and many of the children
may never have a walkable school. Although Glennwood will be closer to us, given that it would be
the only 3-5 north of the railroad , its very possible we would be sent to Talley instead and never
have a walkable school. I also worry about the increased traffic on Ponce near Glennwood- many of
the children walk to school now, but with a 3-5 school I'd expect increased traffic with fewer people
able to walk. As mentioned above, I'd also prefer to keep the current K-2/ 4-5 configuration.

•

I do not like the K-2 and 3-5 split. However, if we must go with this option due to space, then at
least this option provides a 3-5 school on the north side of the tracks. Traffic and convenience is a
VERY LARGE factor in many families' overall satisfaction.

•

I do not like the k-2 school model.

•

I do not particularly like the K-2 options, but option 1b seems reasonable for the K-2 option and
marks most of the boxes outlined in the stated goals (in the presentation).

•

I do not support taking away any neighborhood's k-3 elementary school. Our youngest children
should not have to be put on a bus to travel across town to attend a school. They should have the
opportunity to walk to school during these young formative years. This is why so many of us made
the decision to raise our children in the City of Decatur. Walking allows parents and children
within the neighborhood to build rapport, which leads to higher parent involvement -> a stronger
PTA -> a stronger performing school. Specific to losing Glennwood as a K-3... 1) Our neighborhood
would likely be split into two with half of the K-2 kids going to Clairemont and the other half going
to either Winona or Westchester. Then we would likely have to go to Talley St. for 3-5. This could
leave our kids without a walkable school for possibly up to 6 years and create more traffic for COD,
as those of us with K-2 kids will not be putting them on a bus at such a young age. 2) 3-5 would be
at 100% utilization by 20-21 school year. 3) Traffic concerns for Ponce de Leon a major road through
COD. 4) We just gained our school back as an elementary school. 5) Glennwood was just ranked #2
elementary school in GA by Niche Report. Additionally, as a parent and licensed social worker, I
do not care for the K-2 and 3-5 model. The present model provides 3rd graders with the
opportunity to be leaders as "Ambassadors" and as "Book Buddies" to our Kindergarteners. This
opportunity is invaluable, as it builds positive self-esteem which will prove beneficial in the middle
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school and high school years. Further, I like the 4/5 model that was sold to us by CSD last time
around. It provides a stepping stone for the kids before hitting middle school.
•

I don't agree with spending so much money on the ECLC. We should focus funds on servicing
grade-level students. There are countless daycare and pre-school options around so ECLC spots
could be limited to those families that can't afford private options. The idea of having another
elementary school on the south side makes sense. I also like that this option puts a 3-5 school on the
north side of Decatur.

•

I don't have any preferences----whatever works for the greater good.

•

I don't know enough about the implications of moving to a K-2 system on the teachers, school
atmosphere, and most importantly the kids' education to have more of an opinion, but at least this
doesn't tear apart my Oakhurst community.

•

I don't like changing the grade groupings to a k-model since the current model works well it's even
gotten awards!

•

I don't like taking the community k-3 school from Glennwood. Also I don't like changing it to a k-2
model since the current model works well!

•

I don't like the idea of Glennwood becoming a 3-5 school, because my daughter will have already
attended kindergarten at Glennwood and would then have to move. Also, there is no information
about how redistricting would occur--where would the Glennwood elementary students be
distributed to?

•

I don't think the school should be closed. It doesn't seem appropriate since the school was
remodeled a couple of years back.

•

I don't think there are truly benefits to the K-2 model. The schools will not be smaller. More over,
the younger children will not benefit with having older kids in the school (i.e., reading buddies,
safety patrols) and the third graders will note get the benefit of being leaders. In addition, I would
feel comfortable having my 4th grader walk to school by themselves or with a group of friends but
not my third grader. I feel there is a big difference in independence and our kids deserve one more
year in an environment where things are not as pressure filled.

•

I feel like this is the best compromise. I like having at least one north side option for 3-5, even
though that's really inadequate to serve all the north side students, it's better than none.

•

I feel strongly that third grade should be kept in the same school as K-2nd. It provides them
leadership and teaching opportunities and provides them a stable community for a longer period of
time.

•

I feel the same way for the Glennwood families as I do for my own in Oakhurst. see my answer in
Q3.
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•

I feel this option has no downfalls and seems to meet the needs of the entire community best.

•

I had two Fave teachers in my small group. While I went in opposed to a K-2/3-5 set up, after
listening to their strong social and educational arguments for breaking ages up that way I am now a
strong supporter of changing to this set up. If we do, I support having a 3-5 school on the
Northside. It makes sense to group kids at Fave, Tally and Glennwood for 3-5 schools.

•

I have a kindergarten at Glennwood. I don't want him uprooted. Where would we go for 1st and
2nd grades. Plus I love the community feelings and walkability with having Glennwood in our
backyard. And I hate to uproot teachers like that and make them change schools.

•

I have a preference for Options 1a and 1b because they take advantage of the opportunity of new
construction to continue to develop and enhance CSD. It appears this model can provide some
flexibility in the future.

•

I have been an elementary school teacher since 1999. I have taught in k-8, k-5 and k-3. It is awful
that our 4th graders are not part of a younger school model. They lose the benefit of being mentors
and thinking about their impact om younger children. To lump third graders into this would be
even worse. I have a child in the 4/5 and in the k-3. F.Ave is a wonderful school, but it doesn't feel
nor act like an elementary school. Please do not push third graders into this model. I have taught
3rd, 4th and 5th grade for my whole career. Thirds need to be in the lower elementary groupings.
Ideally, all schools should be pre k- k, then 1-4, then 5-8.

•

I have lived in Decatur for 14 years, have 3 children in CSD and professionally, I am a real estate
developer. The main reason that I hear potential new homeowners list why they want to move to
Decatur is for the schools. After they state this, they say they want their child to be able to walk to
school. This option 1B fundamentally alters the ability for our young children to walk to school by
taking the 3rd grade from the "neighborhood" K-3 schools. This Option will increase the need for
3rd grade parents to drive. Additionally, I have not heard sufficient reasons why a K-2, 3-5
configuration is really "The Best" option for our children. I realize that our schools are
overcrowded. Believe me, I've participated in this process for the past 14 years. What I don't
understand is why the need to add additional classroom space should alter the fundamental
structure of how the CSD elementary school years are clustered together. A lot of time and energy
was spent creating the current K-3 and 4-5 grade structure. Unfortunately, it appears the current
enrollment committee is using reassignment of grade levels as the main option to allocate
additional space. In fact what must be decided first, INDEPENDENT of the enrollment evaluation
is what is the BEST grade configuration for the children. I believe this was performed around 13
years ago and the current K-3 and 4-5 grade structure was created. Another way to ask this is, "if
today we did not have the necessity to build new schools would we be discussing realigning the
schools to a K-2 and 3-5 format"....I'm an active member of this City an active member of the three
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different schools that my children attend and I have never heard that the K-3 4-5 school structure is
not working and there are other better options.
•

I have similar concerns as I do for 1A, namely: I worry about third-graders getting kicked out of the
elementary school nest and being with the big kids at such a young age. My son isn't as mature as
some of the other kids in his grade, and I wonder if the adjustment to a new school wouldn't have a
significant effect on his academic performance and confidence. In addition, I feel like Glennwood
just got its groove on as a K-3 institution. That'd be rough to change it on them yet again.

•

I have the same concerns as 1a around the released data not supporting it. This also likely disrupts
many families ability to have a walkable elementary school.

•

I hope that schools for k-3 students remain in vicinity of household as much as possible.

•

I know folks who would hate to lose the walkability of an elementary school, but Glennwood has
also recently been a 4-5 school. Does it have room for expansion?

•

I like 1b because it seems that it would evenly disperse the 3-5 school locations around the City of
Decatur area. Would be convenient for families involved. I like that there will be 3 upper
elementary options

•

I like 3-5! I like having a north side 3-5. I dislike that this will have the 3-5 schools at max capacity
right away/ in a very short time. This means very high class sizes which is VERY undesirable!

•

I like having a 3-5 north of college. I don't like that Glennwood capacity won't be able to handle all
Westchester and Clairemont students, meaning a split of students at these schools potentially. How
feasible is expanding capacity at Glennwood as a 3-5 to be able to absorb most of the kids living
north of college?

•

I like having a 3-5 option on the north side of the tracks.

•

I like having a 4-5 or 3-5 school on the north side of tracks since there are already going to be two
south of the tracks. Also Glennwood was originally designed for this age group.

•

I like having at least one 3-5 school in the northern area of the district (Glennwood). As a both a
teacher and parent of CSD, I am fond of K-2 and 3-5 restructuring. This was the model that was
used in the school system I grew up in (Hbg, PA) that was very similar to CSD. Second graders had
the opportunity to become leaders at a young age. Then rising 3rd graders had peers to look up to
and follow. It also gave 5th graders a chance to pair up and work with students who were younger
than them (more than just a year difference) which is a valuable mentoring experience. I also like
that this plan seems to be the best use of funds while also leaving a little buffer for student
population numbers to grow in the K-2. In my opinion, smaller class size is more valuable when
students are learning to become independent learners (K-2) than when they are more competent
and need less teacher assistance/redirection (3+ grades)
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•

I like offering a 3-5 on the north side of the tracks. I dislike the projection that the 3-5 would be at
100% capacity. This doesn't bode well for fluctuations. I dislike losing the K-3 model and the
unifying structure of one 4/5.

•

I like that Clairemont is K-2. I like that Oakhurst is K-2. I like the new school being on Talley St. It's
the best of the three options.

•

I like that FAVE, GL, and the new school are spread out (west, central and east). A better
geographical fit. I think CL or GL could be the central 3-5 school.

•

I like that Glennwood has already served as a 4/5

•

I like that Glennwood would be used as a 3-5 school and while further for some children, more
could walk to school. What I don't like is there is a large possibility, whether there is busing or not,
more parents driving their kids to school from Westchester and Clairemont and will put a burden
on Church Street and the neighborhoods around Glennwood.

•

I like that I will have a school closer to my house through 5th grade. In the other options, all schools
beyond 2nd or 3rd (depending on the option) have schools on the other side of the tracks and far
away from where we live.

•

I like that Oakhurst remains a school beginning with kindergarten and appreciate the point about
appropriately grouping 3-5 students in the same building at FAVE.

•

I like that option 1b has the K-2, 3-5 model, and I like that there is nothing listed in the "challenges"
box, and I like that Oakhurst village is not negatively impacted (traffic/community spirit etc.). I am
not "very supportive" as the change will possibly put my daughter in a different 3-5 school than
most of her classmates. (She is currently in kindergarten at Winnona Park but our home will likely
be rezoned for College Heights). I'm guessing the College Heights families will go to the current
FAVE whereas the Winnona families will likely go to Talley Street for 3rd grade.

•

I like that the 3 - 5 schools are distributed better throughout Decatur.

•

I like that the distribution of schools in this plan is more equitable across all of Decatur.

•

I like that there are 3-5 schools at three different quadrants of Decatur.

•

I like that there is a 3-5 north of E. College. I wasn't sure about having 3rd grade with the 4-5. But it
sounds like academic development is more in tune with 4-5, then I am fine.

•

I like that there will be one 3-5 school north of the tracks and can help eliminate some of the traffic
issues that option 1a would inevitably cause.

•

I like that this incorporates the K-2 option and that there would be a 3-5 North of College. I don't
like the differences in sizes for the 3 3-5 schools.
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•

I like that this model would decrease overcrowding. It seems to be a better model geographically.
But I would like to know if other options for school distribution (K-2 vs. 3-5) were considered and
what, if any, analysis was done on traffic patterns and walk ability for students.

•

I like that this one gives those on the Northside of town a 3-5 school. I also like that Glennwood is
on a main thorough-fare which would help with traffic congestion. I'm not entirely comfortable
however with the utilization rate being at 100% the first year at the 3-5 level as it does not allow
room for growth.

•

I like that this option has a 3-5 north of the tracks and on the east side (Tally).

•

I like that this option has a 3-5 school on both the North and South side of the railroad tracks, but
that is the only positive thing I can think of regarding this option. I do not think this is a good
enough excuse to change things so significantly. I think this option would cause a great deal of
transition and disruption to students and teachers. A significant amount of classrooms would need
to be packed up and moved, which takes a great deal of time, money, and manpower. Instructional
materials and libraries would need to be split up and transported. The facilities themselves would
need to be adjusted to accommodate for different grade levels (i.e. the size of the toilets). While EL
and IB are similar, they are different frameworks. 3rd grade teachers would need significant
professional development in order to properly prepare them to transition to IB. They would need to
be given time to create new materials and lessons and adjust their existing materials and lessons to
the IB framework. I think this all would take a lot more time, labor, and money to pull off than just
opening another 4-5 school. I also do not think a transition to a new school is appropriate for 3rd
graders. Moving to 4th grade at a new school where nothing is familiar is already a huge transition
for students and it does not go smoothly for many of them. Additionally, the current transition
from 2nd to 3rd grade is a significant developmental transition, academically, behaviorally, socially,
and emotionally. There is a large jump in expectations from learning to read in 2nd grade to
reading to learn in 3rd grade. The current guidelines in Georgia for students to be able to walk
home by themselves is 9 years old. Many students begin walking home alone as a 3rd grader when
they turn nine. Currently the walk is not very far for any of those students because they attend a
neighborhood school. That walk would be way too long for many students walking home for the
first time if they were moved from their current school to FAVE or Glennwood. I think keeping 3rd
grade at their familiar schools while they work through that transition is an excellent stepping stone
to prepare students to move to an entirely new school building that is farther away from home with
new staff, routines, and expectations. Asking 3rd graders to not only shift into greatly increased
academic expectations, but also a brand new building is too much for 8 year old's. If K-2 and 3-5
was a better option than what we currently have, why did we not reconfigure that way in the first
place when we transitioned from K-5 schools?
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•

I like that this option places an "upper" elementary school north of the tracks and that it spreads the
upper schools out across the city a bit more. I like the idea of 3-5 vs 4-5 as I feel like it might make
the current 4/5 system a bit younger and therefore more of an elementary feel. These are young
children and I think they should still be viewed as such. It

•

I like that this plan includes a semi-walkable option for 4-5 for students on the north side of
Decatur. However, I dislike for the current K-3 families to lose their neighborhood school.

•

I like that we saved Oakhurst to benefit my family, but residents of Glennwood would now be
impacted.

•

I like the 4/5 model and think another 4/5 should be built. If I had to choose between 1a and 1b, it
would be 1b to have 3 to 5 north of college.

•

I like the distribution of k-2 and 3-5 options throughout the city of Decatur, which will increase
walkability for kids on the north side who now can't walk to FAVE. I also like that it preserves
walkability of k-2 students as well. I think more evenly distributing the grades in a k-2 and 3-5
configuration makes sense - right now, only two years at FAVE gives it a transient feel.

•

I like the distribution of the 3-5 schools geographically. I am a little bit concerned that 3rd graders
might not have the social/emotional maturity and independence to connect with 4-5 graders.

•

I like the distribution of the schools which should favor the traffic flow better; especially in the
morning. I don't like that in 3-4 years we would already be at capacity and have another issue on
our hands. It is not future-proof.

•

I like the division of k-2 and 3-5. I like having three 3-5 schools. I like the location division, as well.

•

I like the EL curriculum for the younger children. Placing the 3rd graders with 4th and 5th graders
moves them into the IB curriculum a year earlier. I also like the idea of the 4th and 5th graders
being away from the younger children to prepare them for middle school. It also gives the 3rd
graders a chance to be the "leaders" at the k-3 schools. Changing from K-3 and 4-5 model also
changes the walk-ability for many families, which will increase traffic.

•

I like the fact that there would be a 3-5 school on the north side and more likely those kids can walk
to school.

•

I like the Grouping of grades and the more even volume distribution. But I am resistant to changing
something that obviously really works. I get that the 3-5 grouping makes more sense from an
academic standpoint, but 5 of the top 10 schools in this state are our K-3s and our 4th/5th. If it isn't
broke, don't fix it!

•

I like the idea of being close to my current school for 3-5.
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•

I like the idea of Glennwood becoming a 3-5 school. It would allow children a neighborhood school
and provide walkability which has been missing for many kids from the North side of tracks at
FAVE

•

I like the idea of having a 3 -5 at Glennwood. It would spread them out.

•

I like the idea of having a late elementary (3-5) on each side of College Ave. This allows for more
walkability. The beauty of Renfroe and DHS is the fact that they are center city. Since we cannot
have one 3-5, we should at least make transportation easier for kids and their families by having
one school in the SW and one in the NE.

•

I like the idea of spreading 3-5 across the city.

•

I like the K/2 3/5 configuration as I understand from educators that having 3s w/ 4s/5s makes more
sense academically. Echoing my earlier remarks, I would like a 3/5 on the north side b/c crossing
the tracks in the morning and afternoon is terrible. It should also reduce bussing (I would think) to
have a 3/5 on the north side. And Glennwood seems better equipped for expansion if necessary and
wouldn't add traffic to neighborhood streets.

•

I like the K-2/3-5 model but I'm afraid the Glennwood option is very low on seats and couldn't
accommodate all the kids who it would make sense to attend there. Also, this model starts out at
100% for the 3-5 grades, which provides no space for growth at those levels. I do like that
Glennwood as a 3-5 would provide an option on the Northside for the 3-5 graders, but again, I'm
afraid it wouldn't have enough capacity to accommodate enough of the Northside kids.

•

I like the location of Glennwood for the 3-5 school and that the building used to house the original
4/5 Academy.

•

I like the move to K-2 and 3-5. Based on 2 children going through CSD, I strongly believe that the
current 4/5 model is the "weak link" in our schools. The massive transition into 4/5 for only 2 years
with extensive overcrowding, a significant move out of the neighborhood for children outside of
Oakhurst, larger class sizes with fewer paraprofessionals, etc., is not working and it is time to try
something new. The grouping to better match testing and learning (learning to read vs reading to
learn) makes a lot of sense, allows for tailoring of classrooms, media centers, etc., and gives the kids
more time in one place. However, Option 1B has a significant benefit over 1A because it has a better
distribution of schools (both K-2 and 3-5) throughout the city. Kids in Decatur Heights, Winnona
Park, etc., should not have to go all the way to Oakhurst for 4/5, which completely removes them
from their neighborhoods, makes it almost impossible to walk to school, dramatically increases
traffic for RMS and DHS kids trying to walk to school, and completely negates the concept of
neighborhood schools that we work so hard to build for the current K-3 model.
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•

I like the reduction of load at the elementary level. Also like the idea of having some middle grades
on the north side of town. I've experienced full capacity 1st grade class at CES this year (26) and the
students have definitely suffered as a result. Reducing class size is most important to me.

•

I like the spatial layout and what seems to be good control of class size.

•

I like the walkability aspect. I also like the fact that we'd have a lower elementary and upper
elementary school. The current 4/5 can feel a bit like middle school too quickly. 4-5 grades are still
elementary school kids and this model would further encourage that.

•

I like this grade span arrangement and I like that the 3-5 schools are positioned more strategically
around the city.

•

I like this option because it allows to be an older elementary to be north and south of town

•

I like this option better than 1a as far as spacing of 3-5 schools. This would allow some
neighborhoods on the north side to not have to cross over train tracks on over burdened streets
Monday through Friday. This would also help alleviate potential traffic increases in the south side
of Decatur that 1a would cause. 1b would also allow more kids could walk to their 3-5 school, less
need for buses.

•

I like this plan because it evenly distributes students across the district. as Glennwood Elementary
was built for upper elementary grades, it makes sense to transition the school back to that type of
school rather than reworking Oakhurst elementary.

•

I like this plan the best, as it spreads things out over all of Decatur. K-2 families who live north of
College could probably be served by Westchester and Clairemont, and 3-5 families don't have to go
clear across town. This also seems like the option that best fits the projected enrollment, without
"overbuilding" and having underutilized space.

•

I like this...young kids get the same level of community, feed into a 3-5 academy with just a few
other schools on the same side of town.

•

I live in Glennwood Estates so this plan probably affects my family the most; however, it seems
reasonable. I find it appealing that my children will be able to walk to school during an age that I
feel more comfortable with (8-10 years old rather than 5-7 years old) and that they will be closer
during the years that life get more complicated and hectic for them. So I do not see a negative for
having our closest school become a 3-5 school. My only worry is about which elementary school my
children will attend. Glennwood continually ranks #2 in best elementary schools in the state. All
Decatur schools are stellar, so I know that my children will still be taken care of, but it concerns me
that we would be doing away with such a high-performing system. I also worry how this plan will
affect my children who will be in the ECLC and in elementary during the transition. While we will
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deal with it, I would hate for my daughter to attend Glennwood for 1 year, move for 2, and then
come back for 3.
•

I live in the Glennwood area. I'm not a fan of our neighborhood being split between Clairemont and
Winnona park. it really takes away from the neighborhood feel to do this. It would also bother me
to send my kids to WP, which is not close.

•

I live on Fairview street and am not crazy about have to no K-2 school close by.

•

I live on Glendale Ave and really do not like the idea of putting my kindergartner on a bus instead
of walking him to a K-3 (or K-2) school in the neighborhood. One of the reasons we bought the
house we did is because we could easily walk the kids to school. I would much rather keep the little
kids in a school closer to home, then put them on a bus for 4-5.

•

I love the team teaching approach that occurs in the K-3 schools. This virtually disappears at
F.AVE. I would hate for this to disappear for third graders if we move to larger 3-5 schools. in
addition, this configuration guarantees that, unless your children are 2 years apart, they will not be
in the same school until high school, if at all.

•

I much prefer the K-3/4-5 model to the K-2/3-5 approach. Splitting the Glennwood district for K-2
range is the prime disadvantage.

•

I prefer having one 3-5 school in a different geographic area; I'm concerned about K-2 being
together and an overemphasis on test prep in those schools. I am also concerned that we will lose
the EL model, which I think is great for teachers and students.

•

I prefer longer grade spans and do not like how this chops them up even more than present
condition.

•

I prefer Option 1b over Option 2 due to the under-utilization (85%) of 2 4/5 academies and the overutilization (102%) of having 6 K-3 schools

•

I purchased a home less than a block away from Oakhurst because I have a Daughter in Pre-K and
one in Kindergarten The walk ability of the current configuration of K-3's is an exceptional
advantage to parents and children. It is for this same reason I cannot support the argument to do
this to my neighbors in the Glennwood District. And as indicated in my dislike of 1A Developmentally, I don't agree with having 5th graders with 3rd graders the gap there physically
and emotionally is too large. I also have a Son, currently in 4th grade.

•

I really do not like the idea of losing Glennwood as an elementary k-2 if we in the currently
Glennwood district would be sent to Winnona park. Glennwood has a smaller school building than
Clairemont so why wasn't Clairemont up for being a 3-5?? There must've some. Ore central plot of
land for a 3-5 building- is there no land on the Northside of town to build on?
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•

I really don't like this plan at all. It alters the entire character of the CSD school system and breaks
apart the relationship between elementary schools and local neighborhoods. I have spoken with
those who have lived in Decatur long enough to remember when Glennwood was a 3/4 grade
school and have reported that the community was fragmented, no one knew each other. We all
depend upon walking to school together, having our kids play together in school and out and
sharing a collective community interest in the quality of our local elementary schools. I feel this
plan would destroy all of that.

•

I see no reason younger kids should have to leave their neighborhood for school. One of the best
parts of living in Decatur is all the elementary school children walking to school each day.

•

I slightly prefer the Glennwood option because it diversifies the locations of schools a bit around
Decatur rather than concentrating them all south of the tracks.

•

I still don't like the K-2/3-5 configuration, but at least there would be less busing.

•

I still prefer the current grade structure with K-3 together, but feel this is better than 1a as it puts the
other 3-4 school in a different part of town and more accessible to families in that part of the city.

•

I still prefer this option to 2 4/5 schools, but the capacity seems to be an issue with Glennwood. It
does place more room at the K-2 level which is nice, but it possibly puts Westchester Hills/Chelsea
Heights kids back to going to schools on the other side of town.

•

I strongly favor the K-3 schools. Having 2 kids at Winnona and 1 at F.ave currently, I feel that the 45 academy is a great way of transitioning the children up toward middle school. Adding 3rd to this
dynamic would diminish a significant amount of independence the 4 and 5 grade kids are granted,
and also take away a year of the more nurturing K-3 schools. I like that this gives some of the
walkability to neighborhoods north of the train tracks.

•

I support 1b because it allows for many of the benefits of 1a, but with fewer challenges, and still
allows for a very similar distribution of utilization. Option IB puts the slightly larger burden of
utilization 100% on K-3, instead of the 97% on K-2 as in 1a. I think the K-3 schools can more easily
flex to accommodate any capacity issues. I support 1b because it allows for three K-2 schools south
of W College where as a real estate professional the I believe the greatest number of pre-school age
children is rising up. From a real estate perspective, South Decatur is where there are the most
affordable first time homes where Seniors are moving out, being replaced by young families and/or
tear downs for larger 4-6 bedroom homes to be built. It makes sense to build this K-2 capacity south
of the W College and the rail road tracks, closer to where the largest numbers of the youngest
children are/will be living. I support 1b because it allows for the greatest ability for students and
families to walk to schools. It alleviates a lot of 3-5 traffic crossing the difficult intersections at the
rail road tracks, and encourages immediate neighborhoods to embrace their local elementary
schools. It also places a third K-2 school south of the tracks closer to where the greatest number of
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pre-school age children now live. This will promote more walking and less busing/car riding for
these K-2 children as well. Walking to school is a very important part of the fiber of our small city. I
support 1b because it might be even less disruptive, and more cost-effective since F.AVE and
Glennwood already have a history of being upper elementary schools. I wish we had the cost of
each option to also consider since ultimately this may be a deciding factor since we have so many
demands on our limited financial resources.
•

I think configuring the grades to reflect early elementary and upper elementary makes sense for
education philosophy and also for what the students are ready for based on age. Putting these
teams of teachers together will create strong, supportive teams that will be good for the whole
school rather than 3rd grade teachers feeling like they're really quite separate/older than the rest of
a K-3 school. I also like the idea of spending more than 2 years at a school. There's already a lot of
transition in our schools and I think 3-5 would provide for setting in which parents feel more
invested. I am concerned that the current 4/5 model has taken quite a "secondary education" tone in
it's beginning years, and I would hope that it would adjust to a more "upper elementary" setting
and tone with this model.

•

I think Glennwood area residents might object.

•

I think having 1 of the 3-5 schools on the north side of College would be beneficial.

•

I think having 4th-5th schools is better than 3rd - 5th, because I believe that at 4th & 5th grade kids
are more socially conscious, more clique-y, and some are starting to hit puberty. The problems that
can result from all of those things increase the likelihood of social and psychological stress when
there is a wider range of ages (especially for the youngest).

•

I think it is critical to utilize capacity.

•

I think it is the least offensive of the three in terms of disruption and solving capacity problems at
the same time. It balances out the geography of the schools better than 1a.

•

I think it's important to keep the younger children in the same school for a longer period of time. I
think 3rd grade is too young to be thrown into a middle school type environment which is created
by having a 4/5 academy now. Also, people want their young children in schools close to their
homes. This option takes that away from many families. I also live in the Glennwood ES district
and would lose my ability to walk my young children (grades k-2) to any school. The reason we
moved to Decatur 11 years ago was because of the walkability of the town. An entire section of
downtown Decatur would be forced to drive their children to schools rather than to walk with their
children to the school inside their neighborhood. The majority of people moved into the Decatur
because of the community we have with the elementary schools in our neighborhoods. We will lose
that immediately if K-3 is taken away from our neighborhood since these are the years where you
form your school relationships and begin to get involved in the PTA, etc. I think this option would
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be to the detriment of the community, children as well as the traffic in Decatur. Right now very few
children at Glennwood Drive to school as compared to what it would be if they are forced to go to
another Elementary school. Less grades in the 4/5 academy mean less cars on the roads for schools
further away.
•

I think it's very important in distributing the schools both north and south.

•

I think many will appreciate that this configuration provides more balance with one 3-5 school on
the north side of the city. As with Option 1a, I would be saddened with the overall loss of
walkability.

•

I think north of college Ave. deserves its own 3-5 school.

•

I think the best option would be one that proposed a 3-5 on the north side of town, potentially
keeping the majority of neighborhoods together. I would like to even see Clairemont as a potential
3-5 even over Glennwood. It has larger capacity than Glennwood and is located in the area of
Decatur with the smallest growth of school age children. The presentation stated -5 to 0% for that
area. Hence, not requiring additions as the school system continues to grow. Again I do like the
idea of a k-2, 3-5 split.

•

I think the K-2/3-5 configuration would work well for our system. Although it would be a big
change, I think it would increase the community feel for the 4/5 population, and would help
"spread the wealth" by evening out the schools.

•

I think the only thing this option really has going for it is to reduce overcrowding. I understand that
there is a comparative test score argument to be made for the K-2 configuration, but I don't think
Decatur schools are suffering in that regard.

•

I think this is a creative plan that best meets the needs of the community.

•

I think this is the best option because it would provide a 3-5 school on both the north side and the
south side of the railroad track. Also, this seems like the wisest option to alleviate, and hopefully
avoid, overcrowding in the future.

•

I think this is the best option to suit population distribution.

•

I think this is the best option. I like the idea of having an upper elementary on both sides of town.

•

I think this is the most traffic friendly and walkable option.

•

I think this option will slightly reduce the traffic congestion traveling into Oakhurst

•

I think to more evenly distribute the two levels of schools a northern ES should be a 3-5 school, i.e.,
Clairemont, therefore creating a 2 ES to 1 3-5 north of college and 3 ES with 2 3-5 south of college.

•

I think we've gained a lot with the k-3 and 4-5 model currently in place but if that is nor sustainable
this seems like the least negative option.
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•

I understand that this option will likely result in the Glennwood Estates neighborhood being
divided into different school districts, possibly for all of K-5. The top priority in this decision should
be to keep neighborhoods together, and second priority should be for those neighborhoods to be
able to walk to either K-2 or K-3 grade school. That older kids may have to take the bus to an older
grade school is a much lower priority.

•

I worry that FAVE would be twice the size of Glennwood 3-5. I worry that students attending
Clairemont K-2 would be leaving for a SMALLER school at Glennwood 3-5. I think in general,
students need to be advancing to a bigger school with each move.

•

I would like 3-5 or 4-5 options on the north side of town

•

I would like Glennwood to stay a k-2

•

I would like my child to continue at Oakhurst for the lower elementary school. However, This still
leaves a deficit. New buildings should accommodate for the deficit to have a surplus of seats for
future growth. This can be modified so all schools have additional spaces to limit trailers.

•

I would not like the K-2/3 elementary schools to be overcrowded. I think this option would provide
a good compromise.

•

I would prefer that my children stay as long as possible in their smaller, more intimate K-3 schools
(rather than switching to 3rd grade at a larger, more anonymous, less loving school).

•

Ideal solution using existing infrastructure

•

If all 3 options are truly equal in the quality of education and roughly equal in the number of
students that could be accommodated, then I think walkability and impact to the community
(traffic) should be top considerations for making a decision. I think the best thing about this option
is that it would relieve overcrowding for the younger ages. I think if Glennwood and/or the Talley
Street schools have the potential to expand, this could meet our objectives for overcrowding. It
would be difficult for many Glennwood area families to lose a walkable K-2 school. If this option
were to be chosen, I think those walkable to the school should be districted to Glennwood for 3-5. I
have favorable opinions of our current k-3, 4.5 split. I think is has worked well to have 3rd graders
be leaders at lower elementary school. I also think 4/5 has been a step of some independence with
student being able to walk to school.

•

If CSD is definitely going with a K-2 school model, this option is best. It places one 3-5 in the
northern half of the city, which makes much more sense geographically. Also, Glennwood campus
is set up very nicely to include 4 modular building for specials without taking up field space, so
capacity can be easily increased if needed. A big concern with the K-2 model is that it will
necessarily result in at least one K-2 (possibly more) being split between two different 3-5 schools.
Some 3rd graders will be sent to a new school where they know very few other children. This seems
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unnecessarily disruptive and traumatic to young friendships and will make the transition to upper
elementary harder.
•

If Glennwood could support expansion, I think this would be ideal. Neighborhoods retain schools
within walking distance. There would be a 3-5 at more central location.

•

if I have to pick an option, I would pick this one because it puts one of the 3-5 schools on the north
side of the tracks which is much more convenient for us. the only drawback to this plan is that it
takes our children out of their neighborhood school earlier which I hate because I love the
walkability and local, smaller feel of Clairemont. My kids know all the teachers and they love it
there. I hate the idea of putting them into such a large overwhelming school any sooner than I have
to.

•

If it's needed, it's better to have a 4/5 on the north side of town.

•

If my son got to go to Glennwood, this would be okay. I'd like to be walking distance.

•

if the change is going to require going to a k-2/3-5 option, then this is the one I'd support. drawback
is that I was very much looking forward to having my two kids in the same school when my
daughter is in 3rd and our son is in K and this now won't happen

•

If the district makes the decision to switch to a K-2, 3-5 model then this option makes more sense.
Keeping Oakhurst as a K-2 maintains the walkability of this neighborhood school for our youngest
children. Glennwood's central location on a more arterial street north of the CSX rail line makes it a
more logical location for a 3-5 school and will help divert some of the traffic trying to cross the
tracks at the three primary crossings every morning and afternoon. Glennwood has fewer 3-5 seats
than Oakhurst would, however it also has a lot more space to either put modular temporarily or to
expand the permanent building.

•

If there is to be 2 x 3-5 schools Glenlake makes a lot more sense. I also believe that having all kids in
the same location currently is a core advantage for our district. Decatur school system essentially
functions like a private school system in that regard. It makes the transition to middle school much
easier for the students

•

If we are going to reconfigure and do away with the 4-5 academy, then we need to make an option
available for kids on the northern end of the city to walk to school during 3rd-5th grades.
Glennwood as a 3-5 would provide more kids that opportunity.

•

If we have to do a k-2/3-5 split, then this is the preferred option, because at least it gives us a school
north of the tracks.

•

If we have to go to a 3-5 system, this appeals to me more than 1a. Having a 3-5 on the north side of
town is a HUGE help. However, after reviewing the numbers, Glennwood only accommodates
300+ which without knowledge of district lines could mean that I would still have to go over the
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tracks every morning (although the Talley street location is not awful) I again run into the same bell
schedule issue if my assigned 3-5 school is south of the tracks. My concerns with 3-5 are the same as
stated in plan 1a
•

If you are going to change to a K-2 and 3-5 model this one makes more sense geographically.

•

I'm seriously concerned about the fact that the 3-5 schools would be at capacity, but it seems the
best balance of accessibility and avoiding overcrowding of the available options.

•

In favor of another 4-5 being constructed but do not break up our current K-3 schools.

•

In my opinion, teachers and parents would be more comfortable with a 3-5 school if that school
were an Expeditionary Learning school instead of IB.

•

In Option 1b, all of the K-2 programs would be on the fringes of the city and are inaccessible for
residents who live close to downtown. This creates a disparate impact for families who currently
send their children to Glennwood, which is one of the most diverse schools in the city. Families in
Oakhurst (which is rapidly seeing a decrease in diversity) would benefit at the expense of families
who send their children to Glennwood. Not only is this unfair, but it will create a system where the
majority students are not introduced to any meaningful diversity during their early education.

•

In Option 1b, all of the K-2 programs would be on the fringes of the city and are inaccessible for
residents who live close to downtown. This creates a disparate impact for families who currently
send their children to Glennwood, which is one of the most diverse schools in the city. Families in
Oakhurst (which is rapidly seeing a decrease in diversity) would benefit at the expense of families
who send their children to Glennwood. Not only is this unfair, but it will create a system where the
majority students are not introduced to any meaningful diversity during their early education.

•

It appears the board is pointing us toward 1B as the other two options are unattractive due to
overcrowding (2) and Traffic issue (1A). There has go to be another option we have not given any
thought to.

•

It costs too much to reconfigure and build new schools etc. Just big one new mega elementary
school to handle capacity (not 300 students) build it for like 600 and be done with it. Because if you
look at the numbers you going to be at 97% capacity right off the bat and then new more schools in
the very bear future.

•

It keeps low grade elementary schools walkable-and does not require any changes in training
models of learning. EL vs IB. I like the idea of having 3rd remain with younger kids-however, my
own experience of 3rd grade was that it was rigorous. More IB feeling anyway. I would support a K
-2 and 3-5 model too for that reason.

•

It makes me a little nervous that the anticipated enrollment hits capacity sooner with this option,
but from a geographic standpoint, this option seems to make the most sense.
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•

It makes more sense as far as the physical locations of the schools. Glennwood may need some
renovations to accommodate 3-5. The cafeteria

•

It meets the need for seat projections, aligns with a grade level/curriculum split recommended by
teachers, and more evenly distributes the 3-5 schools.

•

It obviously will not hold the capacity in the long term. There have to be challenges with this plan,
why were none listed?

•

It seems logical to open a 3-5 on the north side of the tracks. This will help with the traffic going to
FAVE and it will be easier for the kids on the north side to walk to school vs. having to of to FAVE
or Talley. I don't think it is fair for all of Decatur to accommodate the Glennwood Estates
neighborhood. It seems logical to make Glennwood the 3-5.

•

It splits Glennwood estates into two elementary schools and thus breaks up neighborhood
cohesiveness. GWE should not have to be split with the little ones to two different school. This is a
key time for families to get to know each other across the neighborhood and opportunity to walk
and bike to school together. don't destroy by adopting this option. One big concern with many
options is impact of traffic. If all of GWE is going south and all or most of the south is driving to the
north there will be large logjams and the few places where we can cross the tracks and at
Glennwood. Not sure how to assess but must be assessed as to traffic flow, fire safety, walking
safety, etc....before a decision is made. I would rather older kids cross tracks than younger and keep
all elementary youngest ones near their own neighborhoods.

•

It spreads out the 3-5 better allowing for greater possibility of students walking. Glennwood is on a
street that was made for more traffic than Mead Rd.

•

It works fine as is with the age groups, Just the volume is the problem

•

It would be easier to get to Glennwood, both safer to ride a bike as well as crossing the tracks. I do
not like that those families living in the Glennwood area would not have an easily accessible
elementary school. I also feel like reducing the number of years in the lower elementary school to 3
years would reduce parent involvement and not conversely increase the involvement at the 3-5
level.

•

It would be wise to have a 3-5 school on the North side of Decatur.

•

It would provide a better flow of zoning- thinking that Oakhurst and College heights would feed
into the current 4/5 and the other elementary schools on the north side would go to Glennwood.
Making it a smooth transition.

•

I've been a Glennwood parent for 5 years with 2 years to go. The walkability at the K-3 age is
incredibly important for our community, and for our family. It would be a severe shame to cut off
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the opportunity for the Glennwood community to NOT have a walkable K-2 or K-3. Also - having
two 3-5 schools so close to each other (Glennwood, Talley St) is
•

Just makes the most sense of all the options from a geographic/logistics standpoint. Best option
from a percentage utilization standpoint (most % usage without running over capacity). Keeps
communities together.

•

K-3 building supported - 3rd grade leadership desired and builds confidence with this age group
Dislike restructure of k-2 - stress of entire system adjustment

•

K-5, have the kids be able to walk to school. lower bussing costs. Return to a traditional
configuration that allows 4th and 5th graders to mentor younger kids. Gives parents and kids long
grade span to be involved.

•

Keeping a 4/5 academy on both sides of Decatur seems logistically to make good sense.

•

Keeping class sizes small is the #1 priority. Across the country, small class size is the #1 predictor of
scholastic achievement and success.

•

Keeps a 3-5 school on the North side

•

Keeps elementary school closer to home. Increased walkability. I fully support the move to K-2 / 35.

•

Keeps more neighborhoods together. allows for there to be a 3-5 school north of the railroad.
grouping 3-5 together allows for more consistency for the students. 3 years in both the k-2 and 3-5
versus just two years in the current model.

•

Keeps Oakhurst a place to start your kindergartener. Puts a 3-5 school on the northern side of the
tracks, serving parts of North and NE Decatur.

•

Lack of leadership within the student body

•

Large Oakhurst elementary group when compared to other elementary schools

•

Leaves Glennwood estates without a walkable k-2/3 school.

•

Leaves kids closer to home for one more year.

•

Like - 3 year experience is not only good for student but also allows parents time to become
involved and impact - curriculum alignment w/ 4&5 - better distribution btw north and south side
of city dislike - unclear of impact and loss of 3rd graders as mentors for 1st graders vs being
mentored by 5th graders - higher utilization of 3-5 schools

•

Like 3-5 availability on north side of town.

•

Like 3-5 configuration. Like the geographic split of the two 4/5 academies.

•

Like a 3/5 school being on both sides of the tracks
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•

Like- grade configuration & best spread of schools across City Dislike- Already at 100% capacity. Is
there way to make Talley bigger from the start?

•

Like having upper elementary in both north and south

•

Like k-2 idea but this would likely have our neighborhood school be far away.

•

Like Option 1a, this option replaces a K3 with a 345 and splits one or more other K3 (K2) districts in
the aftermath. That's difficult for community/neighborhood dynamics, and for school organization
dynamics (3rd grades move around, for example). Unnecessary and avoidable.

•

Like- students stay in one school for 3 years like- the 3-5 schools are farther apart dislike- one 3-5
school (Glennwood) is much smaller than the other two 3-5 schools

•

Like that 3-5 schools are both north and south of College to encourage walkability (also possible
implementation of pedal powered buses?) Still concern over EL vs IB pedagogy at 3-5 Concern over
equity of program availability at the proposed smaller Glennwood 3-5 school

•

Like: Most balanced and under capacity for both K-2, 3-5 - Like: Walking my kids to school is more
important in K-2. Like: Traffic concerns on Mead are moot for me and likely other Westchester kids
since we'd be on the bus to FAVE otherwise. - Like

•

Like that it is the most balanced with spreading 3/5 schools throughout the area keeping the
younger children closer to their own neighborhoods and sense of community.

•

Like that it spreads the 3-5 academies across town. Am concerned about traffic calming measures
on S Columbia Dr. and safety walking measures for those kids walking to Talley school. I live on S
Columbia Dr. and know it is really dangerous to cross (even for grown ups!). We need traffic
calming measures, a lower speed limit, traffic enforcement, a real cross walk (like the one on
College Ave by Agnes Scott), and crossing guards.

•

Like that the children are at each school for 3 years as well as the travel distance to and from each
school when there is a 3-5 on the north side of Decatur. Also really like that we could walk to both
the K-2 and 3-5 schools, which we are highly likely to do in this option.

•

Like that the schools seem balanced in all areas throughout the city with good utilization of space.
Would be sad to have kids miss out on that 3rd grade year as a "leader" in the K-3 configuration we
have now.

•

Like that there is a 3-5 on the north side of town Glennwood was renovated previously to
accommodate 4th and 5th graders Children have three years together instead of two (as they
currently do at FAVE)

•

Like the % of building utilization. like Walkability like one K3-5 north of the tracks. Like k-2 school
size

•

Like the 3-5 option better. Better spread of 4-5 grades.
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•

Like the distribution of 3-5 schools north and south of W. College Ave. like walkability like that
students spend three years at each elementary school like that 3rd grade joins with 4/5 to better
match natural curriculum changes

•

Like the K-2configuration

•

Like: - My current child in Kindergarten would be able to remain at Glennwood through 5th grade,
which maximizes his confidence as a developing student Dislike: - Taking away 3rd grade
leadership opportunities - I have a special needs child currently in 2nd grade. By the time this is
implemented, she will move from F.Ave in 4th grade, to a different school for 5th grade and switch
again for 6th grade (middle school). This can be VERY traumatic for a special needs child who does
not thrive in unpredictable scenarios.

•

Like: K-2 schools would still have room to grow with 90% capacity for 2020/2021. Like: There
would be a 3-5 school on the north side of the tracks, spreading the traffic around a bit and allowing
more walkability for 3-5 graders who live on the north side. Dislike: Glennwood would lose its
neighborhood early elementary school, so the smallest students who walk/bike the shortest
distances may not be able to walk/bike to school; however, they would be able to walk/bike to 3-5,
which I like. Like: on balance, this seems to be the most neighborhood-friendly of the options that
maximizes walkability for the most kiddos.

•

Like: the K-2, 3-5 configuration Like: that 3-5 schools are more spread out than option 1a Dislike:
100% capacity at 3-5

•

Liked: K--2 and 3-3-5 grade bands as natural divisions Disliked: 3-5 schools would already be
operating at 100% capacity. Also, where does the ECLC figure in? (See points in previous response).

•

Likes - doesn't have all ES schools south of RR tracks. Concerns - projected capacity of schools
reaching 100% . I understand the projections to be the best educated guesses we can make with the
information currently available however planning to be at 100% doesn't leave much room for error
on the upper number. I believe this could have been called out as a challenge since under capacity
in another option was mentioned as a challenge.

•

Likes: - better walkability - one 3-5 north of College

•

Living in the Glennwood district, I'm not a fan of it being converted. The overwhelming majority of
the children who attend Glennwood walk to school. The children in Glennwood Estates and
Decatur Heights would once again be split up and spread out across the CSD. With the last reconfiguration, student allotment was very disruptive and in some ways quite arbitrary.

•

Losing Glennwood as a k-3 means there isn't a neighborhood school for the Sycamore area.
Glennwood 3-5 would be much smaller in size than the other 3-5s. Don't like the uncertainty about
what school we would be zoned.
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•

Loss of Glennwood Elem. Just unacceptable to send these kids far from their homes for K-3...these
parents just "got their school back" and taking it should not be an option.

•

Love that College Heights ECLC becomes a ES. Like that UE is distributed throughout the city, so
there is a more local option for North Decatur. Increases walkability for students in N. Decatur in
Grades 3-5/

•

Love that you still have the walkability but you are splitting 3 grades at each school!

•

Low walkability for majority for 3-5 years (adds an extra year of low walkability, likely causing
more parents to drive and higher traffic). Takes away a year for local neighborhood community to
build connections.

•

Makes more sense to have at least one 3-5 school on the north side.

•

Makes sense all around to spread traffic congestion and to decrease individual school population
density

•

Makes the most sense capacity and geography wise

•

Making Glennwood a 3-5 school would negatively impact our neighborhood. The walkability of
our neighborhood school develops community. Remaining in the same surroundings through 3rd
grade is very important for children to develop a secure sense of self and confidence before moving
into opportunity for more independence.

•

Making Glennwood a 4-5 school again makes more sense than Oakhurst. It's on the North side of
town.

•

Many new residents just like ourselves come from other school systems and our daughter attended
Kindergarten in CA, is now in 1st grade at Clairemont, will switch to 2nd grade at Westchester and
would then change again schools in 3rd grade...I'm totally not supportive of my daughter switching
schools every year! and there is probably more parents / kids in a similar situation, thus the K-5
option would make the most sense from a continuity stand point. Going to a new school every year
is pretty stressful and takes adjustment.

•

More even distribution of school locations

•

More evenly distributed across the city.

•

More walkable, Expands IB to third grade Seemingly would require expanding Glennwood

•

My answer for option 1b is much the same as the prior answer. However, I fail to see even a
minimal positive to this option, as it does not even appear to effectively address the issue of
enrollment and utilization that was primary to this endeavor. I do not support this option primarily
because I feel that the change from K-3,4-5 to K-2,3-5 is both ill advised and unnecessary. The
appropriateness of shifting 3rd graders from a position of "top of the heap" to "bottom of the barrel"
is questionable. I think the ability to gain another year of comfort, confidence and success in their
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"home" elementary school is far more important than any positives gained by moving them. The
initiation of state testing in the third grade seems a red flag for making such a dramatic change. Not
only would children be expected to engage in a stressful high stakes activity, but we would be
asking that they do it after moving to a completely different school, with different students, staff,
teachers, organization, etc. The switch in educational pedagogy would also come at a pretty bad
time. The current system is successful. The main complaint seems to be that the 4-5 Academy is too
large and this will be addressed by the construction on Talley St. which will split 4-5 into two
schools, still allowing for teacher/grade level collaboration and also allowing for kids/families to be
closer and more involved/invested in their 4-5 school, compared to the current state in which one
school in the far corner of the city, inconvenient to much of the community houses the sole 4-5
school. Finally, one very important aspect of Decatur and CSD success is the neighborhood school
and wide appeal/availability of walkable schools for many groups of kids. Closing a neighborhood
school and breaking up traditional neighborhoods seems counter to strength/success in our city and
school system. I find it odd that option 1A seems to acknowledge that it would diminish this
walkability as it is not included as a "benefit." However, the inclusion of walkability as a benefit in
option 1B is fairly tone deaf to all of the families that will be effected in the Glennwood elementary
zone, and likely many other school zones on the north side of town. One final note, this option
appears to have taken many community members by surprise. While option 1A and 2 have been
widely discussed for many months, this option was a complete surprise to many who attended the
community meeting and others who did not attend but were informed of the topics covered
following that meeting. It feels dishonest and strategic somehow and I fear that its implementation
will possibly create animosity between north and south sides of town.
•

My biggest concern with option 1b is that for our family and others who reside on the east side of
Glennwood estates, in the Decatur heights neighborhood and sycamore street corridor, is that we
will likely be zoned for WP for k-2 and the new tally street elementary school for 3-5. This means: 1.
Our littlest ones will not have a walkable community school experience. 2. Our 3-5graders will have
a very dangerous walk to the new Tally street; requiring them to cross Ponce, Sam's Crossing and
walk along College. 3. I also agree that k-2 is not as beneficial as a k-3 setting for fostering
leadership, personal growth and development of our third graders. This is my priority. Option 2 is
the only one in this survey that insures all the littlest students in Decatur have a walkable
community school experience. After the Thursday meeting at Glennwood. There was discussion on
the street of using the Tally street site for a k-3 and a 4/5. At this point that would be more ideal that
WP. I'm not sure if that is still on the table as an option but I would be in favor of this plan.
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•

My children (currently 4 and 1) are currently zoned for Glennwood Elementary. Converting this
school to a 3/5 would mean that they couldn't walk to school, and would split the Glennwood
Estates neighborhood between two schools.

•

My concern is that Glennwood is not large enough for all the north side families and so many
would end up at FAVE. If you can ensure that the northern-most families can benefit from
Glennwood I would support it fully. But I'm not sure it's large enough for that. Also likely 3-5
classes would be overcrowded again.

•

My daughter would benefit from being in her current school through fifth grade. As a parent, I like
that, but I don't like the fact that we would be losing our neighbor school for elementary school
children. There are a lot of young children in our neighbor. They need to experience walking to and
from school as my child is getting to do.

•

My district (Decatur Heights) would not have walkable schools. Walking to school has had a huge
mental health benefit and allowed my child to feel a part of her community/school. I have above
stated concerns about the 3-5 grouping.

•

My only concern about 1b is that Glennwood is not large enough to service the number of students
who need it. It would be wonderful to have a 3-5 option north of the tracks but with only just over
300 seats, Northside parents would be fighting tooth and nail to get in. Also puts a stress at the k-2
level.

•

My preference is K-5 but that is not an option.

•

My priority is reading instruction. A K-2 and 3-5 configuration is not ideal for any reader and will
present a bigger challenge for a struggling reader (20% of the population.) The 3rd grade is a
pivotal point for children, as they are still "learning to read." Grouping 3rd graders with 4/5th
graders could be a disaster academically as the 4th and 5th grade curriculum switches to a "reading
to learn" model. In CSD, teachers are no longer qualified to teach reading at the 4/5 Academy and
the proven reading program (Wilson Fundations) is not available in 4th/5th grade classrooms. It
seems more cost effective to concentrate all of the qualified teachers, the proven reading curriculum
(Wilson Fundations) and a full library of "learning to read" materials in one building. Also, from a
teacher training and support perspective the K-3 model seems to be working very well. One
specialist in one place can assist new teachers, provide training, give observations, develop
cumulative lesson plans and deliver reading interventions. This is highly a specialized professional.
With a K-2 configuration, this resource would not be in the building for the 3rd grade teachers and
the quality of reading instruction would suffer.

•

My wife attended the session. After talking to her, 4-5 teachers and parents I think k-2:3-5 is a good
set up but need one on the Northside
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•

Neighborhood schools, even through 5th grade, make this option likable. The key to this option is
to add capacity at Glennwood and Westchester. THIS IS POSSIBLE. Glennwood was too crowded
but was operating near 450 when FAVE was built. Take some money from proposed 525 new
elementary school, and add capacity to Glennwood and Westchester to make numbers work. Yes,
this too is possible. Also, with this option, consider Ponce to be a north-south boundary instead or
RR tracks.

•

Negative impact on Glennwood Estates students and home values.

•

Negatively impacts walkability for Glennwood. Glennwood is too small for a 3-5 and would be
significantly smaller than the other 3-5s 3rd graders are better suited to K-2. Helps North Decatur to
have a 3-5 but only some would be able to attend because of the size of the building.

•

No disadvantages to speak of

•

No good walkable option for Glennwood. Would potentially split the Glennwood estates
community

•

No thoughts. Just like the first option better for reason described.

•

Not all Glennwood students could walk to school.

•

Not as familiar with this location but I'm not in favor of increasing traffic in this area either

•

Not necessary to split neighborhood. Schools belong to the neighborhood. That's why we choose to
live where we do.

•

Not supportive of K-2/3-5 split. Too difficult on families to almost always have their children at all
different schools

•

Not sure how I feel about K-2 instead of K-3. I think I prefer the schools to remain K-3.

•

Note above. Nice to have 1 school on North side but I don't think it would make that big of
difference in helping with traffic concerns since Glennwood would only be able to serve a small
amount of students compared to Fave and New School on Columbia. Glennwood has a lot less
capacity than Fave or the new school and I am concerned there would be inequality in the
programs from school to school. Glennwood 280 Students, Fave 600 Students, New School 500
students.

•

Of all of the options this one makes the most sense to me. I have a fifth grader and I feel that a two
year school doesn't allow for time to adequately connect with the school and feel as if you are part
of a community. Also, this would prevent Oakhurst from housing two 3-5 campuses.

•

Of course, the problem here is the future capacity.

•

Of the three options offered, this seems the most "doable" and causes the fewest concerns related
traffic flow and safety.
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•

Of the three options, this seems like the most obvious with a north side/south side 3-5 option.
Would you also consider Clairemont as the 3-5?

•

On a selfish/personal level this is most convenient for my family. It also seems to make sense
considering the immediate growth and need in the Oakhurst area over the next 3-4 years (adding
the additional k-2 school). While still not enough information on the early learning school location,
I believe we need this, and need to increase early learning capacity and options to families.

•

On one hand, as an Oakhurst parent, selfishly, our child would be able to walk with friends or
family to his neighborhood elementary school during his k-2 years, and then, as he becomes more
independent, walk with friends to a nearby 3-5 school. In essence, not much changes for us, except
for the 3rd grade shift. However, again, it takes away Glennwood as a true elementary school in
that neighborhood and could possibly create conflict.

•

Only dislikes: this option actually moves the k-3 school twice as far away from the communities
that currently attend Glennwood and bunches the proposed 3-5 schools to the east side of the city.
This is the MOST disruptive option to a system that has been well thought out so far. I can't believe
one of the justifications for it is walkability because that is not the case. This plan would make it
necessary for my family to move to a different part of the city.

•

Option 1 b has the same drawback as option 1A in the sense that the walkable elementary will be
taken away for grades K-3. However, this option appears to separate and divide Glennwood estates
amongst two possible elementary schools. This is a bad idea. Neighborhoods should be kept intact
for zoning purposes. I do understand that this survey is NOT about zoning, however it is unclear
where the Glennwood Estates children will attend primary elementary as a whole. Also, there is no
parking lot at Glennwood Elementary. The school is located at a busy intersection. It seems there
would not be feasible carpool and bus riding traffic patterns. Having mostly "walkers" at this school
works. The days when parents drive children in for a morning performance result in strained, slow
traffic. Adding more buses and carpool traffic seems like a bad idea.

•

Option 1a solves one of the two issues I listed above (distribution of 4-5 schools), so I think it's an
improvement over 1a. The problem is that Westchester is also in high demand, and it will require
those young families to travel further as well.

•

Option 1b breaks up the Glennwood community entirely. This has been a great neighborhood
school that really promotes community and walking to school. We are new to Atlanta, and we love
our community that we've grown to know very quickly because we are geographically close to our
school.

•

Option 1b presents the same concerns as 1a, and it would eliminate walkability for the residents
who currently attend Glennwood elementary. This would make walk-n-roll nearly impossible to do
safely and may undermine efforts to encourage children to be more active. Additionally, walking to
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school helps younger kids to channel some of their excessive energy more appropriately so they're
less disruptive during class instruction time. There are some fairly serious safety concerns with the
walkability issue, particularly given the increased development on church street. This option also
creates new zoning concerns, which will undermine the sense of community that Glennwood has
worked hard to (successfully) establish.
•

Option 1B puts creates a shortage of k-2 seats on the north side. Decatur is great because most
families can walk to their neighborhood elementary school. I think every effort should be made to
ensure walkability by the majority of students for the k-2 schools.

•

Option 1b splits our Glennwood Estates neighborhood into likely 2 areas.

•

Option 1b stinks for families living in portions of the Glennwood Elementary school district. For
those of us living in the Sycamore Ridge area, our kids would be forced to attend an elementary
school that is far away and is not neighborhood based. We could no longer walk our kids to school
or participate in walk/roll days. Elementary district lines would split the neighborhood, sending
kids to different schools. And there is a good chance that those of us in the Sycamore Ridge
neighborhood would be zoned out of Glennwood for 3-5 academy. This would absolutely stink for
us. Glennwood is part of our neighborhood, part of our community and should not be taken from
us. Furthermore, this option results in the 3-5 schools being at capacity in a few years. Why would
we spend all this time and money, significantly impacting families lives through the removal of a
neighborhood based elementary school only to find ourselves in the same position in a few years
with 3-5 schools that are bursting at the seams?

•

Option 1b would take away a walkable K-3 or K-2 option for our neighborhood children. Having
the youngest students very close to their neighborhoods and within walking distance of school is
an important factor for my family. Our youngest daughter would be starting kindergarten in 2020
so the fate of Glennwood is very important to us.

•

Option 1B, seems the most prudent and flexible growth overall in COD CSD plan. It keeps the
community walking distribution for K-2, while having a "core" 3-5 for each quadrant. This plan
impacts me the most living on Poplar for my younger child, while my older will be in the same
location (Glennwood), potentially, for five years. However for the city, it makes the most sense. It
alleviates the growth challenges in Oakhurst, while not being too disruptive, but giving K-2 some
room to grow. Fifth Ave. will still be "big", but I would assume this is the impact of the cohort
growth in that area. I also think if you have to wind schools down, this will make the most sense
going forward. My family in NY has the same demo profile as well do, with my brother (millennial)
cohort going through a big build. They mothballed their facilities over the last 10 years, because the
older residents were not replaced due to the price to enter the neighborhood. I know in Decatur
Heights, this surge is coming from the northeast end. It's becoming all family homes.
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•

Picking from these options, I like this one the best because it appears to leave neighborhood schools
the most intact and retaining walkability. I like bringing 3rd grade up to the secondary school level.
However, it does appear likely that we will have a capacity problem again shortly.

•

Please conduct a traffic study before making a decision

•

Please explain why we are going to build a new ECLC and renovate the existing one to become a k2 school when the ECLC has been build specifically for the need of birth - 5. Would it not be our
best use of time and money to just build another k-2 on one of our new properties and leave ECLC
as is or eventually add on to it to house more classrooms?

•

Please see above reasoning's for option 1a, which also mention 1b. This option does not provide
enough capacity at the 3-5 level.

•

Positive: 3-5 school on north side Glennwood is set up for older kids from last renovation Kids have
3 years together instead of 2 under current scheme

•

Pro: Better distribution of schools geographically and by grade level. Less disruption to the current
district configurations. A 4-5 school in North Decatur helps that area of the city. Con: K-2 and 3-5 is
slightly more awkward than K-3 and 4-5 (K-5 within neighborhood districts is still the best
configuration).

•

Pro: more walkable and the locations for 3-5 schools are more equitable. There will be less traffic
from parents and buses since schools are closer to home.

•

Pro - preserves walkability for my children (we live south of college aver) - con - 100% project
utilization for 3-5 - this plan is not forward looking enough, given this is at the 95% enrollment level

•

Proximity to elementary school for the youngest students is the top priority. Forcing K-3 kids to go
further to school is not an option. - South side already has 4-5 & 6-8. North side needs closer 4-5. Parental involvement will be reduced if K-3

•

Provides a 3-5 option on both sides of town.

•

Provides another 3-5 school on the north side of town Wonder if the split of 3-5 schools into a north
and south side would address the issues before FAVE concerning the students not mingling and
getting to know others before entering Renfroe

•

Provides more options for walking to school for the 3/4/5 students and a road that can maintain
more traffic for drop off and pick up.

•

Putting a 3-5 School north of the tracks seems like a good idea for Access and walkability.

•

Rather see a k-5 model.

•

Regardless, the 0-3 needs to be removed from the table and PreK needs to be for all. I was a CH
parent for two kids from 0-preK and do not agree this model is in the best interest of the district. 1b
does not use space as well.
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•

Removes the walkable neighborhood school for Glennwood. Do not like changing 3rd grade
curriculum to I.B.

•

Same as above (6)

•

Same as above Slight improvement but still worry about all the extra travel for parents and kids. An
entire extra year outside of your neighborhood school.

•

Same as above, plus I like that the 3 schools for this plan are more spread throughout town, which
might ease traffic a bit. And also help with parent involvement. F.Ave (as it is now) seems very
skewed towards the Oakhurst crowd. It also might help spread families with school-aged kids
more evenly throughout town, instead of clustering them so much down on that end.

•

Same as above. Keep all 5 k-3 and add the additional one.

•

Same as above: I do not agree with the 3rd-5th grade model. Third graders are just turning 8 years
old and should remain in the elementary school with the younger children. Sending them to a
3rd/5th Academy will force them to grow up quickly. I have a child in 4th grade and one in 1st
grade now, and the change in the expectations regarding personal responsibility and personal
motivation from elementary school to FAve is significant. Additionally, the teachers are more
hands off and some children still need that teacher involvement in 3rd grade.

•

Same as first part of response above about K-2 verses K-3

•

Same as the comment above except that the distribution of schools would place less traffic burden
on the south side.

•

Same comment.

•

Same issue with preferring K-3 over k-2! This option makes diversity throughout the district
impossible. Very hard to bite on any of this without seeing the new districts.

•

Same issues as before, except it is moderately redeeming solely for the option of a 3-5 on the north
side of the tracks. Regardless, some kids will still have lengthy commutes and early start times will
make walking very challenging. For the reasons emphasized in the previous response and above,
this is not ideal.

•

Same reasons described above.

•

Same thoughts about taking away the local elementary school for the youngest elementary school
students. It would take away walkability which is very important for the youngest kids & would
take away the neighborhood school.

•

School is smaller and only elementary walkable for that neighborhood.

•

Schools would all be spaced out appropriately. Glennwood is set up to accommodate 4th 5th
students.

•

Second best choice. Gives second amount of spots.
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•

Second graders do not have older role models as they become "big man on campus". The 3-5
schools are projected to be at 100% of utilization. Plan for increased enrollment!

•

See above (7)

•

See above- I am very opposed to grouping 3rd grade with 4th and 5th. Talk about truncating
childhood! Give third graders the chance to be leaders at the top of their school, and to be in a
small, supportive environment for this essential learning year when so much is changing for them!
We have been Glennwood Elementary parents since 2010 and we love our elementary school. For
so many reasons, making it a 3-5 is a terrible idea!

•

See above. My concern is that the school district will be split by the railroad tracks (great for safety)
and further divide the town.

•

See comments above minus first point

•

See Q3 for comments

•

Seems a better option giving most families a chance to walk to a local school all the way through
middle school

•

Seems best balance/distribution of grades

•

Seems irresponsible to use Glennwood just because it is north of the tracks, when it is smaller than
the other 3-5 and won't hold all the kids north of the tracks anyhow. Still like k-2/3-5 option

•

Seems like the best balance between the three options.

•

Seems like the least bad option. I'm more would be very supportive of K-5 schools.

•

Seems like the schools are spread around the city better than they are in option 1a, but I do not like
changing the configuration of the grades, if not necessary. Changing the configuration of the grades
is extremely difficult for the teachers. I would love to have K-5 schools, but if that is not an option,
then I think we have invested too much into the K-3 & 4-5 model to abandon it now. Also, closing
elementary schools (in this case Glennwood) is extremely painful. I have lived through it, having
my own neighborhood elementary school closed. I hope we can avoid that for any neighborhood.

•

Seems like there will be issues down the road due to capacity and "bottleneck" issues.

•

Seems positive that there won't be two 3-5 schools close together.

•

Seems the least disruptive. Provides more flexibility in expanding and contracting systems. Keep
schools in neighborhoods to encourage walking to school

•

Seems to be the best redistribution

•

Seems to be the option with the best geographical disbursement and the least disruption.

•

Seems to better spread out the 3-5 schools and allows best utilization of space of the 3 options

•

Seems to me to be the best option.
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•

Similar reasons to the above. This school is a little closer to north end students, but not much. What
is the point of making such extreme changes (1A and 1B) when there is no guarantee the new
systems will work as well OR that we won't have the same problem in another 5 years.

•

Similar to my previous comments, Option 1B disrupts families who moved to Glennwood due to
the expectation that their children would attend a walkable K-2 school (this includes our family).
The School Board should aim to cause as little disruption to families with small children as possible.
Glennwood loses here and Oakhurst gains vis-a-vis Option 1A.

•

Similar to response to Q3: Projected utilization allows for more accommodation of growth in K-2
population, giving even more flexibility.

•

Sound the most reasonable options considering traffic and the fact that GE had already served as 45 makes it seem sensible.

•

Splits up our community

•

Spreads 3rd-5th education evenly throughout the city and also ensures that parts of the city seeing
the highest rate of growth will be receiving facilities to meet their needs.

•

Spreads out 4/5's more evenly in community

•

Spreads the 3-5s more evenly

•

Still not as spread out as I would like for 3-5 schools, but better with Glennwood being 3-5. One
thing that I would really like for the committee to consider is if the 3-5 option is chosen, to
transition the 3-5 schools to Expeditionary Learning schools and leave the IB specifically for middle
and high schools. I feel like K-2 EP would be greatly diminished if that was the on EL instructions
students get, and I think IB is too rigorous for 4-5. I don't think IB is appropriate for early
elementary, but I do think that the K-2 and 3-5 schools should be consistent in their philosophy in
order to ease transition for young kids from one school to another.

•

Success of current configuration is a "winning formula" which should be scaled up rather than
changed.

•

Takes away a neighborhood school and leaves traffic problems. I don't like switching to k-3 where
3rd graders don't get a chance to be leaders.

•

Takes away walkable elementary option for my children, which is a big disadvantage as we walk
daily and it is a huge part of building our community.

•

Taking Glennwood away from the 5, 6 & 7 year old boys and girls who have grown up thinking
they were going to be able to walk to their elementary school is unfathomable. Keeping this school
walkable for these little humans and their families is important. If you take away their walkable
school, you increase the traffic leaving Glennwood to get their k, 1, & 2nd grade children to another
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school outside of the neighborhood & increase the traffic coming into Glennwood neighborhood.
Not ok.
•

The 3-5 model seems to make more sense as we try and accommodate enrollment bubbles. Also, I
think it is easier to serve kids with special needs with a K-2 and 3-5 model because the number of
kids with special needs are more evenly distributed, given there is usually only one special
education teacher at a school. I like that the 3-5 model gives kids more time to settle into their
school. I like that there is one 3-5 north of the tracks, given the time it takes to cross the tracks at
busier times of the day. If the 1a model can support a shorter transportation time, contrary to what
most people would think, I would be more supportive of that option. Traffic in Decatur is becoming
an issue and I think we need to be mindful of that for many obvious reasons.

•

The 3-5 would be on opposite side of tracks and new school built -this would spread traffic and
both schools are on main roads, not neighborhood roads. However, 4-5 is already full, taking half
the 4th and 5th graders but adding a new grade, may make the situation the same. The question
would be can Glennwood add onto their building/property?

•

The balanced approach of k-2 and 3-5 would solve current issues and neutralize future problems
that may develop. The natural curriculum changes in 3-5 create a strong base for student learning.
The strong base will support their entire academic career. The 4-5 model doesn't allow for a strong
connection to school. 3rd grade is a critical year for developing a connection to school. A student's
strong connection to school predicts their future success even into college.

•

The benefits of keeping a 3-5 on Ponce are huge, but the cost of having such a difference in school
sizes for the 3-5 (Glennwood being so much smaller) is going to mean inequitable use of resources,
somehow, someway. Also, using all the 3-5s to full capacity without extra room is concerning.

•

The challenge with both Option 1A and Option 1B is that they will disrupt the walkability of
schools for many neighborhoods, including our own (Decatur Heights). The walkability preserves
benefits for both school culture and traffic/transportation options. Having to go on the other side of
College Ave for K-3 (or K-2) drop off would be disruptive for these two things.

•

The closure of Glennwood as a local school is a problem for those of us in the NE corner of Decatur.

•

The distribution of 3-5 options is helpful while keeping a K-2 option close to all neighborhoods as
well. I would be concerned about where one draws the boundary for the K-2 districting - wanting
to insure it was not along socio-economic lines as diversity needs to be maintained at all locations.

•

The distribution of K-2 schools seems to fit geography better and puts one 3-5 on the north side. the
3-5 school capacity would be at limit based on projections - that doesn't leave any room for higher
than expected growth

•

The geographic balance of the schools seems best with this option.

CITY SCHOOLS OF DECATUR
COMMUNITY MEETING REPORT: COMMENTS

PAGE 126
3/30/2017

QUESTION 4
•

The geographical distribution of K-2 and 3-5 seems much sounder in this option. This will keep a
walkable, neighborhood school for nearly all families, and keep traffic more contained within
neighborhoods until RMS. It seems to allow for the projected growth adequately (assuming the
projections are accurate).

•

The geography distribution of schools seems to make more sense, 3/5 schools seem spaced
appropriately

•

The Glennwood community would lose their walkable neighborhood school for the youngest
children is the biggest negative in my opinion. I am an educator and lean strongly towards keeping
3rd graders in a primary school environment as opposed to an upper elementary school. Otherwise,
I am in favor of Option 1b of the options presented. I am reserved in that I think there may be a
better option to explore.

•

The K-3 and 4-5 model is working well and I don't see any benefit to changing the grade
configuration. This also means that Glennwood loses its K-3 school, which will make those
residents very unhappy.

•

The lesser of the Option 1 evils. We would prefer that OE stay K-5.

•

The location of the 3-5s is not balanced. There's only one 3-5 on the whole north side of the city, and
it is the one with by far the smallest capacity. Decatur kids already have nine years to go to larger,
city-wide schools. Let's keep our neighborhood elementary schools K-3 at least. K-3 is already
considerably shorter than in nearby Atlanta, and in most cases much shorter than the schools we as
parents attended. The level of parental and neighborhood support is much higher when families
know their children will be in a school for four, five, six years.

•

The massive frustration from current parents of Glennwood. I had 2 ladies at my table who felt
completely blind-sided. They didn't seem to care that even today there are parents who are
displaced who live near Oakhurst.

•

The Oakhurst community is not prepared for the increase in traffic. The 4/5 model has been
incredibly effective in improving school culture at the middle school level.

•

The only concern is for space. Glennwood is a bit smaller than Oakhurst and does not allow room
for growth.

•

The only part of this option I don't like is having 3-5, not 4-5. It seems 4th graders developmentally
are at a stage where gaining independence is significant.

•

The only significant impact I would see is if growth really is projected to turn to the north side. If
that does happen, we will be right back to square one, only with fewer options for those K-2 north
of the tracks.
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•

The parts I dislike for both 1a and 1b are moving from a K-3 to a K-2 model. Developmentally, I
think 3rd grade is too young to be mixed with 4-5 students, although I understand that the
curriculum is probably more congruent. But then again, I feel that the curriculum "push" from learn
to read and read to learn is too early at the 3rd grade level as well. However, I don't see that
changing!

•

The prediction of the 3-5 schools being at capacity in 2020-2021 concerns me. Depending on how
much room for error is provided, I may be unsupportive of this plan.

•

The spacing of the schools seems preferred... with a 4-5 both North and south of the tracks... Fewer
drop off traffic nightmares hopefully, especially at the train crossings and it maximizes the use of
space at all facilities

•

The spread of the K-2 and 3-5 schools appear to be more proportional which helps with utilization
in 2020-21 for the K-2 schools. However, 3-5 schools will need to be reviewed for potential
upgrades if enrollment numbers increase.

•

The unreliability of the enrollment numbers and seat deficits. If the projected enrollment numbers
are anything like those we've had in the past, they are made of moonbeams and stardust. Example:
Once F.AVE was built, CSD had to start expansion construction almost immediately because it was
already at capacity. I understand that CSD is trying to do better this time around. But enrollment
from the new apartments construction is a huge outlier. Take a look at the balconies in the new
condos downtown. They're full of tricycles and kids' toys. Glennwood should not have to sacrifice a
walkable neighborhood school for our youngest students based on a guess of how Glennwood or
Oakhurst Elementary schools MIGHT fit changing enrollment. Glennwood ALREADY had to do
this years ago when it became the 4/5 and it was AWFUL for the neighborhood and students. Go
with Option 2. It's the least disruptive.

•

Then the Glennwood neighborhood would lose their neighborhood K-3. Walkability is definitely
one of reasons people are buying in Decatur.

•

There is a good balance of schools throughout the city.

•

There seems to be no foreseeable challenges. Interesting concept with natural curriculum and how
that will play out with closing the achievement gap.

•

This addresses walkability and traffic issues and is a reasonable option. However, it still places 3rd
graders in with 4th and 5th and deprives them of the opportunity to be lower elementary leaders.
What would happen to safety patrol, for example?

•

This alleviates much of the concerns around Option 1a, but I do think that both options result in the
loss of a walkable school for much of the Oakhurst K-2 students - College Heights may be in the
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neighborhood, but it is on the periphery and nowhere near as walkable for as many youngsters as
Oakhurst is.
•

This allows for a 3-5 to be on both sides of town.

•

This breaks up the neighborhood elementary schools and makes the 3 of the 3-5 unequal as
Glennwood would be the smallest of he 3 and thus limiting their allocation for support and
teachers, etc. And takes away diversity.

•

This doesn't really solve anything as the layout of the schools are still weighted towards one side,
just in this case the east side vs the south side. And it's not the best from the capacity planning
standpoint like 1A is so it seems like it's not solving much, but with a lot of change. If we are going
to do change let's make it solve the overall big problems.

•

This gives a much needed 3-5 school on the north side. However, adding a new multi-story wing
on Glennwood, located where the trailers are now, would enable Glennwood to become a K-5. This
would also ease over crowding at the K-3 level,

•

This has a more sensible distribution of schools than does 1a and will not create the same walking/
driving problems. It still has the curriculum issues associated with 1a. I also think that the
seemingly dominant concern is about estimated population in 2020-2021, when we cannot be as
certain as the consultants want you to believe.

•

This has benefits all around - equal distribution of 3-5 schools across Decatur and the least amount
of over-projections.

•

This idea makes more sense to me, even if College Heights gets changed and even if my child ends
up in College Heights.

•

This is a more reasonable implementation of the K-2, 3-5 idea. At the least, it somewhat addresses
the current traffic situation by adding a 3-5 school on the north side. It also preserves the existing
walkability within the Oakhurst neighborhood. However, I still question whether K-2, 3-5 is the
right model in the first place

•

This is almost as bad as 1a. The neighborhood school for the Lowe grades would be taken away for
many, the wall ability would disappear and parents would be more detached from the school
environment. The traffic situation would be a bit better than 1a because you wouldn't have to buss
as many kids around when putting one 3-5 school on this side of the tracks, but it would still create
problems in an already congested traffic area.

•

This is better than option 1a for traffic issues for people in the north and accessibility issues for
people in the north. Of course building a new building without any room to grow doesn't make
much sense to me. The fact that FAVE already has trailers should show that. To me perhaps, the
new school should be big enough to accommodate more that 100% of the prediction. I don't know
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where it is being built, but if it is at the UCMH then there should be plenty of room, especially since
traffic seems to be the major concern for everything!
•

This is by far the best proposal. It is the most balanced plan. There seems to be a comprehensive
order in the geographic planning of the schools, walkability, community, and a neighborhoodbased natural progression from K-2 schools, into 3-5, into 6-8, then 9-12. Prefer K-2, 3-5, distribution
of grades. Seems to be most beneficial to students, teachers, special teachers, curricula, etc. Quite
frankly, it's the only truly viable plan and it would be foolish to go with either of the others.

•

This is common in Atlanta metro and geographically serves the population better.

•

This is MUCH better than 1A to me. Adding a new 3-5 is better than changing Oakhurst
Elementary completely. Walkability is so important in our neighborhoods. Being at a school for 3
years is important.

•

This is my 2nd preferred plan-- in order of preference: 1. Option 2 2. Option 1b 3. Option 4

•

This is my absolute least favorite option. I think it is a very poor solution. As stated above, I do not
agree with the K-2 / 3-5 school plan. But this plan is even worse because the Glennwood 3-5 is
substantially smaller than the other 3-5 schools.

•

This is my favorite. It gives the best layout of feeder schools. I think the best would be to set up a
feeder pattern here.

•

This is my k-3. It was recently ranked the #2 elementary school in the state by Niche (behind F.Ave).
Makes no sense to kill the top k-3 in the city. We have a wonderful sense of community, in large
part because this is a true neighborhood school. My kids and I walk almost a mile to school every
day. We could not duplicate this sense of community or interaction with our broader neighborhood
if we were redistricted to Winnona Park or Clairemont. It is impossible to support this proposal
without also seeing the plans for redistricting the current Glennwood attendance zone and without
seeing the proposed 3-5 attendance zones. It is entirely possible that my neighborhood could be
zoned for both Winnona Park and the new 3-5 at Talley, which would make k-5 unwalkable for us.
The k-3 schools, especially, should be neighborhood schools to every extent possible.

•

This is the best of any of the choices. Not great, but the better choice of these 3.

•

This is the least disruptive- 3rd grade becomes the grade where school becomes much more
academic - more book reports, standardized tests, metalinguistic thinking. The 1st and 2nd grades
form the base for this and the transition at the 3rd grade level makes good academic sense.

•

This is the only plan that puts a 4-5 / 3-5 school on the north side of the tracks, which addresses a
very large need. This will help with traffic, and also help those that need to drop multiple kids at K2 and 3-5 logistically. I also like that the lower utilization are on the early grades vs the higher
grades.
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•

This kills K-2 walkability in Northeast Decatur (along E. Ponce / Sycamore) and puts the new 3-5 at
100% near term (that does not seem like a long term strategy, but still a short term fix).

•

This looks like the best option due to distribution of some traffic and coverage north of the railroad.
The utilization of facilities also looks good for this option.

•

This makes more sense to me on a learning scale.

•

This makes the most sense to me and doesn't have all the 3-5 grades clustered in one part of town.

•

This model could possibly be a compromise to all opinions. However, the K-3 model is now wellestablished, and is proven. Changing it now, would put a wrinkle in hard work done by teachers
and staff to create such a flourishing environment with proven success.

•

This one is the best. K-2, 3-5, 4-5 and all schools more spread around the city for walkability

•

This option allows for the seemingly favored K-2 and 3-5 distribution of students, and it also
provides a 3-5 option on the north side of town. I do have concerns about third graders starting in a
new school the first year they participate in standardized testing.

•

This option best balances the consideration of the data and the neighborhoods, by taking into
account capacity, projected utilization but also what is best for the neighborhoods. By better
spacing the locations of the 3-5 schools, traffic flow, convenience, walkability and safety are
maximized. Also, this creates more optimal experience for our students by allowing students spend
three years at each elementary school and better matching the learn to read vs. read to learn
curriculum.

•

This option does a good job of spreading out the schools both north and south of the tracks

•

This option feels more balanced, with a 3-5 on the north and south sides of Decatur. Also,
Glennwood is on a main road vs. tucked into the neighborhood, so that may be better from a traffic
flow perspective.

•

This option gives a good distribution of both K-2 and 3-5 options for neighborhoods throughout
Decatur, enabling the communities to maintain walkable, neighborhood schools for elementary
school.

•

This option has 3-5 maxed out (within the margin of error) on day 1 and leaves no room for growth.
It is not really more walkable, makes k-2 less walkable for a large number of students who can
currently walk to school and doesn't really enhance walkability for students on the north side.
Moreover, more people driving to school will wreak havoc on traffic on Ponce as well as at Forkner/
Church and in Glendale. If the district wants to consider this option it should perform a traffic
study before moving forward. I wish the Board had asked the steering committee to consider other
options for the north side and that the steering committee had been more thoughtful when creating
its pros and cons for this option. The presentation of this option was misleading and biased.
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•

This option has the most advantages for the community to still allow the elementary schools to
remain more within their neighborhoods and will have the least amount of traffic impact.

•

This option isn't the best starting point for capacity moving forward so I do not support it. Seems
like other schools on the north side should be considered if that if it is desired to have a 4-5/3-5
school on the north side.

•

This option makes the most sense in terms of logistics. Although the biggest downside is that it may
cause a divide for Glennwood families. My support of this option is heavily dependent on redrawn
district lines that make sense to the community.

•

This option makes the most sense to me; I like the grade configuration and appreciate that schools
are better distributed among our communities.

•

This option makes the most since out of the three. It spreads the schools out more evenly. Traffic
from the north side of the city will not be flooding to the south side as bad. Family's on the north
side of the city still can live moderately close to the schools there children will attend. I like that the
community in most of these schools will stay the same.

•

This option negatively affects my children the most. Not only will they be bumped to a new school
in 3rd grade but will lose Glennwood for at least 2nd grade as well. They are in kindergarten at
Glennwood now.

•

This option poses the least number of challenges and maintains the walkability of the city of
Decatur schools for students and parents and properly utilizes the school's capacities

•

This option provides a clear solution for various communities. The Northside and south side will
get a 3-5 in a facility that has easy access and space to provide such a transition.

•

This option provides a more equitable distribution of kids because it offers a 3-5 school on the
Northside of town. Kids on the Northside of town will have more opportunities to walk to school
with this type of reconfiguration. I am very supportive of this option.

•

This option removes walkable schools for our youngest school population. Walking, riding bikes,
etc. as a family would become impossible for the Glennwood Estates and Decatur Heights
neighborhoods. This would damage the area's sense of community and create unequal access across
the city to a level that is so greatly disproportionate that it is truly unacceptable.

•

This option robs our North east community of a walkable k-2 school

•

This option seems to have the best outcome for the long term, but will be more disruptive since
Glennwood students will all relocate. Overall though I would have to pick this option as the best.

•

This option seems to have the fewest disadvantages to me. When the 4/5 option was developed,
part of the benefit as I saw it was to combine kids from the predominantly white, northern part of
town with the predominantly black, southern side of town. This made sense at the time, but the
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gentrification of the entire city now makes the racial mix on both sides closer to the same. Although
we have lost some of our diversity, it no longer makes sense to have a single school, and makes less
sense to have both on the south side, as in option 1a.
•

This option spreads the 3-5 schools out as much as possible, geographically. It retains walkability
and will ease traffic congestion.

•

This option still breaks up a well defined neighborhood. It will probably increase traffic because
parents of small kids will opt not to ride the bus as bus trips are long and get many kids to school
much earlier than necessary.

•

This option takes away the walkability for a neighborhood to their local elementary school. K-3 are
important years for families to form relationships with other children in their neighborhood as well
as with their school. This is easier to do in a community school that is located in your neighborhood
where families gather and walk with children to and from school. Having this early foundation of
friends and community is so important to children and will be somewhat lost if they have to ride a
bus or take a car to and from school. This option also adds traffic to Decatur as more children will
be leaving their neighborhoods for more grades. I also live in the Glennwood ES district. My family
moved here specifically so we could walk our children to school. Any other school option for K-3
for our area would require an entire section of Downtown Decatur to drive to school.

•

This option would accommodate more students K-5 for staying close to their home & on their side
of the railroad tracks (College/Howard).

•

This option would be very detrimental to the students and families living in the northeast quadrant
of the city: Glennwood Estates and Sycamore Heights. These students would lose the easily
walkable neighborhood K-2/3 school and instead would be divided up around the city to two (or
more?) less or completely unwalkable K-2 schools. Although having Glennwood as a walkable 3-5
school for these neighborhoods might seem attractive, losing the neighborhood cohesion and
walkability at the K-2 level seems like a severe downside. Again, 3-5 students are capable of
walking farther than K-2 students.

•

This option would best allocate traffic patterns before and after school hours, while providing
options for K-2 as well as 3-5 on both sides of Decatur (north and south of College Ave). This would
also provide additional room for growth in existing schools.

•

This option would divide up the Glennwood Estates neighborhood, in which I live, which would
have a negative impact on that neighborhood.

•

This option, much like 1a, would take away an easily walkable K-2 school from my neighborhood
(Glennwood Estates) and also could divide our neighborhood between Clairemont and Winnona
Park. That would significantly impact the ability of Glennwood Estates families to bond early in the
CSD experience. I also fear it would affect our property values and leave us at a disadvantage when
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compared to other neighborhoods in the district. As mentioned above, I also believe K-3 and 4-5 is a
more natural break; this was the argument used by CSD in 2003 when we first moved here and the
original reconfiguration was taking place.
•

This options allows families to remain close to their schools through grade 5. I feel this is
particularly important while students are young. I walk my child to Glennwood each day and
lament the day she starts to attend 4/5 because walking will no longer an option. Decatur City is
committed to becoming a pedestrian friendly city. The walkability should begin in the elementary
school years. It should not just be a commitment for commercial and restaurant benefit. My only
concern with this option is that many families who currently live in the Great Lakes neighborhood
have students who are in middle and high school. I anticipate a number of families moving when
their children graduate which would bring a large influx of young families to that neighborhood.
The numbers you are anticipating may not be accurate enough if this has not been considered.

•

This overcrowds the schools for no real reason. The fact is that Oakhurst Elementary can house
more children than Glennwood.

•

This places a 3-5 on the north side. However, the capacity is lower and would probably require
some busing of kids to the south side to balance. If enrollment projections do hold up, Glennwood
might require an addition which there seems to be land for.

•

This plan has the least amount of challenges. It still isn't ideal, but seems to be the best plan that has
been provided. The constant rezoning every few years is a massive pain.

•

This plan is not best for all of the neighborhoods to have a reasonably close by elementary school.

•

This plan is the best of all the options. It would have one 3-5 school north of the tracks to help
alleviate traffic congestion which would make it safer for those that like to walk. Parents will have a
shorter work commute. Although the 3-5 capacity would reach 100% there is enough room for
cottages/expansion at Glennwood and the k-2 schools would only be at 90% capacity which I like
when children are learning the basics of reading, math, and need more guidance.

•

This plan seems most desirable. Having a 3-5 school (Glennwood) in north side makes more sense
than having all three 3-5 school across the railroad track. I also 3-5 grades being together.

•

This plan seems to balance the placement of the K-2 and 3-5 schools better than Option 1a and
Option 2. Specifically, it would be nice to have a 3-5 school north of the tracks.

•

This plan seems to separate all of the schools equally throughout Decatur.

•

This seems like it provides geographic balance, creates the needed capacity, and provides the
benefits mentioned of lumping K-2 and 3-5 together. It seems like making Clairemont the 3-5 school
and keeping Glennwood a K-2 would create even more geographic balance.
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•

This seems to balance the projected growth and the current population and it would allow for
better distribution of school facilities across the district.

•

This seems to be the most balanced option w respect to grade level walkability to lower car traffic
and bus expenses

•

This spreads out the 3 to 5 yr. schools allowing for more walk-able options and hopefully will
lessen the car traffic and congestion in and around the schools

•

This takes away the neighborhood school from Glennwood which is a big concern for that
neighborhood. Pluses are that side of Decatur will have a 3-5 and Glennwood was the original 4/5.
Additionally, I think as that neighborhood/area ages, people will downsize or move out and new
young families will move in. That will be the next population explosion down the road and they
will need schools like the Southside does now. Also, as a middle school parent, I can see the effects
of a successful 4/5 program. The transition to FAVE was difficult but the transition to Renfroe has
been seamless. I worry about changing the model to a 3-5 and multiple schools. If the current 4/5
single school model changes, it is possible that there will be a negative affect at the middle school
level.

•

This will help with diversity more since the 3-5 schools are across the district.

•

This will require youngest Glennwood/Decatur Height neighborhood kids to not have an ES that
they can walk to and make the littlest one take the bus. It will affect the ability for kids and their
parents to bond as a neighborhood community. It would require our neighborhood to be split up at
the ES level and the 3-5 grades which disparately impacts our neighborhood in a negative manner.
Finally this will decrease diversity in a majority of the elementary schools and delay the
opportunity to experience diversity until students reach Renfroe and DHD, which may be too late
for some less exposed kids to integrate effectively.

•

This will tear a community apart that should stay together

•

This would be the best options for families like ours in the Great Lakes area to have the 3-5 on this
side of the tracks. We would miss having Clairemont as K-3, (we live on Erie Ave) but understand
there is not a perfect solution.

•

Though a slight improvement over 1a it still eliminates the pivotal grade 3 experience that I think
our children need. If they would remain as EL students I would be more open to this but that is not
the thinking I have heard. Also why rush our children to grow up, let them enjoy the elementary
experience. If this is a viable option I also would consider Clairemont a better suited 3-5 option
since it creates a closer neighborhood tie in to the northern portions of Decatur.

•

Though the GL 3-5 school is much smaller than the other two 3-5 schools, it does put a 3-5 school on
the north side of town to balance out the diversity of schools across the Decatur community.
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•

To not include any challenges in this option creates an impression of bias, and is not a fair
representation of the options. Glennwood has undergone several changes, from K-5 to 4-5 to K-3,
and to present that as a positive shows no consideration for the upheaval caused by those
transitions. Every elementary community is passionate about its school, not just Oakhurst.

•

Too disruptive to one group.

•

Too disruptive to younger students. Takes away leadership opportunities for 3rd graders.

•

Too many school changes for very young elementary students (very schizophrenic education,
doesn't foster community, causes extreme difficulty for families with multiple children close in age)
-Significant increase in neighborhood traffic, decreased walkability

•

Too much change overall

•

Too much changing

•

Traffic distribution better handled

•

Traffic for the Glennwood option would be better than option 1A but I am still very against and
concerned about leaving k-3 and do k-2.

•

Traffic will become worse on Ponce as more people will be zoned there from further away thus
losing walkability. Glennwood will lose a beloved school and will lose walkability for those
youngest members of our system. K-2 would be bused quite far away to Winnona Park. As all of
the elementary schools will have to revise borders, this could be very disruptive to a significant
portion of the school population.

•

Two negatives: 1) I am a fan of the K-3/4-5 format. Have been a supporter since before it was
originally implemented. 2) Why not build the new facility at Talley street with a capacity of 625 so
that we have room in case there is future growth.

•

Uncomfortable with third graders with fifth graders.

•

Utilization seems below optimal

•

Walkability

•

Walkability is important

•

Walkability is the least important aspect IMO. City of Decatur is small enough that we feel
'community' despite our neighborhood elementary school boundaries. Most elementary children
don't actually walk to school anyway.

•

Walk-ability of having a 3-5 school on the north side is a plus. Helps alleviate the challenge of
moving all 3-5 students to the south side of Decatur. I also like the idea of putting 3-5 together in
multiple schools versus having such large 4-5 as we have today. Would rather our kids have a
chance for smaller 3-5 environments than larger.
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•

Walkability should be a key concern. CSD is unique in Georgia in the number of students who walk
or bike to school. Studies show that students who use active transportation to get to school
demonstrate significantly higher levels of concentration and have higher levels of mental and
physical health. Elementary schools should be located within 1 mile of students' homes. The
configuration that best achieves this should be given highest priority.

•

Walkability to the second elementary school and traffic burden are reduced on our family and
neighbors.

•

Walkability would still be an option for us. 3-5 schools are nicely spread out. Unsure about the idea
of K-2 and 3-5

•

Walkable elementary school for our youngest students.

•

Want Oakhurst Elementary K-3 and FAVE 4-5.

•

Way too drastic of a change/reconfiguration affecting too many kids. The current configuration is
idea.

•

We are also supportive of this option and love the idea of being able to have our kids at Glennwood
for 3-5, but with only a 319 seat capacity, every resident on the north side is going to be fighting
over those 319 seats. There just aren't enough for all of us. It seems that if this were the option,
Westchester families would potentially be districted to Fifth Avenue for 3-5, which I would prefer
not to have to do because of how far it is from our house. The Bus currently comes to our
neighborhood at 6:45 a.m. to take kids to Fifth Avenue. This is far too early for us!!! Young kids
need plenty of sleep to have a productive day at school and having to go to bed too early means
missing out on family time. (Our kids currently go to bed at 7:30pm to wake by 6:30am).

•

We are zoned for Westchester. A closer 4/5 academy would be an enormous benefit to our
community.

•

We currently send our children to Clairemont. We are close to border of Westchester. If we did 4-5
at Glennwood, which is close and would presumably have most of the kids from Clairemont and
nearby neighborhoods, then it would be an acceptable trade-off for losing third grade at our
wonderful Clairemont ES. If we lost third grade and still had to send our kids to FAVE or the new
one on Talley, it would be a great loss for the neighborhood by unfairly shifting elementary
education from the northern neighborhoods to the south of the district by creating additional
capacity in the 4-5 grades in the south while reducing our beloved local K-3 to K-2. We on the
northern end will pay, yet lose capacity. We love our neighborhood schools, and don't want to
sacrifice them to subsidize the mass expansion of Oakhurst.

•

We don't support putting 3rd graders with 4/5th.
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•

We like getting rid of the 4/5 model which we have found very unsatisfactory. Three 3-5 schools are
better than one. Mixes students earlier (grade 3) which may allow for better integration. Also,
students who live closer to one another will be in class together through 5th grade-- a real benefit.
We prefer this option of the 3.

•

We like having 3rd graders as the big kids of the elementary schools and this eliminates this option.
However, I do understand the curriculum and utilization points and this could work.

•

We like that this option puts a 3-5 school north of the railroad tracks, and is closer to our
elementary district- Clairemont. We do have concerns regarding whether the new school will be an
IB school as well though.

•

We lose a lot of walkability in this option, especially for our younger kids. Given how small
Glennwood Elem is, many of the children in the north would still have to travel south of the tracks
for 3-5, also affecting walkability and traffic with no real upside.

•

We lose our ability to walk to our K-2 school.

•

We need options for older elementary kids north of the tracks to ease traffic and increase walk
ability. I remain unhappy about grouping third graders with fourth and fifth graders who are
developmentally much different from third graders.

•

We need to return to K-5 configuration with walkable schools, less money spent on bussing, more
opportunities for leadership for our 4th and 5th graders.

•

We prefer Option 2, but we're not against this solution because as at least our child will get to walk
to school for grades K-2.

•

We should disrupt as few people as possible in the move.

•

We want WALKABLE community schools for our youngest students. No one wants to put their
Kindergartener on a bus to schlep across Decatur at 6:00 a.m.

•

We were lucky to have two teachers at our table, who both expressed a strong sentiment for the K2, 3-5 setup, as they would increase collaboration and provide greater community involvement in
the upper ages (they expressed that parental involvement in FAVE is stunted because parents are
timid the first year, and have a foot out the door in the second - my words, not theirs). Another
issue with option 2 was that it stretched capacity, requiring trailers in even the short term
projections. The most significant downside to 1b was the crowding, since Glennwood is roughly ½
the size of Oakhurst, they projected 100% capacity within 5 years in the 3-5 grades with this option.

•

What I don't like is that the city of Decatur is turning to an expansionist model to increase the tax
base to get more cash for more more...just like the newer residents of this little luxury-restaurant
enclave. Decatur used to be a fine little town to raise kids in, but anymore there's a sense that
longtime residents can't really afford to live here and the schools are in reality producing graduates
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who are no more competitive than those from other local schools once the demographics are
corrected for parental support.
•

Where do the Glennwood kids go? I didn't see that info anywhere yet.

•

Where will Glennwood ES students move?

•

While 1b provides for inclusion of a new 3-5 school on north side, I would like to know numbers
before deciding on it vs. Option 2.

•

While I do see some geographic advantages to this option - and a potentially [slightly] less
contentious re-districting process - I do not like the fact that capacity at the 3-5 level is completely
maxed out on day 1, leaving no room to accommodate growth at the target class size. Also, there is
a disparity in size among the 3-5 schools, with Glennwood being much smaller, which might
impact the allocation/concentration of resources and staff (e.g., fewer teachers to collaborate). I am
not sure if the consultant's assumption that this is the most "walkable" option is accurate - I think
that will remain to be determined in the re-districting process. Another drawback to this option is
the likely loss of diversity at the 3-5 level.

•

While I support the K-2 /3-5 plans, I think this one makes less sense than 1a because Oakhurst is
smaller than Glennwood, so it would accommodate fewer students.

•

While this addresses the distribution failure of 1a, it still eliminates the 4-5 concept. Both 1a and 1b
presuppose continued growth in K,1,2 new resident enrollments. This despite concerns in social
media that CSOD performance and student success have suffered due to overcrowding and over
building of multi-family low income housing. This would reduce the diversity with an influx of
lower income households to the detriment of middle income households who then plan to reside
elsewhere. Result would be a reduction in the value of a CSOD education and a reduction in the
value of our homes & community.

•

Why split the neighborhood?

•

With this option, the Glennwood Elementary community would not have a walkable K-2 school
nearby. The K-2 students in these areas would likely be routed to Clairemont or Westchester which
are both quite far away in terms of walk-ability. This would impact the neighborhood feel and the
strengths that are inherent with a school supported by nearby community members. L

•

Worry that the 100% capacity will be a problem very early

•

Worst of the three options. This option would great distress for all elementary families currently
districted to Glennwood who have lost their neighborhood school, especially for a community that
prides itself of "Walk or Rolling" to school, this option eliminates that possibility for the youngest
students. Using Clairemont and Westchester to pick up the Glennwood slack would cause a ripple
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effect throughout the remaining K-2 schools. Why shuffle the youngest students farthest away from
their closest school?
•

Would like to see K-3 configuration continue and very much want Glennwood to remain K-3.

•

Would prefer the K-3 model, over K-2 but this would be better than splitting up Oakhurst
completely Third grade teachers would need to learn IB instead of EL, adding an additional
unfamiliar element to an already new situation.

•

Would result in one less year for each of our kids to attend a school that's walkable (we're in
Westchester neighborhood).

•

Would the families currently zoned for Glennwood be able to stay at Glennwood 3-5 or be
(partially) rezoned for the new 3-5 school? Still traffic/walkability issues for NE Decatur residents to
get to 3-5 schools.
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QUESTION 6
Please share any thoughts that the committee should consider when developing
recommendations for the Board of Education. Please describe parts of Option 2 that you like
or dislike.
Individual
• "In one of the same" and "if it ain't broke"- love how things are now. 4-5 - low engagement with 2

year configuration.
• 2 years to introduce students/parents into IB is not enough. Students feel they are not at FAVE long

enough- the two years fly by. In K-2 schools there is a 146 student difference in capacity. 2 years vs 3
years- creates safer learning environments.
• 4-5 schools are still too big.
• Again safety of children walking and biking and the vehicle traffic traveling to the south side of

College Ave.
• Again, this cuts off all students north of College Ave. in 3-5, giving to a school detaches from his or

her neighborhood.
• As much as possible we should keep students in their local neighborhoods walking. I think we

should keep the grade clumping's as large as possible so siblings have maximum number of years at
same schools and parents have simple drop offs as possible. I think keeping bigger age clumping's is
really important for simplifying drop offs and pick ups, allowing parents involvement. Maintains
status quo facilities some more walking to FAVE.
• Better than 1a, but I think a 4-5 north of College should be considered. Would making Glennwood a

4-5 be an option?
• Capacity concerns biggest negative, large redistricting possibility.
• Capacity is a concern, 4-5 vs 3-5 isn't a deciding factor per se. Don't like both 4-5 on south side.
• Capacity is biggest concern- will we be back here in a few years?
• Close knit neighborhoods and walkability to schools is why we moved to CSD. Provided

environment for 3rd graders to learn at individual level, if needed. Concerned about 85/102 split.
How does it affect aftercare offerings?
• Concerned that the capacity is incorrect and the teacher/student ratio is poor.
• Concerned with overcrowding at K-3. Can it be helped with redistricting? Why can't new school be

built a little bigger to make up for the seat deficit at 3-5 level?
• Doesn't break up neighborhoods. Keeps smaller class sizes at 4th and 5th grade. Projection can be

greater to accommodate for size by adding to the existing elementary schools.
• Each neighborhood having its own K-3 school is beneficial to all kids. Everyone can wait and the
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grade systems stay the same. Having two 4-5 schools breaks down the size of schools.
• Funding for IB training for new teachers does not include an entire new grade level. Disruption to

the entire city of Decatur zoning is much diminished. Students do not change schools they are
currently attending when reconfiguration occurs as much as in the other options.
• I am concerned about how full the K-3 schools will be and that the 4-5 schools will be under-

utilized.
• I am still concerned about capacity for K-3 schools.
• I do like keeping my kids at Westchester as long as possible. I don't think this option addresses the

issue enough. Projected utilization of ES is already maxed out with 4-5's not being utilized enough.
My kids still won't have a 4-5 school near our home. This is the least disruptive to our current
system which is a good thing.
• I like not disrupting any of the elementary schools.
• I like that option 2 preserves the existing configuration and curriculum (no adjustments or

transitions needed). Also like the balance of enrollment numbers. Do not like that both schools are
south of railroad tracks due to transportation issues, but this would be important over current
situation.
• I prefer K-3 model by order of magnitude. Am concerned how often you'd have to rezone the

elementary schools when families age up and don't leave.
• Imbalance of resources, however, no specialization.
• Keep current training (teacher) in place. Least disruptive.
• Keeps current configuration which seems to work. Keeps neighborhood, walkable K-3 schools.
• Keeps current configuration. Walkability. Smaller 4/5 schools. Stress with numbers in school

buildings. Kids know one another for middle school.
• Keeps the K-3 intact. Only 2 4/5 schools which starts to bring the kids together for middle school.
• Largest deficit. Both 4/5 south of tracks so less walkability and create potential traffic issues and

create more need for bussing. DO not like having larger 4/5 vs 3-5s. Less neighborhood bonding and
ownership with two year school.
• Least disruption to curriculum, less walking. Under utilization, redistricting.
• Least disruptive
• Least disruptive. Dislike- K-3 at 102%.
• Less disruption to the system.
• Less disruptive of all, question numbers look better in this optionK-3. Numbers in classes are 22.
• Like the idea of K-3 keep kids in elementary as long as possible. Appears to be working well.
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• Like: keeps schools walkable for my family. Dislike: too many challenges; projected utilization

numbers.
• Maintains current structure.
• Maintains existing walkable lower elementary schools, adds capacity in 4-5 grades which is better

positioned in the district for North neighborhoods.
• Makes less sense based on numbers but keeps all EL together and IB together. Is there a difference in

class size for these options? I would be willing to accept any configuration including bus my kids to
the furthest school if it means smaller class sizes.
• Need another 4-5 school because a lot of us who have K-5 kids or younger and don't plan to move.
• No change in grade configuration. Minimal disruption to zones. Elementary students for K-3

students and walkability.
• Not sure about no 4-5 above tracks.
• Only 2 grades means an enrollment bubble harder to accommodate. I would be supportive of this

option if we considered multi-age classrooms to help with capacity. That could also help serve
gifted kids that could benefit from advancement.
• Overall less disruptive to current model.
• Poor allocations of seats/resources. 4-5's on south side of town.
• Prefer K-2, 3-5.
• Problematic due to projected utilization, but good because keeps grade configuration
• Same concern about both 4-5 on south side. Also concerned about utilization.
• Seems least disruptive but has real issues- kind of.
• The current system works well. The increased independence at 4/5 prepares kids well for middle

school. Only have to spend resources to train new teachers at the new school.
• The projected utilization will put the district right back in the same stretched position in 5 years.
• This is a walkable school system and preserves the neighborhood feel of the schools.
• This is the least disruptive plan.
• This option keeps our current configuration which is a great option.
• This option would allow local to stay local.
• This seems like a viable option, but still has some potential demographic risks in K-3 level.
• Transportation to Talley property- multiple routes do not involve going over for tracks. My

preference is K-3, 4-5 model.
• We feel strongly about keeping neighborhoods together. Do not want to cross tracks for elementary

school.
CITY SCHOOLS OF DECATUR
COMMUNITY MEETING REPORT: COMMENTS

PAGE 144
3/30/2017

QUESTION 6
• We keep Oakhurst ES as out "community elementary school". My youngest does not transition to

new schools so often. Oakhurst home values stay strong.
• When there was room for a 4/5 walkable from the North side. Our system works- I love EL and IB,

makes sense for all the higher grades.

Group
• 1 sees this as not an option. Class sizes too big. Utilization is not great.
• 2 4/5's. Keeps neighborhood feel.
• Against: All the elementary schools are still too crowded. Neutral: Want more flexibility to avoid

future over-crowding. Sustainable growth. For: Least disruptive to current arrangement. Tally Street
not too far away from NE side of town.
• Concern about having to get trailers at Talley. Concern about space allocation with this

configuration. Nice because then 3rd graders can walk to neighborhood school.
• EL, school size, all access walkable K-3, IB
• Familiarity with format/configuration. Transportation across the tracks. Overall size of schools.
• Good experience with 4-5 model. Least change.
• Just keeping status quo without considering issues. No 4-5 north of tracks.
• K-3 already being potentially at capacity could be a future problem. Entire K-3 schools going to 4-5

could be nice. But still geographically not ideal.
• Keep K-3! For kids, parents, and students.
• Keeps K-3 structure. Allows for space for enrollment (4-5). Enrollments are more similar (3-5). Same

configuration we are used to. Both are on south side. Least disruptive. Same neighborhood K-3
configurations. Continues to benefit the middle school. Concerns about parent buy in for 2 year
span. It already works well. Huge support for community schools and walkability as long as we can.
Gap in utilization K-3; 4-5. Helps with traffic.
• Least disruption to curriculum- IB vs EL. One less year of walking (less walkability). Possibility of

modular due to 102% projected over capacity. 4/5 vs 3/5 research based on pedagogy. Large
redistricting.
• Least disruptive, walkability suffers, EL and IB unaffected, no option for 4-5 north of tracks.
• Least disruptive. Best job making neighborhood feel.
• Like grade configuration but don't like anything else about it. Tally St. not walkable.
• Pros: 4-5 instead (K-2, 3-5), closest to status quo, least disruptive, walkability. Cons: Doesn't address

space concerns.
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• Similar to Q4 but more in-school congestion.
• System is working- teachers appear to be happy. Kids have greater independence with smaller

issues. Splits responsibility. Tight at K-2. EL & IB training. Less overwhelming.
• Why not make Glennwood a 4-5 or new elementary K-3, you can balance it better.

Online
•

#2 seems to be more straight forward approach. I am unsure of an advantage of re configuring
grades in other options when 2 buildings in all plans must be built.

•

1. Two versus three senior elementary schools 2. Both senior schools south of tracks still
contributing to commute issues 3. Keeps junior elementary more status quo and maintaining
walkability for those students

•

2 equal size, diverse 3-5, with more similar experience leading up to middle school.

•

2 grades at a school is too few.

•

3rd Graders have the opportunity to grow as leaders (safety patrol; performing at school wide
events; being instructional coaches for younger students) when they are the 'big kids' on campus.
2nd Graders are too young to really benefit from these opportunities. Furthermore current students
(1st Graders) who are currently looking up to the 3rd Graders in their school deserve to have the
same experience in 2 years.

•

4/5 Academy is very effective and would allow students to go to the school directly in their
neighborhood.

•

4-5 model is awful.

•

4-5 schools are too large and have less parental involvement. This one would not create the traffic
headache of 1a however.

•

A 4-5 school should be built on the other side of the tracks

•

A solution that doesn't meet the long term needs is not a viable option.

•

A walkable kindergarten is a must for Oakhurst.

•

Acceptable in terms of walkability - unacceptable from a capacity planning standpoint. See bullet in
Q5 - what is the plan beyond 2020/21?

•

Addresses growth issues while keeping current configuration.

•

Again both 4-5 or 3-5 academies are on the same south part of town

•

Again, an over capacity plan that is tactical and does not offer a strategic long term fix.

•

Again, I don't like both 3-5 being on the south side.

•

Again, most disruptive and I think it would cost more. Less flexibility for changing needs
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•

Again, my issue with this Option is no 4-5 school close to the North Decatur K-3 schools/families.

•

All 3-5 Schools across railroad tracks for north side residents. Increases traffic delays and removes
walkability.

•

Allows for students to be put together in larger cohorts prior to middle school, which we already
know is beneficial to reducing the achievement gap and contributes to a positive culture at RMS
One 4/5 on the east side of town and one on the west side of town keeps things walk (and/or roll) able for the majority of students.

•

Although I do not have any children in CSD now, all three of my children went through 12 years of
CSD schools and I taught and was an administrator at DHS. Options 2 seems the most logical in
keeping neighborhood schools intact. The 4/5 academy has been successful so adding an additional
4/5 academy makes sense to me.

•

Although I like the idea of 3rd graders with 4th and 5th graders, building a new structure in
geographic area that make sense might preserve walkability

•

Although this has issues in terms of classroom utilization, it "rocks the boat" the least, which makes
things easier for people whose kids are already in school.

•

Although this leaves grade configuration as is, it would leave K-3 over capacity.

•

An option that has the least rezoning for current students is preferable.

•

Appears to keep diversity in all K-2 and 3-5. School capacity and enrollment seems to be more
equal. Allows students from neighborhoods where walking is now an option to remain an option.
Keeps true neighborhoods more intact, feeding to single schools. No splitting the neighborhood!

•

As a district focusing on disproportionality and also hiring an Equity Director, Option 2 is a viable
choice as it relates to integrating our schools at an earlier time. It also gives only two choices which
will split the district equally. This is needed since Decatur has a history of segregated schools. This
option removes the race factor in an earlier grade. Thus making it easier for students to form
positive relationships with students of other socio-economic and racial backgrounds.

•

As a parent of a child with dyslexia, transiting to a different school at this critical time, even in the
current 4/5 model, is incredibly detrimental. It's like starting over with teachers, administration,
and school routine. A K-5 model would ensure continuity so that dyslexic children don't fall
between the cracks.

•

As a parent, I feel the 4-5 model has been effective for my student. It serves as a good bridge
between elementary education and middle school education. The school environment is tailored to
the needs of these two upper grades.

•

As a teacher at FAVE, I feel the 3-5 configuration encourages greater parent "ownership" as children
are in each school close to the same number of years.
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•

As a teacher at the 4/5, I feel like we lose support from the parents for a multitude of reasons, one
being that it is only 2 grade levels. This is not enough time to really get to know families or students
and for parents to truly understand the care/love teachers at 4/5 have.

•

As a teacher in a K-3 school, it is my opinion that the 3rd graders should be with 4-5 grades as the
curriculum for 3rd grade seems more aligned with 4th and 5th than K-2. Also, as a teacher, the
leadership opportunities (service crew, safety patrol) sounds good on paper and the kids in 3rd
love it at the K-3 schools. However, they aren't always ready for those roles and it becomes more of
a hassle with adult supervision than leadership opportunities.

•

As an employee of both a k-3 and a 4/5 school, the idea of having a larger cohort prior to middle
school isn't as beneficial as it seems. Many 4th graders do not do well with the transition and 5th
graders have just gotten settled into and feel connected to the school before they go to a new
campus. Two years is not a long enough time to build a strong community feeling amongst
students.

•

As between this and the alternatives, it at least preserves an appropriate educational for the
youngest children. Of course, in more crowded rooms. But that still is preferable to the alternative,
of being lost in a huge environment.

•

As over crowded as the schools are it doesn't seem like a school should be closed.

•

As parent of a 4th grader, its hard to feel engaged and invested in a school that our child is at for
only 2 yrs.

•

As residents and parents we would like to keep our neighborhood schools.

•

As stated above, I do not like the k-2 / 3-5 idea, and listed my reasons above. This plan keeps
majority of the current system the same. The neighborhood schools stay a k-3 school, which has
worked well. A new 4/5 school will be needed and this makes the most sense to me. Although both
schools will be on the same side of the tracks, the Tally St location has the MARTA bridge that will
allow many kids to easily walk to school.

•

As we have an established K-3 system that works well and allows residents to walk to their
neighborhood school, as well as a thoroughly researched fourth/fifth Academy that has proven to
be successful, I don't see the need to change the system. I think it makes more sense to open a new
elementary school to eliminate the overcrowding in K – three and also to open a new 4–5 Academy.

•

Assuming the do-nothing option is not practically possible, this option (2) is my most favored, as it
preserves, even enhances, the community/neighborhood dynamics (by adding a district), and it
preserves the elementary and academy schools' grade/service configuration that has been in place
since 2004. I did not attend the recent meeting, but heard some people believe the 4-5 school is too
short to build community. Our children experienced the transition in 2004, and I recall a selling
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point was the value in uniting the students across the city in a single school, before they
experienced the challenges of middle school and adolescence. We experienced that value.
•

Bad traffic and very bad imbalance between k-3 and 4-5.

•

Bad: K-3 is at/over capacity almost immediately I don't like the k-3 4-5 division as much as k-2 3-5

•

Based on the information shared, the real crux of the problem is Oakhurst ES. Their enrollment is
projected to top 400, whereas all of the others except Clairemont are under 300. Yes, projected
utilization is 102%, but that's only 2% greater than the utilization expected for Option 1B. It would
seem that what should be considered is how to reduce the enrollment at Oakhurst ES. Perhaps
some expansion could be done at both Winnona Park and College Heights to bump their
enrollments up ~30 students (in the range of Clairemont). That could have the immediate benefit of
creating some relief for Oakhurst and presumably bring utilization within a reasonable range.
(Again, I find it suspicious that the fact that both 4/5 academies would be south of College is not
raised as a challenge here, but is raised as a challenge for Option 1A. It seems that these options are
being presented in a manner to nudge folks in a certain desired direction and is not truly presented
in a neutral manner.)

•

Because enrollment projections stop at 2021, I worry they are discounting future expansion in
upper elementary in 2022, 2023, etc. Though this plan is projected to be tight at lower elementary, it
appears to have "room to grow" in upper elementary.

•

Being over capacity in the K-3 schools does not seem like the best plan... And again the headaches
of trying to have all 4-5 students south of the tracks are still present so this one seems lose/lose?

•

Best compromise for the entire system. Keeps 4/5 and K-3

•

Best for everyone!

•

Best for traffic in the city, livability.

•

Best option so far for more localized schools, but the same problems as expressed above continue to
pertain to this.

•

Best option, by far

•

Best option.

•

Best option. For sure. Why are there other options? I would take a slightly over capacity
neighborhood school with continuity and consistency for my kids and the teachers any day over
these other options.

•

Best solution that doesn't impact 2 already successful programs .

•

Better than 1A but same criticism as it.

•

Better than having modular buildings (I taught in "Trailer 1" at Cross Keys High School one year
and was so sick b/c the temperature could not be regulated; the shape of the space was horrible for
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teaching; not a good idea at all.) -Oakhurst numbers too
•

Both 4-5 would be clustered on one side of city.

•

Building two new schools and still having 102% utilization the next year seems ridiculous. Solve the
problem once, and we won't have to revisit this every 5 years.

•

Capacity imbalance/issues Prefer other options to 4-5 model

•

Capacity should be utilized.

•

Concern about exceeding projected enrollment.

•

Couple dislikes: A 4-5 school is not as good for kids with special needs as a 3-5 school. A special
education teacher for K-3 has to support more kids and a wider range of ages than the 4-5 special
education teacher. A 4-5 school has less flexibility as enrollment bubbles come through, as they will.

•

Current system/grade structure maintained which has served our community well The transition
from 3rd to 4th grade is more natural for the EL to IB transition Will require large redistricting at 45 level Concern over distribution of students from Decatur Housing Authority community and how
that would effect title I funding in certain schools as well as Decatur's commitment to closing the
educational disparities

•

Developmentally it makes more sense to keep 3-5 together. Both 4-5 schools are on the south side of
the city and don't promote walkability.

•

Dislike 4-5 option as it is now. Only 2 years at a school is very taxing on those students who do not
handle transitions well. Plus it doesn't address the UT concerns for k-3

•

Dislike K-3 being over capacity dislike that it underutilizes available capacity at 4/5 level

•

Dislike that it does not completely solve the K-3 capacity problem, although it does address most of
it. Dislike that it is again just adding more traffic to Winona park corner of the city. Like that it is
within capacity for grades 4-5

•

Dislike that would already be at max utilization for some schools. Like keeping the configuration
the same - especially with regards to another year of being able to walk to our neighborhood
school. Feel like main reason that I haven't been as involved at F.AVE is not because it is only 2
years - but more because of the distance - doesn't feel like a neighborhood school!

•

Dislike the transitory nature of 2 years at one school, and the inherent disruption that is created for
both students and parents. Greatly dislike that no 4-5 schools north of College. How is the
walkability of this plan a plus as the pamphlet states? It would be foolish to go with this plan. There
seem to be very little benefits herein.

•

Dislike the travel distance and traffic congestion to and from the 3-5 school from home when
crossing the railroad tracks from the north side of Decatur. Dislike that we would have to drive to
the 3-5 school in this option. Also dislike the 4/5 school in this option.
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•

Dislike: capacity of K-3 Dislike: configuration of grades (that 4/5 is only two years)

•

Dislike: Elementary schools are overcrowded and the 4/5 schools are underused.

•

Distributes K-3 schools throughout Decatur with two 3-5 schools that are more equal in size,
causing much less disruption. This would allow all current K-2 schools to remain to allow for
walkability of all/most neighborhoods.

•

Does not best utilize space with anticipated growth. 3 years versus 2 could be easier transition for
kids

•

Does not deal with the overcrowding issue at the k-3 level

•

Does not disrupt current model nor break up successful schools, will not cost as much for retraining

•

Does not meet capacity needs

•

Does not really fix the issues. Not really a solution.

•

Does the least damage to the local communities

•

Doesn't help the overcrowding at the K-3 level.

•

Doesn't address K-2 over crowding

•

Doesn't match needs of community population.

•

Don't agree with the distribution of the schools and the current 4/5, two year experience does not
match other areas.

•

Don't change it just add a new 4/5 academy!

•

Don't like a 4-5 model. Like that elementary schools don't have to change.

•

Don't like the under utilization of one 4/5 or over enrollment of one K-3.

•

Each neighborhood has a walkable K-3. The K-3 and 4-5 has been successful for the kids.

•

Elementary above capacity Keeps the status quo, few changes needed.

•

Expanding the upper elementary experience to 3-5 is appealing, but grouping 4th and 5th graders is
logical in terms of their developmental/social-emotional needs.

•

Families are already used to busing/ riding to FAVE for 4-5. Traffic on Columbia is a nightmare and
will continue to get worst.

•

Feel concerned about the experience of moving from a small K-3 school like Westchester to a large
school like FAVE

•

For all of my reasons listed above, this is by far the best alternative.

•

For option 1a and 1b shortening elementary school for kids at this young age would be detrimental
to developing a sense of community and growth. If there is dislike for the 4-5 school because of the
short duration, the answer is NOT to do that at the K-3 system. You have elementary schools that
are thriving, do not mess with that, neighborhoods need their local school. Instead of another

CITY SCHOOLS OF DECATUR
COMMUNITY MEETING REPORT: COMMENTS

PAGE 151
3/30/2017

QUESTION 6
shuffle, how about a grow and expand approach, which adds more schools and builds on what you
have already established vs rock the system again, repurpose schools and disappoint local
communities.
•

Frankly, I couldn't fathom choosing a plan that knowingly creates overcrowding within 5 years,
having just approved $92 million in spending for new facilities. That fact alone should disqualify it
from consideration.

•

From what I have heard the two year experience at 4/5 is so short that there may not be as much
involvement and community as in the elementary school. It seems like having children together for
three years rather than two would be beneficial. I wonder how creating or trying to recreate another
4/5 will be perceived--i.e. is one newer/better than the other based on teacher experiences,
community established etc.? This could be nothing, just something that comes to mind.

•

Geographic distribution of the 4-5s. Many on the far north would Still be at FAVE. Typical day for
family with two Working parents on the north side: 6:00 am wake up eat breakfast get dressed. 6:45
am get on bus 7:20 am start school 2:45 pm school and ends. Go to after care. 6:00 pm pick up from
after care 6:30 pm home (hopefully) 7:00 pm bed time to ensure the 10-11 hours sleep necessary for
child of that age. This does not allow families to have the time they need for all the normal things
we need to do. Also - a far away school makes being involved at school more difficult. I'm not
talking about holiday parties. I'm talking about PTA meetings. Coffee talks. Parent teacher
conferences. Volunteering when needed by the school. Meeting other parents and kids. These
relationships and bonds are so important as the children move on to middle and high school. It's
the lack Of connection between families that allows the older kids to get away with dangerous
behavior. I'm also very concerned about the stress this will put on the k-3 classroom sizes. If any
kids needs smaller classes it's the smaller ones!!

•

Geographically makes sense. I like that this one allows us to stay at the neighborhood school the
longest and allows sibling spaced 3 years apart one year together.

•

Getting to the new 4/5 on Talley Street would be much easier for me then going to FAVE.

•

Give the systems put in place to transition to the 4-5 structure several years ago, and the
distribution of current schools, I believe staying with the current system but adding a K-3 and f 4-5
school is the right strategy.

•

Given the model is in place and while it can be improved (FAVE is too big and there is not a real
community feel), I would support another 4/5 academy which would make Fave a smaller school
and disrupt the system less.

•

Has capacity issues and format doesn't match other school districts.

•

Having 2 4-5's would be a little closer to bringing all our students before they go to middle school.
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While I support the inclusion of 3rd grade as an upper elementary grade - I think ultimately the 4/5
model is better - despite only having 2 years at one school.
•

Having been Oakhurst residents for over a decade, we have been looking forward to our children
attending Oakhurst Elementary for grades K-3. These are the ages that are appropriate for the
school, as the difference between 3rd and 4th grade is a big leap. I am not interested in seeing that
my children attend a different school through grade 2, and then need to be the youngest in a school
with 5th graders. Creating a new 4-5 school alleviates the disruption caused by the other proposed
options.

•

Having the children come together in 4th grade (as much as possible, if there will be more than one
school) has been hugely beneficial for the community and for the students moving on to Renfroe.
My preference is to preserve this aspect as much as possible.

•

Having two 4-5 academies would be ideal from a walkability perspective.

•

Having two big 3-5 would be okay with me. I want to preserve the small elementary schools, but as
they get older it's okay for the school to get bigger. My main priority is the younger grades should
be spread out and as small as we can afford.

•

How about a return to meaningful fundamentals and ending the practices of educating for testtaking, endless second chances with no consequences, and lack of enforcement of the ban on
phones, iPad, and other electronic devices during school hours?

•

I agree that it's geographically unbalanced, but I like keeping Glennwood as an early elementary
school for that neighborhood, and keeping 4-5 instead of 3-5. I suppose Westchester couldn't be a 45 or 3-5 school?

•

I am happy that this remains a K-3 and 4-5 plan. Has anyone reached out to the Church at Decatur
Heights to see if they would be willing to sell. You could then have Talley Street as another ES and
build 4-5 on Sycamore which would give a North side 4-5.

•

I am hoping that we will keep K-3 and I would be ok with a second 4/5 academy school if the
capacity is not enough for all children. I do think it's great that the children get the two years to get
to know all 4/5th graders before the middle school. Adding several new 4/5 academies would
obviously reduce that benefit.

•

I am in favor of college heights turning back into an elementary school. reminds me of my previous
years as a city schools of Decatur student. keep the rest of the schools as k-3 makes the most sense.
This configuration has worked for several years and additional 4/5 on Talley street would be ideal

•

I am in support both of maintaining the K-3 structure and neighborhood elementary school.

•

I am not concerned with walkability, or temporary capacity issues. I am concerned with education,
cost, particularly of long term facilities. Without cost projections, it is impossible to evaluate what is
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a better choice. I would rather have my child go to school in a trailer, and have a great teacher, than
a monument building he can walk to.
•

I am pro 3-5 academy instead of 4-5. I think adding the third grade will make it seem like a true
elementary school instead of a pre-middle school that encourages kids to mature and become
"Tweens" too soon. Having three years at a school might also encourage community development.

•

I am shocked but after hearing the challenges that teachers face at our current 4-5 school (some
because of overcrowding but most not) such as low parent involvement because kids are only there
2 years, staff wishing they had another year to get to know the kids, there being a more natural
'break' in grades K-2 and 3-5 in terms of learning to read vs reading to learn and maturity, etc. I am
opposed to keeping the 4-5 set up (even though keeping it this way would likely be the 'easiest' for
my child in terms of transitions- I still feel like 3-5 offers a better learning experience)

•

I am supportive of option 2 as this model has been working. Again if the board or superintendent
shows the community that the best option is a k-2/3-5 than I am open to other options outside 1a, 1b
or 2.

•

I believe 4-5 is a more natural cohort for children than 3-5. K-2 elementary schools would lose the
safety patrols, reading buddies and other modeling.

•

I believe it makes the most sense to have a 4/5 or 3-5 "above the tracks" from a logistics perspective.

•

I believe that continuing to have K-3 schools is the best option for the children's development. We
already have kindergarten classrooms that look like 1st grade, I do not believe having 3rd grade
classrooms that look like 4th grade is a good idea. The culture in K-3 schools is inherently different
than in a 4/5 school. The K-3 schools are much more nurturing due to the presence of
Kindergartners - and that is a very good thing for all children in the school. That 3rd grade year is a
big transition year, and I believe pushing that down to 2nd grade is a big mistake

•

I believe that option 2 will lead to overcrowding in schools and students will not get the
independent attention and differentiation needed. The only way I see this working is if current k-3
schools have a budget for physical expansion/construction without the use of trailers.

•

I believe the taught curriculum lends itself better to a 3-5 model.

•

I believe this model to be unique to Decatur city schools. This model has shown success and should
be preserved.

•

I could live with this option if needed. It keeps neighborhoods together. However, I do like the idea
of a 3-5 split. As a current FAVE parent, and one that is active in the school, I feel there is VERY
little support from parents in the 4-5 model. I think we forget that it is still an elementary school. I
feel that by making it a 3-5 all the schools would have families for the same amount of time and
possibly giving schools more support at the upper level
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•

I dislike that both 4/5s are in the southern part of the district. I also dislike that students are only at
a school for two years at the 4/5. Before they know it, they once again have a location change and
new students with which to learn and interact. At that age, consistency is crucial and the extra year
that a 3-5 school provides is favorable.

•

I dislike that Clairemont is K-3 in this plan. Seems like a recipe for overcrowding or building more
temporary classrooms. I am biased, but I think not overcrowding the elementary schools should be
the top priority.

•

I dislike the k-3, 4-5 model

•

I dislike the probability of overcrowding.

•

I do like 2 except I haven't been a fan of our 4/5 thus far and it is HUGE. I want to solve the capacity
problems and get some smaller class sizes and improve those ratios quickly. I don't believe this
option does that for even the short or medium term.

•

I do not like any of the options, but at least the Option 2 alone with allow the 3rd grade students to
remain in their neighborhood schools. The K-5 model should be an option - and the vast majority of
residents and educators would choose this option. FAVE is basically a Middle School as putting 800
10-12 year old's in one building forces this type of environment. The only reason to do this is to
save money on resources. Developmentally, from an educators perspective, this model is highly
flawed.

•

I do not like that there are items in the "Challenges box". I have also always felt uncomfortable with
4/5 academy being a 2 yr. school (parents just don't seem to feel connected to it). The only thing that
seems OK about option 2 is that it minimizes change for a lot of people (though not for us in the
College Heights area).

•

I do not like the 4/5 option. I think 4th grade students are too young to be in such a large building
with so many students. I am happy it may be eliminated. Ideally, I would like neighborhood
schools to go k-5. Because that is not an option at all, I would like my school(s) to be as near to my
home as possible. This bolsters school pride, neighborhood relationships, and walkability.

•

I do not think that 3rd graders should be pushed into an upper elementary model. I have taught 3rd
grade for 4 years, 4th grade for 8 years and 5th grade for 3 years. I have 2 children in the district
and 3rd graders need to be with the younger cohort.

•

I do not think that having two 4-5s is a good solution. There is little parental commitment at the
current 4/5 due to it being a two year school. People feel more connected to the other levels because
they are there longer. In addition, 3rd graders need more independence and rigor than I believe
that they are currently receiving in a primary school situation. 3rd grade curriculum and resource
needs are more closely aligned to 4th and 5th grade. In addition, the grade levels right now are
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huge, and splitting in two, rather than three would not alleviate big grade level teams. The teams
would still have close to 10 classes per grade level. Those are still huge for planning, field trips,
cohesiveness, etc.
•

I do not think the K-3, 4-5 split makes much sense and is not in keeping with most places around
the state. Also, this option places both 4-5 schools below College Ave which may cause more traffic
issues around that area (as there are limited railroad crossing points). In addition, 4-5 kids living
above College Ave who want to walk or bike to school would have to cross the rail line and College
Ave, which is not very safe.

•

I do not want to stick with the k-3/4-5 model. It sets up the 4-5 schools to have the least
participation from parents, the least amount of connection to the school, and does not create as safe
of learning environment when students only spend two years in one place.

•

I don't agree with spending so much money on the ECLC. We should focus funds on servicing
grade-level students. There are countless daycare and pre-school options around so ECLC spots
could be limited to those families that can't afford private options. I like that this ideas keeps the K3 teams together at the elementary schools. I also like that it gives another ES on the south side and
a 4-5 option on the north side. Walkability is one of the best things about living in Decatur and this
helps keeps that alive.

•

I don't feel that having 4/5 as the only 2 year experience is a bad thing. It allows these 4th and 5th
graders the opportunity to mature in a safe an appropriate environment. I also think every other
option dismantles the walkability and community centered elementary schools so many people are
drawn to Decatur for. I hope you keep K-3 for many more reason as well.

•

I don't have any preferences----whatever works for the greater good.

•

I don't know the research for how kids learn, but if K-2, 3-5 is a model that works for the youngest
kids in that set (Ks, 3rds), and it can help temper the older grades I think it would be good. Again, I
do not know the research on it though.

•

I don't like change as much as anyone, but it seems status quo isn't going to work long term. I
would like the Board to choose a plan that takes into account predictions so we don't have our kids
in overcrowded schools. It's too much for them and the teachers and staff.

•

I don't like that the K-3s would already be over capacity after a big redistricting decision. It seems
like problem unsolved after a lot of time and work. But, staying with the 4-5 model is less
disruptive - all elementary kids would not have to be re-districted nor a bunch of third grade
teachers.

•

I don't like that there is no 4-5 north of E. College.

•

I don't like that this option does not solve overcrowding at the K-3 schools.
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•

I don't like that this option retains the 4/5 model. k-2/3-5 is far preferable and 4/5 was never
adopted because it was ideal. It was adopted for other reasons that no longer exist. I think it would
be a horrible idea to continue this model merely because it is the status quo and would upset fewer
families. We need to do what is best for students, teachers, and the overall learning environment.
This option does not offer enough centrally located options for north side families. Many families
will remain districted to FAVE, which poses a number of problems. We have an opportunity to
make a configuration that is more equitable for ALL families in Decatur.

•

I don't like the 4-5 academy option. I prefer neighborhood schools. I like the idea of having 3-5
together. It seems a better fit.

•

I don't like the idea of being at capacity so quickly in the future of the new schools. I also like the
idea of changing the Decatur model to a K-2 and 3-5. I feel that gives the children more time to get
to know the school, more time for the parents to feel invested at the school. I like that it cuts down
on the number of classrooms per grade level. I also like the idea of 5 K-2s feeding to 3 3-5s feeding
to 1 middle school. It's a smoother transition to a large school than the current structure where they
all come together in 4th grade.

•

I don't understand why more capacity can not be added to the new school or Glennwood to
provide more potential capacity. This options package seems skewed to a predetermined
preference.

•

I favor the continuity of the K-3 format, including increased cross-over years for siblings,
walkability, and leadership-building opportunities for 3rd graders.

•

I feel as if the schools would continue to be overcrowded and in 3 years we'll be doing a similar
survey.

•

I feel like this option is the best because it disrupts the existing system the least while still allowing
for growth and an expanding student population.

•

I feel that a K-2/ 3-5 split will keep a good neighbor center to our elementary schools and is a logical
break to the education continuum. It will also establish a smaller feel to 4/5 and better continuity
there.

•

I feel that it's important to have third graders remain in younger aged schools and separate from
the 4th and 5th graders, who are preparing for middle school. Having this 4th and 5th grade
academy model has been successful with transitioning to Renfroe, so let's keep a good thing going!

•

I feel that this option is the second best choice to meet the needs of all of Decatur, but would be a
second choice to 1b.

•

I feel that this option would be the smoothest and have the least obstacles. Walkability would still
be an option for us. Neighborhoods get to keep their "neighborhood schools"
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•

I feel this is the least disruptive to most people since all current K-3 would remain, and could only
help in terms of ability to walk to a 4/5 school.

•

I feel this option will not solve our problem. We will still be overcrowded quickly in our K-3
schools.

•

I feel this options would not help one of the existing issues of over-crowding in K-3 schools.

•

I fell that this is just a band aid and would be great for a few years but does not optimize our needs.

•

I find it troublesome that the k-3 option would be at 102%. Class sizes are so important, and I worry
about the elementary schools being so crowded. This seems unwise to have such a discrepancy
between the capacity of the k-3 and 4-5.

•

I fully support the 4/5 model. Building an additional 4/5 school would continue to support
commingling many students prior to middle school.

•

I have a Renfroe student and a toddler. In my experience, the expeditionary learning curriculum
was a good match for K-3. While I fully support IB, I would not want to decrease a year of
expeditionary learning. In addition, I believe there is a big difference in a 3rd grader and a 4th
grader in terms of maturity to handle the move to a new school with older children. I know how
hard the elementary teachers (K-3) have worked to build this program, and shifting to a K-2 system,
while not impossible (and my 2nd choice) will require restricting and retraining. This option also
keeps our youngest children in neighborhood schools, which is important to me and one of the
reasons I live in Decatur.

•

I have already had one student move through the 4-5 academy model and have seen first hand how
good it is at establishing independence and responsibility in students. Fourth and fifth grade were a
perfect time to expect more from the student and help them get ready for middle school. I feel that
in general, 3rd graders are much closer related to K and 1st graders than to 5th graders. Let's give
them that last year to show their strengths at school and become leaders for the younger children.

•

I have not heard any compelling rationale for changing the grade structure from K-3/4-5 to K-2/3-5.
The current system is working, and I don't see a benefit to changing the grade alignment that
would offset the disruption of taking away a walkable lower elementary school from the
community.

•

I hope that schools for k-3 students remain in vicinity of household as much as possible.

•

I hope that the K-2, 3-5 arrangement stays the same. I think it provides for a most supportive
environment for our students, developmentally and academically. I am also a 3rd grade teacher,
and though I would love the opportunity to teach the upper Elementary grades, I think that 3rd
grade students are best nurtured and supported in a K-3 environment. This environment provides
opportunities for maturity and leadership that would not be experienced when 3rd graders are the
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youngest grade as opposed to the oldest. Also, the feedback that I constantly receive from the
parents of 4th graders reflects the increased rigor, responsibility and autonomy that happens when
students transition from 3rd to 4th. Parents love the sense of community and nurturing that the K-3
schools provide as opposed to the 4-5.
•

I like 2 because it would have minimum effect on the school community as a whole. It is a feasible
and logical plan to go with another 4-5 although I hope the good neighborly school atmosphere
would be preserved across all schools.

•

I like children staying in one physical environment as long as possible, even if it involves moving
MY child now so that future children are not disrupted.

•

I like how this model is consistent with the current structure of grades in CSD, and that the 3rd
graders will stay with K-2. I do not like that one of the challenges listed is 'underutilization of
existing capacity' if indeed that is the case.

•

I like it because it is less change for the school system

•

I like keeping the existing K-3 format. 3rd grade is a pivotal year as highlighted by your own 'PROs'
above but the reality is that a pivotal year shouldn't include a shift to a new curriculum and school.
Why pile more on these 9 year old's? Also the stats about seating capacity at K-3 is misleading. The
school system purchased property adjacent to College Height and also has room to expand at
Glennwood

•

I like keeping the k-3 model. It keeps more families having kids for a year or two at the same school
instead of having three kids at three different schools

•

I like protecting the neighborhood elementary/walking experience. It supports community growth.
I prefer to go to K-5 but since that option is not on the table, this is preferable. I don't think families
feel connected to 4/5. I understand teachers like it and think it helps middle school transition, but it
forces students to grow up faster and it does not get the parental support for the school community.
I think our city is small enough that even with K-5, teachers can still come from the schools to meet
for planning days (half days, mornings, etc...). The 4/5 initially was introduced when there was
more diversity of income, race, education in our city and when the system was not viewed as one
system (individual schools made decisions about education with little thought of the whole
system). Those circumstances have drastically changed and therefore, I believe we should return to
neighborhood K-5.

•

I like retaining Oakhurst as k-3, while expanding access to those grades by repurposing CHECLC.
This option also distances the 3-5 options.

•

I like that current communities can keep their k-2 schools with the least disruption. I like that the
grade bands stay the same too!
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•

I like that elementary schools are still nearby and walkable.

•

I like that it keeps the existing neighborhood elementary options.

•

I like that it preserves the existing K-3 model and adds one new school facility. I dislike the
projected overcrowding of the K-3s.

•

I like that it provides students a larger student body before middle school.

•

I like that it's the least disruptive of all the options. I don't like the 4/5's being south of college. I
don't like the capacity concern projections for K-3 in 20/21 as a parent of a kindergartner those
years.

•

I like that Option 2 keeps the district-wide grade configurations. The teachers I have spoken with
indicated they also like the K-3 and 4-5 configurations because of the way they structure the
curriculum for these grades. I like that 3rd graders get to be "leaders" in their elementary schools. I
like that Oakhurst Elementary stays a K-3.

•

I like that the neighborhood k-3 schools will remain as is for walkability. However, there are
concerns for me regarding the overcrowding that this option produces. It also doesn't provide a 4/5
option on the North side of College.

•

I like that this keeps the current K-3/ 4-5 grade configuration for reasons stated above. While 4-5
schools are both in south part of city, its only for two years and I'd rather see this and have
everyone able to retain their neighborhood K-3 schools. While capacity is a concern, these are only
estimates and with the increased enrollment, I believe we'll struggle with this under any of the
options.

•

I like that this option (#2) the best of all because it keeps grade configurations the same as they are
currently resulting in less disruption to student learning. This option is also least disruptive to
current *neighborhood* K-3 elementary schools: the integrity of walkable, cohesive, neighborhood
K-3 elementary schools would remain as well. All in all, less disruption of grade configurations and
currently schools is better for students' learning and achievement. I like that in Option 2, third
graders are left with K-2 students rather than lumped in with 4th and 5th graders. Third graders are
more naturally a fit with K-2 students than with 4th and 5th graders: there is a big maturity and
developmental difference between 3rd and 4th grade, and I worry about bullying of 3rd graders by
4th and 5th graders. (I think this bullying worry--and even a study--may have been mentioned in
the original decision to go with a 4/5 academy split to begin with.) It is also nice that 3rd graders, in
Option 2 as well as currently, get to learn how to take serious, achievement assessments at the K-3
school with which they are already familiar and comfortable, rather than having to BOTH adapt to
a new 3-5 school (in Options 1a & 1b) AND ALSO learn how to take on-the-record achievement
tests in the same year. That's a lot to ask of a 3rd grader! It makes more sense to break up those
demands, as Option 2 does (and we do currently): 3rd graders learn to do serious testing; 4th

CITY SCHOOLS OF DECATUR
COMMUNITY MEETING REPORT: COMMENTS

PAGE 160
3/30/2017

QUESTION 6
graders learn to adapt to a new school. This option results in 4-5 academies that are more balanced/
similar in terms of enrollment than Option 1b, where Glennwood's 3-5 academy is far smaller than
the other two. Also, with FAVE and Talley Street 4-5 academies, there is a relatively clear East-West
divide for dividing student populations, compared to Option 1a, where the neighborhood divide
between 3-5 schools is much muddled given the close proximity of Oakhurst and FAVE. I also don't
think that projected small deficiency numbers of seats at K-3 is a sufficient reason to choose against
Option 2, as all these projections can change and all are within a very close range of each other. (Are
they within the margin of error of each other? Also why can't a few extra classrooms be added to
College Heights when it is renovated into a K-3 to alleviate the remaining seat concerns?) I like also
that Option 2 leaves significant room to grow further (in terms of seats) at 4-5 school level: in
Option 1b, the 3-5 academies would already be at max capacity as soon as the plan goes into effect.
•

I like that this option is the least disruptive to the way things are currently done in Decatur. I think
the K-3, 4-5 configuration has been very successful and I do not think projected utilization or the
location of the 3-5 schools is a good enough excuse to change things. 3rd grade is developmentally a
transition year already for many students. They have a significant jump in expectations academically, socially, behaviorally, and emotionally. I think it is the perfect stepping stone
between 2nd grade expectations at their familiar school to 4th grade expectations at a new school.
Parents are comfortable allowing their 9 year old to start walking home by themselves because their
neighborhood school is so close to home. I do not think Westchester, Winnona, or Clairemont
parents would be as comfortable doing that if their 3rd grader was so far away at FAVE, or
Glennwood or Oakhurst. I think if space and the location of the 4-5 schools are such an issue, we
need to find another option that fixes those problems and does not so dramatically disrupt students
and teachers, and the current facilities and materials, by moving all 3rd grade classrooms to a new
building and new teaching framework. Is there any current K-3 school that could be expanded to
allow for more classrooms? Can we build a new upper grades elementary school North of the
railroad tracks somewhere?

•

I like that this option retains the k-3/ 4-5 configuration. However, it would be better if the other 4-5
were north of the tracks.

•

I like the 4/5 model

•

I like the 4-5 configuration but have concerns of them both being on South side of tracks

•

I like the balance of having kids at 3 schools for 2 years rather than 4 at one and 2 at another. Tough
to get invested as a parent in a school if your kid will only be there for 2 years. Seems like now is a
good change to fix that issue.

•

I like the idea of having 3 grades grouped together. While I have not yet had a child attend FAVE,
from what I hear, it seems like it's hard to create a "school family" feel in just 2 years.
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•

I like the idea of having 3rd remain with younger kids-however, my own experience of 3rd grade
was that it was rigorous. More IB feeling anyway. I would support a K-2 and 3-5 model too for that
reason.

•

I like the idea of keeping K-3 together for the purposes of having leadership opportunities for 3rd
graders in our existing K-3 schools. That said, I'd opt to have the 3-4-5 schools have smaller
populations versus the current very large feel of the single 4-5 academy.

•

I like the idea of keeping the 3rd graders with the k-2. This configuration would be my first choice
despite the overcrowding.

•

I like the idea of keeping the 4-5 grades together and separate from the k-3 kids. The way the
structure has been was great for our older children as it provided the much needed transition step
from the elementary EL structure to the more rigorous IB structure and middle school.

•

I like the idea of the K-2, 3-5 model better because children are changing schools less often.

•

I like the idea of waiting until fourth grade to have students leave the lower elementary schools.
The 4/5 schools are then more homogenous age-wise and it is a good preparation for middle school
(feels more like a next step and less like a second elementary school). This option also keeps more
younger kids within walking distance of their schools. Older kids can walk greater distances from
home, or can be dropped off a reasonable distance from school to walk on their own, which gives
parents some choice when dealing with traffic, that they might not have with their third graders.

•

I like the move to 3-5 for testing and development consistency - IF the elementary teachers also like
it. I wonder if any certification problems would arise, since there is a 4-8 certification that some of
the current 4-5 teachers have. I have zero experience with 3-5 grade students, so I would want to
make sure the professionals with the most experience with those age groups agree that moving to a
3-5 experience is in the best interest of not just space, but those children and teachers.

•

I like the neighborhood to go to one elementary school.

•

I like the option but am concerned about class size and overcrowding in the near future.

•

I like the way the 4/5 currently combines all neighborhoods to "get the kids together" early please --don't change it!

•

I like this configuration the best. All the neighborhoods would still have a small community school
which makes Decatur a strong system. I also like keeping all the schools K-3 and then 2 4/5
buildings.

•

I like this option because it would keep the schools as they are and add additional space for the 4-5.
Don't like the challenges presented.

•

I like this option better than 1A, but like the idea of K-2 and 3-5 better. This option places all of the
"upper" elementary schools in the Oakhurst neighborhood.
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•

I like this option, although not as much as 1b. Still overcrowding with K-3 being in one school.

•

I like this plan as well, but I understand that this one is least helpful regarding our over crowded
schools. If moving to a k -2, 3-5 is the best solution, then I would rather change the format and
improve the situation.

•

I like this plan because it maintains the integrity of the existing system in CSD which links local
elementary schools to local neighborhoods in a very strong way. It maintains the aspects of the
school system that works the best, e.g. Walkability and close community ties between
neighborhoods and schools while also increasing student capacity to meet the needs of a growing
population.

•

I like this plan the best because I put the most weight on having students be able to attend their
neighborhood school for the longest amount of time. I put less weight on the capacity issue since
that seems like more of a short run concern.

•

I love that this keeps the great model we have essentially the same. Seems like a better volume/
traffic distribution. I hate the idea that we would be over capacity again and potentially have to
reshuffle in just 3 years.

•

I love the 4-5 model. My kids have thrived at FAVE. I love the diversity that comes with bringing
whole community together at young age. Plus, no tribalism at RMS. All kids have seen each other.

•

--I prefer keeping kids K-3, though I realize there are pros/cons to both models. --I like that no
community loses a school and the 6 K-3 schools are divided across the city. --I like that there are 2
instead of 3 4-5 schools and that diversity is somewhat

•

I prefer the 3-5 model (over 4-5th) which keeps the kids in those grades in a particular school longer
than just 2 years. I do like there being six K-2 schools in this option, but I don't like how the K-2s
would be at 102% capacity on the very first day- that doesn't seem like good planning. Also, with
only one K-2 added, on the (far!) Southside, I don't understand how this model would help
alleviate any overcrowding at the K-2 schools on the Northside. The Northside has an abundance of
townhouses, condos and apartments being built and therefore will need more K-2 spaces for
students living in this high-density housing.

•

I prefer the K-3 and 4-5 model so the 3rd graders get a little longer to be little kids and get to
transition their learning style in a smaller, more familiar space. This option does not solve the k-3
crowding but leaves room for growth in 4-5. Also, I like having more neighborhood schools for k-3.

•

I prefer the K-3 and 4-5 split. However, I do not like the fact that BOTH 4-5 schools are south of the
tracks. The fact that Decatur has not thought far enough in advance to purchase land north of the
tracks for the expanding growth in the schools shows poor foresight and lack of planning. For
instance, why was the land next to the high school not purchased for a 4-5 elementary school, or
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even the land on Forkner and Church (that is now a town home development)?
•

I prefer the k-3 configuration to the proposed regroupings because I think this is more
developmentally appropriate. We need one of the 4-5 schools to be north of the tracks for traffic and
walkability reasons.

•

I prefer this model. I think I prefer to see K-3 together. And lets be honest; in five years when the
actuals are in and there's new census data to evaluate, you all are going to recommend redistricting
again anyways.

•

I prefer this option as it keeps walkable schools for each community for the youngest of our
students. This option also continues with the k-3/4-5 model that we presently have.

•

I prefer this to 1b. again I didn't print out before I took the survey so can't now refer to specific
provisions. I just know it keeps our neighborhood intact the most. Personally I prefer 4-5 over 3-5 as
I think third graders should be with the younger kids and be mentors to them. But I am not an
expert on education options that work. this applies regardless of neighborhood options.

•

I prefer to keep neighborhood schools, in the neighborhood and have all the kids go to a new
school 4-5.

•

I prefer to keep the current K-3 system and like that this plan keeps all 6 neighborhood elementary
schools.

•

I realize that this option results in over-utilization for the K-3 schools and under-utilization for the 4
-5 schools, but I value consistency and, frankly, have less of an aversion to trailers (learning
cottages) as others as long as they do not take over the outdoor play/learning/athletic space like
kudzu.

•

I really like how this model keeps our youngest in schools that are closest to home and gives them
another year in a nurturing community environment.

•

I really like leaving the K-3 model intact. Moving the early learning center to the Avondale
property makes great sense, especially with Marta as an option for teachers and families. With
College Heights as a K-3 school, the school traffic will be spread evenly throughout the city.

•

I really like the K-3, 4/5 model and it would be ideal to keep it if at all possible. Feel like the 4/5
model is a great place for kids to gain additional independence without being with kids that much
older. A great place to fail small fast.

•

I see the importance of bringing kids together from different schools BEFORE middle and high
school and thus appreciate this plan's two 4-5 schools. I don't see underutilizing the space (as was
listed as a "con") necessarily as a negative. I also like the idea of keeping current K-3 schools as they
are and think this will decrease parent/community outcry during any transition.

•

I still prefer the model of having students melded into a unified cohort prior to middle school, and
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this option offers the best chance of that of the three options given.
•

I strongly believe that there needs to be a 3/5 or 4/5 on the north side of town. The traffic along
college Ave. is a disaster already. Luckily I live on the south side of town and don't have to deal
with it. However, if I lived on the north side it would take an extra 30-45 minutes to take my kids to
school.

•

I strongly dislike how crowded the primary schools would become but am in favor that this option
keeps the 3rd graders in a primary school.

•

I strongly support CSD staying with a K-3 model because it appears to me to be the most
developmentally appropriate and will cause the least amount of disruption to our students and
families. Also, I often go by the mantra, "if it ain't broke, don't fix it." Aside from the overcrowding,
I have yet to hear one strong argument for what isn't working with the current system. I do not
agree with the arguments I have heard against the 4-5 academy (parent involvement is low, kids
don't feel attached to the school, kids hate those two years, etc.) I really question how much of this
is a direct result of the school being a "two year experience" vs the location of the school in relation
to many families' homes who attend; the age of the children; the huge reliance on modular;
previous leadership encouraging student independence at the expense of parental involvement, etc.
To me, these are not strong enough arguments to dismantle our current model. Let's try some other
tactics first. Adding 3rd graders to the mix is NOT going to solve the concerns that have been
brought up here. Furthermore, starting out overcrowded at the ES level is discouraging; isn't that
why we are doing the exercise to begin with?? Of course I understand that this is based on a
projection and some of the differences among these options are not statistically significant;
however, it is still important to build in flexibility for growth. I don't see that anywhere here. Time
to get creative.

•

I support this plan. I am concerned that there is potential for overcrowding.

•

I think 4-5 is an established system that works for our students. They understand it. It keeps the
elementary schools smaller and closer to home for that k-3 age.

•

I think going to 3-5 is better, but I don't hate this option. It's the least disruptive to the status quo,
which is nice for people who hate change. A big drawback to me is that the k-3 will still be
overcrowded after this change. So, it seems like a lot of work only to end up being still
overcrowded.

•

I think it is critically important that all neighborhoods in Decatur have a walkable K-3 school. There
is a limited period in life when the kids still want to walk to school with their parents and it is an
important part of our day - walking the kids to and from school. In addition, I think 3rd grade is an
important time in children's lives to start developing them as leaders. having that opportunity to be
the "senior" class of the K-3 school is also important. This option is by far the least disruptive.
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•

I think it's important for the schools to remain K-3. We bought our home in Decatur for its
walkability. Only concern is who would get rezoned to College Heights.

•

I think not changing the overall structure, but adding capacity is far better then what is proposed in
Option 1, it is the least disruptive to students, which should be the main goal. I understand this
may strain capacity, but I think we need to look at other ways to deal with that. For example there
are a significant number of non-Decatur residents whose kids are going to the schools, we may
need to tighten that policy.

•

I think Option 2 will simply create a broad range of problems.

•

I think that 103% capacity for classes is unacceptable when there is an alternative solution. We have
a chance to avoid this overcrowding and that may even be a low estimate for the overcrowding.
Classroom size being reasonable is important.

•

I think that Option 2 , being the closest to status quo, would be an improvement, but that it does not
go far enough. Option 2 does not give us the capacity we need at a K-3 level. So, the fear is that we
would need to augment with expensive temporary classrooms, or re-district again in a few years.
Financially, it also does not appear to maximize efficiency across the district. CSD needs to be very
mindful of our budgetary constraints since we have so much growth, and limited resources. If we
are making a change, now is the time to consider the increased benefits of Options 1a and 1b
instead. Of those I feel that 1b is the strongest option.

•

I think that our current 4-5 model, where the IB instructional MY program model begins in 4th
grade makes for the most logical cut point. This option is least disruptive to the overall school
configurations. I strongly prefer longer runs in single buildings, especially for our youngest and
most vulnerable children. Thus, a K-3 school, to me, is a huge item to keep. We seem to have lost
any chance at K-5 (saw that material - bad decision 10 years ago based on bad enrollment data
forecasts), so K-3 is the next best thing. Making 3-5 a three year span at the expense of keeping a 4
year span for our youngest children who are building their foundation for lifetime learning.... not
worth it. This by far the best choice in my mind.

•

I think that the K-3 and 4-5 model makes far more sense because it allows the youngest kids to stay
together, allows 3rd graders to have leadership roles, and allows the 4/5 academy to prepare the
kids for middle school. This is the only option that maintains that model. Are there not other
possibilities??

•

I think that the leadership from the third grade is important to our school.

•

I think that the leadership opportunities available to our 3rd graders in the K-3 arrangement are
invaluable. I feel this would be lost because I do not think that 2nd Graders are quite old enough for
safety patrol type duties.
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•

I think that the schools should stay k-3 because they build community and relationships.

•

I think the best part of Option 2 is that it keeps the grade model in place that we already have. It
would be less disruptive for teachers and families as they plan and there would be a clear model for
what each new school should look like--they could simply build on the success of our existing
schools.

•

I think the current 4-5 arrangement is COD's weakness. It is the only 2 year school, which inspires
less community building and less time for children to get fully acclimated into their school before
middle school. The pre-middle school vibe also promotes precocious maturity, requiring some kids
to abandon childhood a little earlier than usual. I would hope incorporating third graders would
make it seem more like a true elementary school experience.

•

I think the current grade configurations are correct. The existing K-3 schools are nestled in their
own neighborhoods. Each K-3 school enjoys excellent family involvement. I think dismantling the
current K-3 configuration would be disruptive.

•

I think the K-2 / 3-5 options will meet the needs of the students more effectively.

•

I think the K-3, 4-5 model works extremely well. The issue is space. Period!

•

I think this is the status quo offering and I don't like the inequity between the 4-5's and the K-3's (in
terms of years and numbers).

•

I think this option causes the least disruption. Everyone gets to keep their little kids in the
neighborhood K-3 schools that are close to home and that they expected to send their kids to, then
more bussing will take place in the older grades, which is also the current expectation. But with the
addition of another 4/5 school, some people will get a 4/5 that is even closer to them. No one is
worse off in option 2.

•

I think this would be a short-term fix and it doesn't address our needs in the K-3 area in terms of
utilization. However I do like the fact that this would give us minimum disruption; for our
wonderful CSD staff and families.

•

I think we need to keep our community schools and add the 2 additional 4-5 academies. With this
plan I think we need to consider renovations to existing schools to accommodate the +2% that's
over the projection. Additionally, city planners need to meet with school district and stop
approving apartments/condos when the schools are already projected to fill with existing housing.

•

I think, of course, having another FAVE would be ideal and for the location at Tally - helping to
manage and regulate traffic, this would be best. And, this scenario is the least disruptive to every
student involved.

•

I want to keep our schools K-3 and have another 4/5 school.

•

I went through our school system when it was K-5, 6-8, 9-12. It was a tough adjustment from
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elementary school to middle school. I see little difference in making schools k-2 or k-3, but overall I
support 1b the most.
•

I wish there was an option which would not have us over capacity so soon but didn't change the
grade bands

•

I worry about the over- and under-utilization of our schools in this model; however, it seems to be
the least disruptive option.

•

I would much rather this than the other two but I do not think that this is a good solution either I
think that we need to have a solution that will address over population and the utilization needs to
be closer to 80% for this to be a long-term solution .

•

I would not like the K-2/3 elementary schools to be overcrowded.

•

I would prefer in a lot of ways to keep things the way they are and just add the 4-5, but based on
the capacity analysis, I just don't know that it makes sense to do so. We'll have too much space in
the 4-5s and not enough in the others. Why bother doing all of this work to make changes only to
have to make MORE changes again a few years later?

•

I would prefer that my children stay as long as possible in their smaller, more intimate K-3 schools
(rather than switching to 3rd grade at a larger, more anonymous, less loving school).

•

I would prefer to keep the grade levels the same way they are. But I am very uncomfortable with
being at 102% capacity.

•

I would prefer to see us go in the direction of 3-5 grade level schools. I like that students would be
in each school for 3 years for elementary through middle and then 4 years for high school, rather
than the 4 2, 3, 4 they are doing now. It keeps kids at upper elementary for an extra year, which will
improve parent and community involvement as well as align with curriculum standards and
practices. It would be GREAT to have kids start IB in 3rd grade. That said, if we stay 4/5 that is ok,
as long as we find a way to reduce the classroom sizes in addition to the second school. The 27+
student classrooms are just TOO BIG. Students are not getting the attention they need and
behavioral issues are ramping up. The transition from the lower to upper elementary is too hard for
many kids coming from tiny schools to the giant 4/5 900+ student with huge classrooms.

•

I'd honestly like for kids to stay longer in their original elementary schools, and this option is the
closest one to that. I don't quite understand how "4/5 schools become the only 2- year experience in
the District" is a challenge.

•

I'd like to see more information on how TWO 4/5's impact Renfroe. Why not explore some other
options? I'd like to consider k-4 and then make a 5-8 school. OR a 5 academy.... that is for all kids.
Before Renfroe.

•

If all 3 options are truly equal in the quality of education and roughly equal in the number of
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students that could be accommodated, then I think walkability and impact to the community
(traffic) should be top considerations for making a decision. I think this option would be well
received by the community. It will increase walkability for all families at the K-2 level as some
families closer to College Hts are moved in to that school. This option will, if not increase
walkability, hopefully ease transportation at the 4-5 level with a fairly accessible new school at
Talley St. I worry that it will not do enough to ease overcrowding at the k-3 level; however, I am
curious/hopeful that there could be room for expansion at College Hts with the purchase of the
neighboring property. The south side of Decatur is growing rapidly, so it makes sense to have 3
lower elementary schools located in that area. I think that it would be easiest to assure equality
among the 4-5 level with just one new 4-5 school. I have concerns about the lack of consistency at
FAVE now and I'm not sure that adding a grade would be an improvement.
•

If estimates are correct, it does not resolve the issues associated with overcrowding. It does not
appear to make the best use of a new building.

•

If overcrowding is such a huge issue, then Zoning needs to be closely looked at to make sure that
Decatur is not becoming overbuilt and over dense.

•

If the 4/5 school is under utilized in this option then why don't some schools reconfigure to k-2 as
needed to utilize seats and keep teacher/student ratios as low as possible. Again most important
factor is keeping class sizes small and ratios 20/1.

•

If we can no longer have one single 4/5 I like that this options provides only 2 4/5s as an alternate.
This model also preserves neighborhood schools for k-3 walkability. However the concern is the
capacity at K-3 and the under utilization at 4/5.

•

If we cannot do a K-5 I feel this is the least disruptive for everyone. It maintains the current K-3 so
no children or teachers are disrupted.

•

If we keep the current configuration, I would rather have another 3-5 school on the north side. At
least Talley St is not as far as FAVE though.

•

If we keep the K3, 4-5 model, then we have to have 2 4-5s or one of each 4-5, 6-8, and 9-12 that are as
large as the high school. Not reasonable.

•

If you decide to do this, consider making the new college heights larger to accommodate more
children.

•

I'm afraid this will leave us in a situation in which overcrowding at the k-3 level will force more
changes in the near term. The other options give more breathing room. As a parent of a FAVE
student now, I'm not a huge fan of the 4/5 model. The parents are less engaged and the kids view it
as short-term.

•

I'm concerned about the 102% capacity in K-3.
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•

I'm hesitant to add 3rd grade to the IB curriculum and move them up at that age, so I prefer
keeping the k-3 system we already have and in fact most preferred the k-5 plan. Expeditionary
Learning is a wonderful program/curriculum and I think kids would benefit from being in those
types of schools longer. K-5 schools develop leadership and give more opportunities for older kids
to mentor younger students and be good citizens in their school. The move to a 4-5 school for 2
years is disruptive to this process and the transition disrupts the natural curve of leadership I see
emerging in 3,4 & 5 graders.

•

I'm seriously concerned about the overcrowding but love the accessibility of the schools.

•

In addition to all of my reasons stated above in Q5, I am very supportive of this model as it: 1) It
creates the least waves in an already thriving school system: 4/5 was just ranked #1 elementary
school in the state of GA per Niche Report. 2) Allows our 3rd graders to build leadership skills as
Ambassador and Book Buddies. 3) It provides a stepping stone for our children before the rocky
middles school years. 3) It allows our children to stay at their neighborhood school during the
formative early years 4) Walkability to school = stronger knit community, less traffic across COD,
healthier children 5) Higher parent involvement due to closer proximity to school Additionally, I
recognize that the projected utilization is slightly over capacity, however, this is projected. No
standard deviation is provided. Who knows where we will actually be in 4-5 years. Reevaluate at
that point.

•

In addition to retaining the k-3 program, this will also result in the least overall disruption.

•

In fact, I think it should be 3-5 instead of 4-5.

•

In favor of another 4-5 being constructed but do not break up our current K-3 schools.

•

In favor of the 6 K-3 schools. More neighborhood-centric.

•

It allows the least disruption possible of the three possible options.

•

It appears that Option 2 is the least disruptive. It allows us to continue to use Glennwood
Elementary as our neighborhood K-3 school and creates a second 4-5 school. Having a
neighborhood school allows for increased walkability, and creates and stronger community.

•

It defeats the purpose since we will be overcapacity.

•

It doesn't make sense to go with a plan that will be insufficient (over-capacity) so soon. Plan for the
future.

•

It doesn't seem that this will meet the capacity needs as well. I also keep hearing that the 4/5
academy is too much like a middle school (or pre-middle school) and adding another 4/5 won't take
care of that issue

•

It doesn't solve the long-term issue of the projected utilization. These are the years that kids need
more attention as they goof off more which will make it harder for a teacher to effectively teach.
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•

It is really nice to keep K-3. It really means something for the younger children to stay with a
smaller environment and make some friends before tackling the GIANT school experience. By third
grade, they are old enough to help the younger children, and young enough to still like little kid
things. Even moving in 4th and 5th grade feels a bit young to me...but also has had its benefits. And
when making major change like this, it seems to think of the future. So just leaving things at over
capacity does not make sense. Communities do not want to be dealing with this issue every three
years. Rip the band aid off, and give every school room to grow for at least 5-10 years.

•

It is the option that allows our kids to spend the greatest amount of time in one location (Oakhurst
elementary).

•

It maintains consistency with the existing elementary schools, maintains neighborhood harmony of
the neighborhoods that feed into the K-3's, it eases the burden of the current 4/5 by adding a second
one, it adds a K-3 which is sorely needed, maintains good walkability to schools, maintains schools
on both sides of town ,and allows the K-3's to remain as the model...3rd grade being the highest
grade in the school rather than 2nd graders is preferred as 3rd grade appears to be a good
developmental time to give kids a leadership role in the school.

•

It maintains continuity of the K-3 and 4/5 methodologies. It preserves the neighborhood walk
ability for the youngest elementary students. It creates the least amount of change and transition for
our students.

•

It makes more sense to have k-2 and 3-5, instead of only have 4/5 together.

•

It makes the most sense - least amount of change - just an addition of a 4/5

•

It preserves all the local elementary schools, but the seat projection deficit is an issue with our
growing schools. Teachers also seem not to favor the k-3/4-5 split.

•

It under utilizes the available capacity.

•

It would be beneficial to keep local communities able to walk to school for the K-2/3. Given the
growth of the K-3 population, perhaps consideration should be given to adding on to one (or more)
of the K-3 schools.

•

It's already clear by the challenges that this option is not sustainable.

•

It's the least amount of disruption, but we're just kicking the can down the road since the projection
is for K-3 schools to be over capacity.

•

It's the second best option and will let most the people keep their current schools. That being said it
is a half measure.

•

I've always thought it strange to have a two-grade school. I'm sure it fulfilled a need previously, but
with increased enrollment, it seems more logical to combine 3-5.

•

I've loved having my kids at the same school for the K-3 experience, and I'm not sure how
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transitioning to a new school at 3rd grade would go. I'm split between keeping the grade divisions
as they are and simply adding a new 4/5 location at Talley St and this K-2/3-5 option.
•

Just seems like the least disruptive option and the easiest to implement.

•

K-2 grouping is preferable over current K-3 grouping. However, there needs to be a 3-5 on the
north side of Decatur.

•

K-2 is a better model perhaps and more consistent with other schools but I also like the idea of not
disrupting status quo for my kids, since we literally live behind the school. I would miss
walkability for my son all the way through his K-3 experience. The downside to maintaining status
quo is both 4-5 schools are on south side. But by that age, I feel better about busing kids.

•

K-3 schools are projected to be over capacity and 4/5 are underutilized Having only two years at the
4-5 schools has many disadvantages. Just as children are getting used to the school, it is time to
leave. It is hard for the school to gain parental support, as parents don't feel as vested in the school
with such a short amount of time there.

•

K-5, have the kids be able to walk to school. lower bussing costs. Return to a traditional
configuration that allows 4th and 5th graders to mentor younger kids. Gives parents and kids long
grade span to be involved.

•

Keep K-3 model in all schools. Keeps Oakhurst intact. Allows walkability in Oakhurst. Lessens
traffic.

•

Keep schools the way they are!

•

Keeping local K-3 top priority. - 4-5 model has been proven to be effective. - This is the model
which was presented when we voted for $75M bond. Breaking that promise is not an option.

•

Keeping neighborhood schools intact would be great.

•

Keeping our K-3 schools simply isn't a good option any longer. We're busting at the seams as it is
and this option underutilizes capacity at 4/5 level while overutilizing the capacity at K-3 level. I
don't think this is what's best for the system as a whole.

•

Keeping schools K-3 is best and I believe that making college heights am elementary school will
help tremendously.

•

Keeping the 4/5 academy and creating one more in the new development makes most sense. This
option will be the least disruptive option for kids, parents, teachers and staff. You would still keep
the so important neighborhood schools for the lower grades and keep the sense of community and
walk ability. I have heard some teachers feel it would be better with 3-5 schools and that could still
be an option just as long as the lower grades keep their neighborhood school which I believe is the
most important variable. This option would still create better numbers in turns of class sizes and
solve overcrowded problems. I have a kid in the 4/5 academy and we are very happy with the
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school. The only problem is the class sizes.
•

Keeping the current configuration would cause less disruption to families and imply less expenses
with professional training/ curriculum changes. Also, it would keep students longer going to
schools closer to their houses, maintaining walkability and less bussing.

•

Keeping the current grade configurations seems logical, and this option allows for that. My chief
concern for this option is the potential to meet or exceed capacity early on.

•

Keeping the elementary schools the way they currently are works for most neighborhoods. Are
there other locations City Schools of Decatur can look at for an elementary school? Having two 4/5
schools helps split the size of the school and can be separated in to a north/south or east/west for
students. Smaller sizes make for an easier adjustment period; especially beneficial when students
only attend 2 years there.

•

Keeping the K-3 models and elementary schools / neighborhood the same and adding a new 4-5
seems the most disruptive

•

Keeps existing K-3 and FAVE intact. FAVE and Oakhurst were just voted the top 1 and 3
elementary schools in the state of Georgia - I am against disrupting a very good thing.

•

Keeps grade levels as they are currently, least disruptive for students currently in Kindergarten,
retains walkability to k-3 for all schools, most balanced in size of the 4-5 academies.

•

Keeps k-3. Keeps neighborhoods more diverse. Let's Glennwood and Oakhurst keep their schools.

•

Keeps the 4/5 model which was never adopted because it was ideal. Moreover, the reasons for the
4/5 creation no longer exist. Maintains inequity of north side and south side families. Oakhurst
families are only pushing for this option because they don't want to move from Oakhurst Elem. to
College Heights for K-2. But they still have close walkable options under all scenarios. The
convenience/discomfort of Oakhurst families shouldn't outweigh those of the rest of the city.

•

Keeps the current configurations intact and simply "adds" space at CHELCL and Talley St.

•

Keeps the current grade structure, provides some geographic separation of 4-5 academies to better
serve families in different parts of Decatur. Seems most appropriate to use Talley St land to
construct the school that is needed most - another 4-5 academy.

•

Keeps the grade structure in place - least disruptive to current system, buses, walkability, teachers/
staff, etc. Keeps the "neighborhood" elementary structure. Allows extra enrollment at 4-5 level as
we grow; both 4-5 schools will have similar student capacity.

•

Keeps the K-3 model

•

Keeps the K-3 as is, so less change for kids.

•

Kids can still walk to school

•

Larger cohorts is not good. Smaller is better.
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•

Least amount of change to existing K-3 but it fixes the overcrowding at K-3 the least

•

Least amount of disruption to students, families, and community

•

Least disruptive

•

Least disruptive of the 3 options. I believe more in the K-3 model. Feel the utilization numbers are
too conservative and that it would be closer to 90-95% at the Talley property.

•

Least disruptive option for current school configurations and EL/IB school models.

•

Least disruptive plan to all elementary schools. Better location for new 4/5 academy.

•

Least disruptive to all parties.

•

Least disruptive. But doesn't seem to address capacity issue.

•

Least disruptive. If the biggest drawback is capacity, why not make the new Talley Street facility a
K-3 and Winona Park a 4-5. Seems that would even out the capacity disparity and those two are
close enough that the inconvenience should be minimal.

•

Least disruptive. Leaves option 1 a and 1b open should need arise in the future. Modular
classrooms will allow flexibility to increase or decrease capacity when needed. No need to change
from el to IB for 3 rd graders, so no need for teacher training. If needed, can be the first phase of a
bigger change. Also the least disruptive of options. Also in line with the opinion expressed by CSD
teachers that in terms of learning, 3 graders group better with k-2. Leadership opportunities for 3rd
graders

•

Least re-training of teachers. Maintains walkability for elementary schools. Keeps 3rd graders with
K-2.

•

Leaves the current structure in place, but does not address the future overcrowding issues in the
most cost effective manner.

•

Less disruption by leaving community elementary schools K-3. The addition of a new 4/5 would
also be less disruptive. I really like the "community" feel of our schools, and want to use the "least
rock the boat" option.

•

Less disruption to the whole of our families

•

Less disruption, but still a problem to get across town for grades 4-5.

•

Less transition by not moving 3rd grade classes.

•

Let our youngest students go to a school in their neighborhood. That is one of the best things
Decatur has going for itself. As they get older, if they are unable to walk, let them utilize the bus
then. A little overcrowding in the short term can be dealt with while the new school is built. As
someone in real estate, most people are well informed about the need to make changes and build
new schools. But what about the people who have moved to a house simply so their elementary age
child can be close to home---where does that leave them? Please leave Glennwood the as it is now.
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•

Let 's keep the neighborhood K-3 schools and add a new 4-5 on the North side of Decatur. Or a
more middle ground location. Walkability is very important for the younger grades. And every
neighborhood deserves to keep their neighborhood K-3 school.

•

Lets neighborhoods go to schools in their own neighborhoods. I'd ideally like schools which are K5, so families could stay together longer, but that doesn't seem to even be an option. I just think kids
need to be in particular schools for longer to feel really cemented.

•

Like - more closely aligns with current successful structure - lower utilization in formative 4/5
grades dislike - higher utilization in k-3

•

Like keeping our neighborhood schools--not just us but all of Decatur as 6 schools are spread out
across the city. 4-5 will be more evenly split. 3rd graders can stay with the younger kids offering
leadership opportunities and space for growth.

•

Like Least disruptive of what we have now. like Walkability. Don't like k-3 at 102% of building
utilization

•

Like that k-3 schools remain the same but think k-2 is a good idea.

•

Like the k-3 structure quite a lot.

•

Like- walkability dislike- *k-3 schools will continue to be very crowded *students will continue to
spend 4 years at one school and only two at another

•

Like: - No change from the current K-3 / 4-5 configuration, so less disruption. Community generally
accepts this configuration. Dislike: - Both 4-5's south of College

•

Like: Allows us to keep our accessible neighborhood K-3 school, while opening a separate (more)
accessible 4-5 school for Decatur Heights - In favor of K-3, based on the data that the school system
presented as a natural break in the educational development of children

•

Like: It maintains neighborhood schools for the youngest students K-3, keeping walkable distances
for the smallest walkers. Dislike: It does the least to solve long-term growth issues for elementary
schools projecting over-capacity again in 2020/2021. Dislike: All 3-5 schools and the middle school
would be on the same side of the tracks = more traffic for our most difficult intersections, and
missed opportunity for increasing walkability for 3-5 graders who live on north side.:

•

Like: Walkability. It also appears Option 2 doesn't seem like a major departure from the current
structure. The only changes are College Heights and a new 4-5 school.

•

Like-current model with one 4/5 school doesn't seem to be working great. School is very large.
Teachers didn't seem to be able to work in teams. There seems too be a lot of disorganization and
little oversight to the teachers. Some teachers are great and some are not, yet there do not seem to
be standard processes to support all of the teachers being great. Perhaps having 2 smaller schools
for 4-5 would help this current problem. Like-it would be good to have a 4-5 school that isn't as far
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south in the city as FAVE. The Talley street area is still pretty accessible even though it is on the
College Ave side of town. Like-it would not disrupt the current K-3 and 4-5 model that is working
pretty well (although I have some concerns about the current 4-5 model not being a great part of the
model).
•

Love that College Heights ECLC becomes a ES. Concerned that Lower Elementary would be over
capacity - this is the hardest to predict with families continually moving in the city. Miss
opportunity to distribute UE throughout the city, so there is local UE for North Decatur.

•

Love that it maintains k-3 instead of k-2 - makes the most sense for most of the neighborhoods

•

Maintains a known quantity -not as long-term as 1a

•

Maintains current model.

•

Maintains more of existing traffic patterns than 1A or 1B. 3rd graders better suited to leadership
positions in K-3 than 2nd graders in K-2. 102% utilization better than current enrollment for most of
the K-3 schools.

•

Maintains neighborhood elementary schools. Maintains 4-5 structure that works well today.

•

Maintains neighborhood schools. Takes strain off FAVE. Does little to handle over-crowding at
existing elementary level on the North side.

•

Maintains the E.L. > I.B. transition age. Keeps more neighborhood elementary schools walkable for
the younger grade levels

•

Maintains the k-3 walkable neighborhood school model which defines the Decatur public school
experience. the 4-5 model works. Adding another 4-5 makes sense to reduce the size of the school.
The new location makes sense in order to better serve the north side of Decatur.

•

Makes the most sense Far less change Less upheaval of the students

•

Many students north of College would not be able to walk to school. I prefer the K-2, 3-5
arrangement.

•

Maturity wise the current configuration makes sense. Third graders are closer to second graders
than to fourth graders from that perspective.

•

Minimal disruption to existing schools. There is a maturity gap between 3rd and 4th grades. And
third graders get a chance to be leaders at a time they might be ready for it. Keeping third graders
in smaller schools makes sense in building that confidence. And the Expeditionary Learning for one
more year is great. Also I'm not convinced our enrollment projections are accurate. Projections
assume linear growth when it could be that growth is slowing. Estimates based on births in nearby
hospitals are inaccurate. A better method might be to appoint one person from each street to run a
census and find out number of projected enrollment from their neighbors. They have a better sense
of who is having a baby and who may plan to move because they are retired and can't afford it here
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anymore. I worry that we are spending a lot of money on a bubble that will pop or plateau. We may
have empty schools again in 10 years. We need better projections that we can feel good about.
•

Much better for our neighborhood

•

My family has had a very good experience with the k-3 model and 4/5 model with our now 5th
grader and would love that same experience for our kindergartner. I dislike that we would be at
capacity again in just a few years.

•

My favorite aspect of this option is that EL would be retained as the curriculum through 3rd grade
(which I feel is a critical culminating year for this curriculum), and retaining the current curriculum
means no re-training staff will be required. Teacher satisfaction is one of the most critical elements
to the success of this plan and our school system, and thus teacher opinions should be highly
valued in weighing these options. However I do not think this is a viable option, given that it does
not actually solve the problem we are trying to address, which is to accommodate the growing
student population in a sustainable manner and at an appropriate class size for these ages (22). The
K-3 level would already be over capacity after spending the millions of taxpayer dollars (while
underutilizing the 4-5 space including the NEW school, which is also a poor use of funds). I don't
like this as an "interim" plan as some suggest because no one wants to go through the re-districting
process yet again - we've been through it so many times already, and families in Decatur want to
have certainty about what their neighborhood schools will be going forward.

•

My priority is reading instruction. Our current K-3 model offers one location where a concentration
of qualified reading professionals and reading curriculum are housed -- which perfectly aligns with
the national reading instruction model. In K-3, children "learn to read" in 4th grade and above, they
are no longer taught reading rules, they will instead use all of the skills they have developed and
"read to learn." So, the 3rd grade is a pivotal academic year for children. Grouping 3rd graders with
4/5th graders could be a disaster academically. In CSD, teachers are no longer qualified to teach
reading at the 4/5 Academy and the proven reading program (Wilson Fundations) is not available
in 4th/5th grade classrooms. It seems more cost effective to concentrate all of the qualified teachers,
the proven reading curriculum (Wilson Fundations) and a full library of "learning to read"
materials in one building. Also, from a teacher training and support perspective the K-3 model
seems to be working very well. One specialist in one place can assist new teachers, provide training,
give observations, develop cumulative lesson plans and deliver reading interventions. This is
highly a specialized professional. With a K-2 configuration, this resource would not be in the
building for the 3rd grade teachers and the quality of reading instruction would suffer.

•

Need to focus on reading support and fluency through end of 3rd grade with continuity.

•

Need to upgrade K-3 facilities to accommodate for increased enrollment.

•

Negative: K-2 schools are projected to be over capacity and 4-5 are underutilized Only 2 years at a
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school seems like not enough time for students and parents to become engaged
•

Neighborhood schools are the reason we live in Decatur. Moving away from K-3 to a K-2 model
means that the ability to walk your children to school is limited to their first 3 years of education.
This is extraordinarily frustrating for someone that moved here in 2000 and has anticipated having
children in the system, only to find once they were born that the schools are no longer
"neighborhood" schools, but require a bus or car for transport. As a tax payer I recognize the cost
implications, however, it seems that long term planning by the city to stop infill housing, condos
and apartments would help address this issue.

•

New facility always welcome

•

No 4-5 north of tracks. Puts strain on utilization of elementary schools with projected numbers.

•

No change, except the addition of a new elementary at college. However, it doesn't seem
sustainable for future growth.

•

No need to push capacity if there are other options. Let's do this rearranging as little as possible!

•

No sense in keeping our early elementary schools so crowded.

•

No thoughts. Just like the first option better for reason described.

•

Not a big fan of k/3 schools being overcrowded

•

Not sure if this helps the overcrowding at the elementary level.

•

Not sure that only 2, 4-5 schools is enough capacity. Both schools would be south of the rail road,
therefore far for those in northern Decatur to commute. One two years at one school is hard on
students.

•

Not walkable for many families

•

O2 Like: keeps schools as they are where change will be minimal O2 Dislike: this configuration is
not scalable long term I've never liked the idea of going to a school for 2 years in between going to
other schools for 3+ years.

•

Oakhurst would likely remain our community elementary school. 4/5 model would stay in place.
For my family, this would be the status quo, which is very appealing. The upper elementary school
traffic would be better dispersed and not so concentrated in Oakhurst.

•

Of all the plans, this plan seems to be the least disruptive. Everyone maintains their local k-3 school
and with the addition of 4-5 school at Talley St it would be significantly better for those of us on the
north side town. I am concerned about the possibility of the elementary schools reaching 102%
according to this plan by year 2020-2021.

•

Of the options, this is the one I prefer. I'd rather grow capacity than risk much of our great school
system and staff have built up over the years.

•

Of the three options presented, this would be the least disruptive to the walkable neighborhood
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school model and provide the most geographic balance. I would encourage the leadership not to
give up on the K-5 model.
•

One of the benefits of 4/5 was supposed to be getting all the kids together before middle school.
Building another 4/5 to accommodate growth removes that benefit; therefore, you might as well
make the change to three 3-5's.

•

One of the best reasons for bringing 4th and 5th graders together at this age rather than middle
school was that they would come together at an age when they are more supportive of each other.
This is not as effective if you have two schools. I would much rather see multiple K-4 schools and a
5-6 school.

•

Only issue is the utilization

•

Only option worth considering.

•

Option 2 allows for equal distribution of K-3 schools, which is an age where walkability for families
is most important. College Heights is a natural addition as Oakhurst continues to see a rapid
expansion of families moving to the neighborhood. This creates the least amount of disruption for
families in the city.

•

Option 2 allows for equal distribution of K-3 schools, which is an age where walkability for families
is most important. College Heights is a natural addition as Oakhurst continues to see a rapid
expansion of families moving to the neighborhood. This creates the least amount of disruption for
families in the city.

•

Option 2 allows neighborhood schools to stay in tact and allow for the new Talley Street property
to assume the growth at the 4-5 level as well as the K-3 level. This would make everyone happyparents and teachers and community alike.

•

Option 2 doesn't solve the capacity issues. It still leaves K-3 with capacity issues and 4-5
underutilized.

•

Option 2 is least disruptive - it keeps schools geographically as they are today, which leads to less
volatility in community members' lives as opposed to arrangements they have previously made. It
also adds the most new geographic coverage, thereby providing more families with a walkable
school than either Option 1A or 1B. Additionally, in Option 2 younger children are stable in the
same school for 4 years instead of 3 - this is likely to create stronger educational results for children
in the critical early learning years due to another year of location consistency in their early
educational years. Option 2 avoids creating "losing" neighborhoods; in Option 1A, Oakhurst loses,
whereas in Option 1B, Glennwood loses. In Option 2, everyone gains.

•

Option 2 is putting off tomorrow what we should handle today. It appears that this option will
eventually cause crowded classrooms.
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•

Option 2 is the worst overall choice because it creates overcrowding in fewer than 5 years,
continues parental disengagement in the 4-5 academy, and ignores the benefits of teacher
collaboration. The worst of all sins, though, is creating a plan that knowingly creates 102%facility
usage within 5 years.

•

Option 2 maintains continuity with the current structure. The "neighborhood" learning
environment is much more preferable for such young children and 4th grade seems like a more
appropriate age to begin the transition to a larger school. Although I don't have the data or facts, it
seems that moving to 3-5 as the next level might possibly compound traffic woes with more kids
traveling farther to get to school.

•

Option 2 maintains the neighborhood lower elementary schools. This is key to preserving the
"community feel" and encouraging walking/riding to school. I understand that zoning will be done
after configuration is determined, but Option 2 seems to be most reasonable for zoning distribution.
There should be equity in distances to your neighborhood elementary, and this seems to be the only
option that lends itself to this.

•

Option 2 provides me with more zoning certainty and ensures that I can maintain walkability.
Because of the unknowns related to rezoning that would occur under Option 1A (see my comments
on 1A pasted below) - I am more supportive of Option 2. Here are my comments on OPTION 1A: I
currently live 2 blocks from Glennwood on E. Ponce and have 2 ES aged children. My primary
concern with 1A lies in the uncertainty of rezoning efforts should it be approved. If I had more
certainty about being zoned to Glennwood for K-2 and Talley for 3-5, I could get behind this plan.
Without that level of certainty, I cannot fully support. We are a one car family, a decision supported
by our community that also helps us afford to live in Decatur. The potential to lose walkability
leaves me with grave concerns for the community and my personal finances. We moved here 17
years ago for the walkability and now that we have small children are delighted to be able to live in
a place were they (and us) do not have to suffer a commute. Don't mess that up!

•

Option 2 shows the College Heights ES at full capacity right from the start. How can this be? are
our other ES's already that overcrowded? Is CoD planning to annex more of Dekalb County?
Assuming the above are not true, I think this option is the least disruptive and still allows for future
growth.

•

Option 2 suggestion/modification: keep FAVE as a 4/5. Make Glennwood a 4/5 academy. Make new
school a K-3 and build to accommodate seats to alleviate overcrowding and create a cushion.

•

Option 2, I'm the most torn about. If the "New ES" is dedicated to north side, and Fifth is dedicated
to south side... I think this makes sense. However its gaming, the capacity comes from the south
side in the future. Kids grow up. However, its still not walkable for most of the population on the
North, and it does feel catered to the Oakhurst. My problem is because there is a larger family
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population in Oakhurst. Their support will overwhelm the long term impact of this plan. This is the
most disruptive for the rest of COD CSD families.
•

Options two is the most ideal for our family and neighbors on Ridgeland. It keeps the k-3 model
and allows for our youngest to be walkers and for us to maintain a true neighborhood school. As
mentioned above, there has been support on our street for the Tally site being made into a k-3, 4-5.
It keeps the best educational model in place and is walkable, although not as ideal as Glennwood,
we would not be as divided. It would be more walkable than WP.

•

Out of these options, this seems the least disruptive to the local elementary schools & in redistricting. Can we add on to the current elementary schools to help deal with overcrowding? Or,
can be build a new elementary & get rid of the 0-3 early learning. Spending 8 million on a daycare
program that serves so few residents seems like a huge waste of money. We need to be focusing on
the K-12 programs. We applied at College Heights when my daughter was 1 month old, and never
got in (she's 5 now). If it doesn't serve most Decatur residents, it doesn't seem like it should be a
priority.

•

Over enrollment in k-3.

•

Overcrowding can hurt program options

•

Overcrowding is hard on kids and teachers.

•

Overcrowding is still an issue. But I like that the schools stay K-3

•

Overcrowding the K-3 schools does a huge disservice. Walkability is nice, but the kids are in those
rooms to learn. What's the point of being able to walk to school if it's going to underserve your
children. Also, walkability is lost for the 4-5 years unless you are in the area of the 2 schools. This
also burdens those communities with traffic.

•

Part of Decatur's charm and uniqueness is the ability of children and families walk to their local
schools I believe you will see less school support when children and parents are forced to attend
schools on the other side of the city. Less involvement will only hurt our children's educational
experience. As a former educator I have seen how a sense of community only brings value to the
schools and the educational systems as a whole.

•

Perhaps their are space issues, but this is the most acceptable at the current time. I feel the data to
support K-2 vs. K-3 is not strong enough for Decatur to make a change from K-2 to K-3, especially
considering the top priority of walkability for our youngest students.

•

Please conduct a traffic study before making a decision

•

Please don't make those of us from the far north side keep driving all the way down to FAVE.
Please just don't!! This option also puts stress at the k-3 level.

•

Please explain why we are going to build a new ECLC and renovate the existing one to become a k-
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2 school when the ECLC has been build specifically for the need of birth - 5. Would it not be our
best use of time and money to just build another k-2 on one of our new properties and leave ECLC
as is or eventually add on to it to house more classrooms?
•

Please no!

•

Population predictions won't be covered in this option, but this has the least impact to students
where they are now.

•

Prefer a K-5 neighborhood system where 90%+ can walk to school within a few minutes. The
objections to a K-5 system presented by the consulting firm are easily fixed and in can just as easily
be used as justifications. In short, the consultant did the job the city asked them to do, to give a
professional looking stamp of approval to what the system wants. However, the parents who are
paying $14,000 to $18,000 in taxes want a K-5 system.

•

Prefer having k-3.

•

Prefer the K-2 model

•

Preferable option due to limited impact on traffic and proximity to current schools.

•

Preserves walkability for k-2/3 for most parts of Decatur, when it is most important.

•

Preserves walkability Preserves neighborhood elementary schools Keeps 4-5 together and
SEPARATE from 3rd grade, which I think is very important. Allows for a 4-5 on both sides of
Decatur. Driving from Decatur heights to FAVE has been onerous for us and takes WAY too long
WAT too early in the morning!

•

Pro: Better distribution of schools geographically and by grade level. Less disruption to the current
district configurations. Keeping current grade distributions of the schools is appropriate - 3rd
graders mix better with 1st and 2nd graders than 5th graders. Con: No 4-5 school north of RR
tracks. In the event of an annexation to the N and E, this could be problematic.

•

Pro: Less disruption of the established delivery of services since we are already K-3 and 4-5. EL &
IB can remain intact. Better walkability and less traffic congestion. Con: elementary capacity

•

Quite costly and perhaps not necessary

•

Rather see a k-5 model. our family strongly dislikes the 4/5 academy model

•

Resolves concerns stated for Option 1b; Assumptions-students have ample opportunity to develop
enthusiasm and love for learning before transitioning into more structured/teacher-centered
classrooms; less training and impacted cost to prepare 3rd grade teachers to transition from EL to IB

•

Retains current configuration thereby preserving the "known" positive success.

•

Same issue of traffic and uneven geographic location distribution of 4/5 schools

•

Schools are over populated in just a few years.
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•

Schools are projected to be over crowded in such a short amount out time. This appears to be just a
quick fix to a bigger problem.

•

Schools would be at capacity too quickly

•

See above (5)

•

See above- 3-5 seems like a better set up because of curriculum parent involvement, ages

•

See comments for Option 1A I don't see how this is advantageous as regards combining students at
4th grade. There would still be two different schools to combine in 6th grade/middle school. Both of
the 4-5 schools are still in the south part of the city and would still mean very early bus schedules
from kids furthest north in the city. Another wiser option would be to add on to existing K-3
schools to increase capacity. Lastly, what is the solution for when all of these students reach 6-8 and
9-12, capacity-wise? It would be a better course of action to think longer-term. However, if
neighboring districts and schools improve, it is very likely that enrollment will not continue to
increase, and may likely decrease again (ebb/flow). I highly doubt enrollment will continue to
increase per the projection. Upon what is this data for the projection based?

•

See my above answer for likes. As for dislikes, I recognize that this option may be most untenable
given current enrollment. Overcrowding is a real concern.

•

Seems fine, but the more I think about the balance of K-2 and 3-5, the more it makes sense to me.
The benefit to family logistics of K-3, though, is having the span of four grades under one roof-won't happen until high school under the other options! This option puts all geographic locations
for grades 3 and up on the south half of the city, which eliminates walkability for Northside
neighbors. That is my biggest concern with this option.

•

Seems fine. Better than one giant F.Ave.

•

Seems that this plan is jumping through hoops to maintain the K-3 model and produces the worst
balance of utilization of space. Converting to a K-2 and 3-5 model seems necessary.

•

Seems that we hit capacity very quickly in the elementary schools.

•

Seems the logical choice aside from the use of space not align with target numbers Reduces
shakeup of entire organizational structure

•

Seems the most palatable for all neighborhoods.

•

Seems the obvious way to go, Will relive Oakhurst/Winnona from the overcrowding and create a
4/5 on the side of the track so they can walk also.

•

Seems to be least disruptive to current system.

•

Seems to be the least disruptive. Our elementary schools across all of CSD are the best in the state,
and I support whatever changes the current model the least. Option 2 seems to do that.

•

Short term, this is the least disruptive option. But it doesn't consider the long term enough in my
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opinion. This is only a temporary fix to the problem.
•

Similar as 1b since I am near Oakhurst elem.

•

Sounds like we need to build yet another school in this configuration.

•

Spreads out the two 4-5 schools, keeps the appropriate age/developmental transition of early to
middle childhood, and keeps K-3 schools more evenly distributed across the community. I
recognize the capacity challenges with this, but I think this is something that can be solved, as it has
been every year since the district started to explode in size. Since we're already talking about
building a new school at Talley, that building could be made big enough to handle continued
growth at the 4-5 level. Regardless of which option is selected, a second story could be added to
college heights and Westchester and Glennwood can be expanded.

•

Stays to course on a path that hasn't been in place for very long yet (this is what was chosen, like it
or not, and changing now seems premature given how much better schools are performing, even
with increased numbers) -High cost of retro fitting ECLC

•

Still not crazy about the proposed changes but this option is by far the best of the three. Like that
the K-3 and 4-5 model will be left intact for this option.

•

Still pushes both 4/5 south of the tracks. Concerned about the K-3 schools being overcrowded
(according to the data projections).

•

Students can still walk to their neighborhood school.

•

Students come into the 4/5 unprepared for the required academic rigor. Bringing the 3rd grade to
join 4th and 5th grade would help decrease the learning gap and help parents with the transition.
They get too cozy at the K-3s and their kids aren't being challenged academically.

•

Support keeping 3rd grade classes as part of neighborhood elementary schools. Allows 3rd graders
to mature and experience responsible roles in their neighborhood schools. This has always been a
positive characteristic of Decatur. This relationship with neighborhood schools is already lost as
students move to the non-central 4-5 school.

•

Teachers at the 4/5 experience many unnecessary challenges due to the configuration of K-3s and 45s. The K-3s have 4 years to build a community and collaborative relationship with parents while
the 4-5 only gets two years. This makes it very hard for students and families to transition and
become acclimated to their new facility before leaving again for middle school. In addition, many
fourth grade teachers struggle due to the lack of collaboration between 3rd and 4th grade. These
two grades are much more similar than 2nd and 3rd grade, for example, because of the shifts in
learning from learning to read to reading to learn that naturally happens in upper elementary.
Reconfiguring to a K-2 and 3-5 model solves both of these issues and presents a far more balanced
option for us to move forward from both space and pedagogical/curricular needs.
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•

The 4/5 configuration has been okay, not great. I say this after having two kids there. I see no reason
to spend a bunch of money to perpetuate this configuration that was always a compromise, not a
first choice. The 3-5 configuration will "bring the kids together and mix them up" if that's what's so
important about the 4/5 configuration. But given that we are now a wealthy school district with a
few pockets of subsidized housing, "mixing up" is no longer relevant. We drove out our lower and
middle income families with the 2004-2005 reconfiguration. So much for mixing things up.

•

The 4/5 model has served the community and students well. With just two 4/5 schools, the students
will integrate into larger social groups at an age appropriate time.

•

The 4/5 model seems to be working well in terms of streamlining students into larger school
settings; not sure that it needs to begin in 3rd grade, however. 4th grade is already a difficult
transition for many students, and I feel that such a transition in 3rd would be even more difficult.

•

The 4th and 5th grade schools do a very good job of mixing the kids together, establishing
independence and getting them ready for middle school. We lose these benefits if we make our
schools 3-5. A third grade child is much different in maturity from a 4th and 5th grade child. The
goals of the 4/5 school have been very successful and we should continue this pre-middle school
preparation.

•

The addition of a 4/5 or 3,4,5 at Talley Street is enormously helpful. Presumably lines can be drawn
so that most if not everyone has as good or better of a commute than they would have had to FAVE.
It allows neighborhoods to keep their K-2 or K-3 schools at a critical juncture when children and
families are just beginning their school journey. Having 2 4/5 or two 3,4,5 schools also decreases
congestion in the FAVE corridor.

•

The advantage I see here is splitting FAVE staff 2 ways instead of 3, which would maintain more
continuity from the current programming.

•

The age groups k-3 are good together. Adding another 4/5 is the least disruptive for everyone.

•

The alignment using K-2 and 3-5 is better functionally than the existing structure. Students will
spend an equal amount of time at the three levels when you include middle school. Additionally 35 are testing grades and the ability to service the students needs according to their test scores would
be more efficient.

•

The benefit of preparing a cohort prior to middle school is grossly overestimated. The 4th and 5th
graders are not in one school long enough to adjust or connect. The level of transition issues from
3rd to 4th is very high as compared to 5th to 6th. The benefits of k-2, 3-5 are very great.

•

The benefits outstandingly outweigh the benefits. If we are thinking about #our kids it makes for an
easier transition for then academically and socially.

•

The capacity levels are very unbalanced for K-3 and 4-5. The over 100% capacity for K-3 seems

CITY SCHOOLS OF DECATUR
COMMUNITY MEETING REPORT: COMMENTS

PAGE 185
3/30/2017

QUESTION 6
problematic for future projected growth.
•

The current 4/5 Academy model is not working in our experience. It simultaneously tries to treat
students like middle schoolers (since teachers do not 'hold hands' any more while also treating
them like 2nd graders (since teachers cannot offer the differentiated instruction that takes place in
middle school). Please do not select this option.

•

The district needs to add capacity. All I see are young families with children 0-4 moving in every
week. There is no reason to build for today and not account for the coming growth.

•

The elementary attendance loads would not be uniform and may eventually result in having to
draw new lines. Also, as noted in previous question, I like the upper and lower elementary model
better.

•

The idea of keeping things "as is" for K-3 kids does have some appeal. However, if alleviating
crowding is the ultimate goal, this option seems to fall short. It would be a shame to make major
capital and logistical investments only to find our schools overcrowded again in a relatively short
time period.

•

The K-2 and 3-5 seems preferable.

•

The K-3 and 4-5 model is one of the things we like most about the CSD.

•

The K-3 schools (I believe) will reach capacity too quickly and the city will be back to the same
issues we are dealing with now.

•

The least disruptive option for students and staff. -Teachers have the ability to stay at their schools
and work collaboratively with colleagues. -The 3-5 schools would be more spread out--less traffic.

•

The Northside wouldn't have a 4/5 school and the children in those neighborhoods would have to
get on buses at 6:45 or earlier in the morning. The extension of the day I think would negatively
impact the students. I think there are a lot of parents that would decide to drive their kids to school
to avoid the harsh schedule which would make traffic a nightmare. It seems that with the current
4/5 model that the capacity seems to interfere with the school being run efficiently. So much so, that
there are parents of special education students that are deciding not to send their children there or
are strongly considering not sending them. I am one of those parents as the mother of a dyslexic
child. I don't think that will improve much with creating a second 4/5. Plus, the overcrowding in
the elementary schools will not be relieved. I think in the end a second 4/5 does not work numbers
wise or for functionality.

•

The projected growth doesn't make sense with this option with using the facilities in a balanced
way with capacity.

•

The projected utilization over 100% for k-3 seems problematic.

•

The seat deficit doesn't seem workable to me.

CITY SCHOOLS OF DECATUR
COMMUNITY MEETING REPORT: COMMENTS

PAGE 186
3/30/2017

QUESTION 6
•

The two 4/5s are not centrally located. It would also mean having schools with larger grade
groupings, which I think can be more overwhelming for the kids. The 3-5 option is a more typical
division for breaking up elementary schools. I don't think it makes sense to stick with 4/5 just
because that's what we've been doing and people accept it. What I hear around town is that the
current 4/5 is the weak link in the system. Parents and kids are overwhelmed with the size. Kids
with learning disabilities and other issues get lost in the shuffle. I know that the new schools will be
substantially smaller than the current 4/5, but I think anything that will keep the grades smaller for
younger kids will benefit them overall. For those who are upset that third graders will lose
leadership opportunities available at the current k-2's - those opportunities will merely shift to
second graders and be available again in 5th grade, 8th grade, 12th grade.

•

The underutilization of the 4-5 schools just punts the problem to future years.

•

The utilization of the schools (over and under) leaves me uncomfortable with this option.

•

The utilization percent's on this option worry me, since it's clear that there would not be enough
capacity at K-3. I do find it appealing that this option would preserve some of the things that have
worked well for CSD kids so far - a larger cohort at 4/5 to help transition to Middle School, a longer
time in the neighborhood schools for the younger kids....

•

The youngest students in our district should be able to stay with neighborhood schools. My
preference is to go back to a K-5 school configuration but that is not an option.

•

There doesn't appear to be enough room for growth at the K/3 level, risking greater inequities in
resources among the schools.

•

There is a big difference in the independence of a 3rd and 4th grader. See my comments under
Option 1B above.

•

There is certainly a need for a second FAve. I like this option because a 9 year old is better equipped
to deal with the changes and hands off approach at FAve. Again, and as stated before, 3rd grade
children are too young to be placed in this environment, of children with cell phones, iPad all day/
every day and independence in homework assignments. Option 2 allows the children to continue to
have hands on, personal involvement from their teachers in their day to day. Option 2 keeps our
3rd graders as what they are, small children, rather than changing them at that age to a large,
middle school-like environment when they may not be ready yet.

•

Third graders need to be with 4th and 5th graders, not with kindergarteners. The academic
demands leap significantly from 3rd grade to 4th grade, as do expectations for personal
responsibility. This plan also doesn't help those of us who live on the northern side of the city and
have 4th and 5th graders.

•

This a bit more walkable than 1a for families on the north side of the tracks but not nearly as good
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as 1b.
•

This allows the K-3 configuration to remain and preserves neighborhood walkability for
Glennwood and Oakhurst. For us, a 4/5 on Talley St would be much more convenient than driving
to Oakhurst. This seems the least disruptive option.

•

This appears to be the least disruptive model and allows for more student mixing prior to middle
school. We have seen the benefits of the 4/5 model with our oldest child. Given the continued
growth of our community, another elementary school is likely to be proposed for the next phase of
growth - 2020 and beyond.

•

This avoids the problems I perceive with changing to having 3rd - 5th schools: at 4th & 5th grade
kids are more socially conscious, more clique-y, and some are starting to hit puberty. The problems
that can result from all of those things increase the likelihood of social and psychological stress
when there is a wider range of ages (especially for the youngest).

•

This disrupts the current system the least and keeps walkable elementary (k-3) schools.

•

This does not favor the Oakhurst community over the Glennwood community or vice versa. It
keeps the neighborhoods intact for the ES student (which is a crucial time for such bonding) and
permits more ES kids to walk to their neighborhood school. The seat deficient is negligible from
option 1b when you factor in disruption to our neighborhood or Oakhurst's

•

This does not give us enough seats for lower elementary students and there is no upper elementary
school on the north end of town.

•

This doesn't affect my household much since we would still be at the same school for 3rd that we
are now, and our 4/5 options are both further away from our house than in option 1B.

•

This is a viable solution as the current 4-5 is already bursting at seams and it would make sense to
create a new one, both schools would be off roads not neighborhoods.

•

This is dead on arrival due to capacity issues.

•

This is even worse as the k-3 schools are at 1-02% capacity right off the bat. Can you see your not
solving the issue but pushing it down the road. Build a mega school on Talley to handle capacity of
like 600 or more students and resolve the space problem. Just shifting bodies doesn't fix a space
problem at all its still the same number of bodies etc.

•

This is least disruptive in terms of leaving all early elementary schools in tact with 3rd grade
remaining in those schools. This does not add an upper elementary school on the north side of the
tracks, but does allow Glennwood to remain an early elementary school, which I am sure benefits
those that live in that district.

•

This is my favorite of all options because the distribution of schools is good.

•

This is my preferred option as it creates the least disruption to the current status quo. I think that
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the current K-3, 4-5 model is working great and we should not abandon it simply because we can.
The 4-5 concept creates a unique environment that allows the district's children a special place to
mix and learn independence before the turmoil of middle school. I also think that giving 3rd
graders an opportunity to be the "leaders" in the K-3 schools is a valuable experience that would be
lost and is one that 2nd graders are still to young to benefit from.
•

This is my top choice. The biggest benefit is that it minimizes disruption to the largest number of
people at this time. No constituency loses anything that they have today. Each neighborhood keeps
its K-3, which is a huge benefit. People are fiercely protective of their neighborhood school and
many have moved to and within Decatur specifically for proximity to their K-3 school and the sense
of community that it provides. This is a difficult thing to measure, but it is a real issue, passionately
felt, and must not be ignored. Wise people often advise to "pick your battles." Option 2 seems like a
relatively easier answer to a tricky problem and avoids opening the wounds of past redistricting /
school closing fights. This puts the entire community in a better space to collaboratively address
whatever big challenge comes next. Admittedly, there may be portable units required to address
capacity in the first year. But, realistically, if the growth projections are to be believed, it's only a
short time before they will be needed under any of the options.

•

This is one of my favorite options because it allows me to walk my elementary aged kids to school
and doesn't significantly alter my 4-5 experience. I don't really mind that they are only in 4-5 for
two years. Because I have two kids 3 years apart, they will not overlap and I will be at 4-5 for 4
consecutive years regardless. The 3-year gap between kids is very common and I have many of my
kindergartner's classmates who have younger siblings the same age. Therefore, I find the argument
regarding parent involvement to be a non-issue.

•

This is the best option - it keeps neighborhoods together at their current schools (except for adding
a College Heights school). I understand that it does not meet 100% of forecasted capacity. However,
there is always a risk that those forecasts do not pan out, so that we overbuild. If we have to use
trailers at some schools, on occasion, that is preferable to overbuilding.

•

This is the best option as far as grade levels are concerned. I think 3rd graders are better suited in a
younger version of elementary school. Third graders still need the "warm and fuzzy" feel of an
elementary school. Having had 2 kids already go through the 4/5 Academy, I know that it does not
have that warm and fuzzy feeling. It is most definitely a prep for middle school, which is great and
developmentally ok for 4th and 5th graders, but I believe having a 3/4/5 Academy would not in the
best interest of 3rd graders developmentally.

•

This is the best option for ensuring some walkability at the k-2/3 levels.

•

This is the best option. We have some of the best schools in the state and we should build on this
strength rather than emulate others.
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•

This is the least amount of changes, maintains the integrity of EL and IB

•

This is the least disruptive and best option.

•

This is the least disruptive plan as it allows the majority of us to stay with our beloved local
elementary schools as long as possible. It is also unquestionably the fairest option. It returns
capacity to the Oakhurst area, as Westchester returned capacity to the northern end of the district
that was mothballed when enrollment was low. I am not in favor of unfairly shifting elementary
education from the northern neighborhoods to the south of the district by creating additional
capacity in the 4-5 grades in the south while reducing our beloved local K-3 to K-2. We on the
northern end will pay, yet lose capacity. We love our neighborhood schools, and don't want to
sacrifice them to subsidize the mass expansion of Oakhurst.

•

This is the least disruptive plan. It poses minimal risk to the quality of our schools' curriculum. I
think the concern about possible overcrowding in 2020-2021 is over-played. It relies on estimates
without considering the level of certainty in those estimates. It also seems to neglect the fact that the
following year, the excess capacity in the 4-5 schools will be a good thing, as the larger classes move
into those schools.

•

This is the least disruptive. And the most fair option overall If you are not happy with the 4-5
system, address that, but don't mess with the elementary system

•

This is the most logical in terms of serving schools and families. While it's been said that the 3-5
configuration is a standard one, having a 4-5 configuration is hands-down preferable in terms of
better preparing kids at those ages.

•

This is the only option that doesn’t change for the current school children. ALL neighborhoods
would still be allowed to attend their neighborhood K-3 school and build those early relationships
with neighbors. Then older children can more on to the 4/5 school with a great foundation of
community and friendships. This is fair to all neighborhoods and is the best option or our children.
This option also would create the least amount of traffic as only 2 grades would be traveling to
schools further away from their homes.

•

This is the only option that preserves the walk ability of Decatur's established neighborhoods.
These neighborhoods form the strong sense of Community in Decatur. Preserving the
neighborhoods helps maintain property values which in turn maintain a tax base for the schools.
Any discussion of school capacity also must include Renfroe since it is close to full, even after the
construction.

•

This is the only sensible option of the three presented.

•

This is the option that delivers the least amount of anxiety to parents currently in the K-3 schools.
Realistically, I will be happy with any option but if I had to pick a favorite, it would be this one. The
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K-3, 4-5 is working just fine.
•

This just keeps things in place the way they currently are. The current parents with kids in the
schools have already set their minds to a 4/5 academy.

•

This keeps the current plan that we have in place now.

•

This keeps the K-3/4-5 model we are used 2 while introducing a new elementary to alleviate some
overcrowding presumably from Oakhurst & Winnona Park, as well as splitting the 4-5 students into
2 schools for smaller class sizes. In addition, I think the staff at the existing schools would not be
disrupted as they have built relationships with one another's!

•

This keeps the students in the same local neighborhood school for four years, building up the
neighborhood community to carry through to later years. Expeditionary Learning is better for 3rd
graders than IB. Better to have 3rd graders with younger students than with the 4/5's. Walkability
for longer time period.

•

This maintains the 4-5 concept and the Talley Street location would also support better traffic flow.
The K-3 schools also have a good distribution in the city.

•

This maintains the current grade band configuration while also maintaining neighborhood schools.
There is also a more equitable distribution of 4/5 academies.

•

This makes the most sense and does not up end the current system which is not only doing well,
but 4/5 is top rated public elementary in Georgia - via niche.com

•

This makes the most sense, keep the schools intact and build another one. We have always needed
another school.

•

This makes the most sense. There is definitely the need for a second FAVE. This is the least
disruptive option for all Decatur residents and students. Option 2 keeps the 3rd graders in the right
learning environment until they are ready to transition to a middle school like system.

•

This model does not seem to solve the problem of schools being over capacity.

•

This model maintains the walk-ability for the neighborhood K-3 schools and maintains current
traffic patterns rather than increase traffic.

•

This model maintains 3 VERY important things. #1 - Community (the kids on one side of town can
continue to bond before hitting middle school) #2 Diversity - which this side of town treasures #3
Allowing 3rd graders that last year to lead as the oldest students and build confidence in
preparation for a larger school.

•

This one is the one I expected and probably the one to create the least waves, and I would support
it. I love my kids' K-3 today and love the idea of keeping it in tact. But I understand that 1A is the
best from an overall future planning perspective.

•

This one seems best based on the greatest number of factors. See comments above - perhaps Talley
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Street could be a hybrid ECLC and 4-5 instead? Option 2, in my opinion, best preserves the
neighborhood schools.
•

This one seems the least disruptive, as it keeps K-3 the same and only adds a new 4-5. A projected
utilization at 2% over ideal capacity does not seem like a huge problem.

•

This option allows for the least disruption in neighborhoods and maintains the neighborhood
elementary model. It also allows families to remain in their initial elementary school for four years
so the children can establish and maintain relationships with their peers and teachers.

•

This option changes nothing other eliminate the overcrowding for K-3. It maintains the current
model with all of its issues, keeps all 4/5 schools at one end of the city, which increases traffic and
crowding. It continues the problems mentioned in my previous responses of removing the kids
from their neighborhoods, making significant changes for 2 years, etc. It makes no sense that we are
putting so much effort into ensuring that our kids are in their neighborhoods for K-3 and then
reversing all of that at 4th grade.

•

This option disrupts school communities the least. K-3 allows for the school to develop more of a
community and more engagement. I also feel an advantage of the smaller community we have is
for students being able to walk to their schools longer. This stays intact.

•

This option does not appear to be feasible due to an illogical distribution of use and projected
capacity. We can dream, but solutions need to be viable and pragmatic as well.

•

This option does not leave that many more seat deficits than 1b which is my other preferred option.
But would be less disruptive and would allow children to stay at their neighborhood school for
longer, which means they could more easily walk to/from school for longer. Also would allow
siblings to remain at the same school fort longer which would reduce traffic.

•

This option does not seem to address as well the real population growth issues that we have, but if
the school board believes it is in the best interest of the district, it would be fine.

•

This option doesn't best optimize capacity and projected utilization which will lead to
overcrowding earlier.

•

This option doesn't change any children's current school situation. Families who have planned on
children going/walking to their neighborhood school will keep that option. This option will not add
traffic to the streets since K-3 schools will remain within neighborhoods where there is the option to
walk. This option also keeps more years in the young elementary school which I think is very
important for families and children in forming relationships with the school and other families
within their neighborhood as their children begin their school career.

•

This option doesn't seem to be the best use of space or funds.

•

This option is clearly the least disruptive and most sensitive to the needs of most individuals and
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communities of the options available. This option acknowledges that walkability and neighborhood
are highly important factors to most families in Decatur. This option also acknowledges that our
current grade configurations and educational processes operate very well. For goodness sake, our
elementary schools are almost all ranked in the top 5 in the state! Why make larger changes than
are necessary and disrupt something that currently works well, so well that it is causing the
overcrowding problem to begin with. The main complaints regarding the current 4-5 Academy
(which was recently ranked #1 in the state) are that it is much too large and that parents are not
adequately engaged/invested. The creation of a second 4-5 which will split the size in half will
obviously address one issue, but, I think it will actually address both. More people will feel less
"distance" or separation from their 4-5 school due to actually being much closer and more
conveniently located. The schools will have the potential to have smaller class sizes and thereby
increase student engagement and parental investment. But, both will still be adequately sized to
offer ample grade level collaboration.
•

This option is Decatur, this is the model that has been used in the district and flourished. If the only
drawback to this plan is that 4/5 would be under capacity and K-3 would be over capacity I would
suggest scaling back the construction on the new 4/5 at Columbia and redistribute funds to expand
College Heights ES to balance the capacity inline with projected enrollment.

•

This option is my second choice to 1B. In this configuration, I think a lot of parents will be happier
to keep the k-3 model; however I am concerned about capacity and it feels like a short term fix as
numbers continue to rise. Also I continue to feel unhappy that both 4-5 schools in this configuration
will not allow for walkability that is available in option 1b so that traffic is still being routed south
in the morning and afternoon with buses and commuters. I would prefer to be able for my student
to walk to Glennwood 3-5.

•

This option is not sustainable long-term. We need to find s long-range solution.

•

This option is the best because instead of trying to just mitigate the current space problem, it
provides a long-term solution for the current growth in our community

•

This option is the best one as it adds an elementary school to help with the increase in enrollment
and then has the two 4-5 schools to split the students up and keep these two schools equal in size
and support and they could work together even on planning and such. As well as help with
transportation and traffic.

•

This option is the least disruptive and leaves the 4-5 as a unique model that works great!

•

This option is the least disruptive over all. It maintains existing community schools and solves the
immediate problem of 4-5 overcrowding. It also introduces the kids to more of their peers at this
stage than they would meet if split among three 3-5 schools.

•

This option is the least disruptive to students, parents and teachers. But unless there is a way to
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increase capacity at any or most of the schools, we may be out of space before this is even in place.
Seems like a waste of time and money.
•

This option is the most developmentally appropriate option. Students making this transition are 910 years old and more aware of their environment and others. IB is more appropriate for older
students.

•

This option leaves the elementary schools community-based, which is very important for residents.
The problem here is that we are still over capacity with elementary schools, so we would just have
the same problem in a few years with this solution.

•

This option maintains schools within all 4 corners of Decatur as well as bringing a 4/5 academy
away from the highly populated and congested Oakhurst area. While this option may result in
slight overpopulation, it maintains neighborhood schools which greatly outweighs the risk of very
slight overpopulation.

•

This option maintains the current elementary school configuration, which I think is a huge plus.
Especially because it seems like the schools have been redistricted every 3-4 years, which is so
disruptive to families and neighborhoods and schools.

•

This option places the second 4-5 Academy very close to the north side and disrupts the current
structure the least. It preserves walkability for all current K-3 schools and allows for continuity
between siblings. It also would allow the EL curriculum to continue at K-3 with IB starting in 4th
grade, thereby reducing the need for training additional teachers in IB. This option minimizes the
change required by the school system, avoids the divisive ugliness we saw between neighborhoods
in 2003, and disrupts the fewest families.

•

This option provides the least disruption, although I am not sure it solves all of the problems at
issue. We still only offer kids in 4-5 schools on the south side of town. This option also allows 3rd
graders to be the "big kids" in the school.

•

This option puts both 4-5 schools across the tracks which is just terrible for those of us on the north
side. what is good about this option is that it allows us to keep our kids at our local neighborhood
school through 3rd grade which is nice. We like the walkability and local, smaller feel of
Clairemont and would love to continue that as long as possible.

•

This option requires the least amount of disruption to the overall community, schools, and families.
While the capacity for this configuration is slightly smaller, I feel that it is close enough to the
estimated capacity and that any overage can be dealt with on an ad hoc basis

•

This option seems least disruptive for my neighborhood (Glennwood Estates) and least disruptive
to all of the City of the Decatur.

•

This option seems like the least disruptive. However, it does seem like it would require us to revisit
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the school make-up sooner than the other options.
•

This option seems to retain the most neighborhood cohesion and walkability at the K-3 level.
Having two 4-5 schools rather than three 3-5 schools seem to me more aligned with the idea that
this "intermediate" school is designed to build community ahead of middle school.

•

This option the best by far! It keeps the current 4/5 model which seems to be working just fine. All
neighborhoods in Decatur will get to keep a walkable K-3. It naturally sets up for three K-3 schools
to feed into each 4-5 school, thereby eliminating the need to split a K-2 school between two different
3-5 schools (and sending some 3rd graders to a new school where they know very few other kids).
It is more equitable, as both 4/5 schools would be similar in size and so resources could be allocated
more evenly. Compared to three 3-5 schools, kids would have the opportunity to meet a larger
number of children before starting middle school. This makes the most sense for CSD!

•

This option would be the least disruptive of the 3 posed. Consistency is particularly important for
elementary students, and changes are also disruptive to teachers and staff in schools that have
worked to improve over the years toward a more smoothly functioning system. System changes
create disruptions to basic functionality of the schools, which in turn detract from time and energy
that should remain focused on the children's social and academic development.

•

This option would be the least disruptive to all Decatur families

•

This option would be the least disruptive to the current system and no neighborhood would have
to lose their walkable elementary school. I believe that the children are better served to keep the K-3
model, unless STRONG data can be presented to show that moving 3rd graders in with 4-5 will
help their scholastic experience.

•

This option maintains neighborhood K-3 schools for the communities throughout Decatur, though
the imbalance of utilization for K-3 vs. 4-5 is concerning.

•

This overcrowds the schools again unnecessarily. It also does not move the 3-5 grades together,
which I think will improve education. There is a very good option, with changing Oakhurst
elementary to a 3-5 school.

•

This plan appears to require another K-3 be built soon.

•

This plan distributes K-3 schools throughout Decatur (6 in all) with two 3-5 schools that are more
equal in size, causing much less disruption while still addressing the school sizes.

•

This plan keeps 3rd grade in the neighborhood elementary schools, which I believe is very
important.

•

This plan seems to be the most neutral one for family and community disruption. I have no idea
why it isn't getting the support of 1b. I hear the concern that 4/5 isn't long enough to establish
community, but in reality, the children will have grades 4-12 to establish community since the
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children will remain together from fourth grade on (with the addition of new children from the
second 4/5 school in 6th grade).
•

This plan seems to do the least to solve capacity issues which is the whole reason we are going
through this process. Leaving the lower schools overcrowded and underutilizing space in the
secondary level is an unbalanced use of our limited space. It also has potential for fewer classes at
each grade level, leaving teachers with fewer collaborative opportunities with other teachers.

•

This plan will not solve all of our school space needs.

•

This preserves walkability for my kids K-12, which I love. Thrilled at new 4/5 at Talley, and like
larger cohorts at 4-5 in prep for middle school.

•

This pulls traffic away from the already overcrowded areas/train crossing down to commerce
(avoiding train issues) and pulling traffic away from the already congested Oakhurst and
downtown Decatur areas

•

This seems like a better option to me than 1b as there appears to be little capacity issues in Option 2
but removes the "other side of the tracks" from walkable options at the 4-5 level.

•

This seems like a good solution in that it continues to allow for walkability during k-3 years, but
also won't convert a neighborhood elementary school into a 4-5. Probably will receive more support
for this one across the board; though, as pointed out, there may be growth challenges ahead.

•

This seems like the easiest transition, however if it does not provide the best capacity coverage for
the entire community for the long term, it may not be the best option.

•

This seems like the least disruptive option. It keeps the neighborhood schools for K-3 and simply
adds a second option for 4-5. The second 4-5 location is also close enough (although not walkable)
to those on the north side of the city (families from Clairemont and Westchester).

•

This seems like the least disruptive option. Fave and Glennwood were just named as the #1 and #2
in the state respectively so why mess with a great thing. (https://www.niche.com/k12/rankings/
public-elementary-schools/best-overall/s/Georgia/) I know we are overcrowding so let's just
address that but keep the system working well!! Or else I'd really like to see another option for a
NEW building of a 3-5 on the Northside of the city.

•

This seems like the obvious, least-disruptive choice. I understand that building new schools is
expensive, and I understand that this model may require another change by 2020, but I have seen
enrollment in Decatur go up and down a lot over my 40+ yrs. living here, and I think we need to
pick a grade-configuration and stick with it, building new schools or adding on to the buildings, as
needed. We do NOT need to continue asking our teachers & staff to change their entire way of
teaching and fitting into a community, every few years, each time CSD enrollment changes. CSD is
great because of the teachers & staff. We need to value them and make the choice that supports
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them.
•

This seems the least disruptive option of the three and keeps the majority of kids in existing schools
(less the changes needed for ECLC to become K-3). Retains the EL/IB current split. Retains
walkability for K-3 schools, keeps them neighborhood schools.

•

This seems the least harmful of the options, but it would be good if another option was found. K-3
stays intact, Glennwood and Oakhurst retain their elementary schools, and we pick up one more
4/5. The capacity questions can be handled with some modular where they are needed. We don't
need to overbuild and then pay for that overbuild for decades if school enrollment falls flat.

•

This seems to be the least disruptive option. I understand that this might not be the best allocation
of seats available, and that is a legitimate reason for the district to go otherwise.

•

This seems to be the least disruptive option. If enrollment projections do hold up, the Board should
consider additional capacity at the existing schools with either modular or additions. It does
unfortunately put both 4-5 schools on the south side.

•

This seems to be the least disruptive, most equitable option to folks on both sides of College Ave.
All elementary schools remain as-is, and an additional 4/5 school will be in an area that is much
more practical for folks north of college.

•

This seems to keep teachers and schools in the comfort zone we have created with the 4/5
configuration, while changing little to current schools. Teachers and administration, as well as
neighborhoods, must be in the equation! The challenges listed are concerning, however.

•

This seems to make the most sense for walkability and neighborhoods and supports the kids best
developmentally, I believe. I understand the points that early elementary schools still being used at
capacity. It there a possibility of renovation of one or more of these schools in the coming years to
expand capacity? Similar to that done at Oakhurst a few years ago?

•

This seems to make the most sense keeping things the way they are but adding 2 schools to handle
the growth of Decatur.

•

This spreads out the fourth fifth enrollment and everybody gets to keep their k-3 school. I'm hoping
we build the proposed fourth fifth school of this plan and add another one between Ebster and
Westchester elementary.

•

This was the only option that will keep a majority of residents happy - keeping their local
elementary schools but it is also, like 1b, not a clear mathematical solution for student coverage.

•

This works. But I favor the concept of a lower (k-2) and upper (3-5) elementary structure. 1.
Pedagogically this makes the most sense. 2. 3 years in each school allows families and
neighborhoods to invest into the school community. 3. Hopefully this will return the sense of
elementary to grades 4/5 and allow them to still be kids! More recess time! More PE!
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•

This would allow parents to stay involved in their neighborhood schools, give 3rd graders an
opportunity to be leaders (whereas grade 2 is likely too young to take those leadership roles), allow
both kids and parents to be invested, and reduce traffic around the Decatur area by having locals
schools that kids can walk and roll to for longer, and not have to retrain 3rd grade teachers on IB.
(Traffic is becoming a huge problem. It takes me 20 min to get from the Westchester area to College
Heights, and another 20 to get home- and it's only 2.5 mi away. Because of that we put my son on
the bus. We miss that opportunity to talk on the way to school and open lines of communication
about concerns, etc. We value that time walking to school with our daughter because it gives her a
chance to open up. I think this is very important to have this connection as kids get older and need
adult support).

•

This would be my favorite choice but concerning that it puts the K-2's over max enrollment

•

This would be my preference and least disruptive to the current system. I understand the pressure
that this could create on the elementary schools. But like that this would create 3 elementary
schools both north and south of College.

•

This would be the least disruptive for the children and families.

•

This would be the least disruptive for the children, families and community.

•

This would be the least disruptive to current students, but thinking long term, it's not as good when
you look at enrollment projections, not having a 4-5 on the north side, and I like the idea of a 3 - 5.

•

Under utilizes capacity. That seems nuts given current projections.

•

Under-utilizes capacity for 4/5, lower grades are still over capacity.

•

Utilization is projected at above 100%

•

Very much favor this more incremental change to the current system. Very difficult to predict the
effects of massive restructuring happening all at once. Also difficult to triangulate the causes of
problems with many variables changing at the same time.

•

Very supportive of keeping the K-3/4-5 configuration. This keeps intact the schools that have just
been ranked in the top 7 schools in the state. We have good teams and a PROVEN successful
structure. We can build a new school to handle the 4/5 needs. May need to redesign the Talley/
Columbia intersection.

•

Very unsupportive. The two year schools are viewed as Holding Tanks, with no real engagement
from students or parents.

•

Walkability and staying in my neighborhood for all 5 years of elementary school is important to us.
Once I know that we're zoned for Fifth Ave and not Talley, I could fully support this option.

•

Walkable kindergarten is important for us as Oakhurst homeowners.

•

Want an option on this side of the tracks
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•

We are zoned for Westchester. This option is the one that keeps 4/5 farthest away from our
neighborhood.

•

We cannot build a brand new facility and have the result be only 85% utilization. This would be a
misallocation of resources in that precious capacity that could be used to educate a child (regardless
of grade) would sit unused. Also it doesn't address our current issue of planning for growth and
future overcrowded schools, by being at 102% over capacity at K-3. I did not vote for the GO bond
to have my tax dollars allocated in such an inefficient manner. We are lucky to have such a
supportive community and strong tax base, that it would be a mistake to let Option 2 be a realistic
choice.

•

We can't afford to underutilize space as would happen in this option

•

We can't go to 103% capacity. Overcrowding is unacceptable.

•

We have and will have invested a substantial amount before our kids will be old enough to attend
elementary school, and we moved here with the intention of being able to walk them to Oakhurst
Elementary from our house.

•

We like that the elementary schools remain unchanged. Option 2 is our strongest preference
because it keeps the existing 4/5 IB school intact and creates a second one hopefully also IB. We are
concerned about overcrowding. However, 103% did not seem excessive, and it seems that hiring
additional school resources within each school could help lower teacher to student ratios even if
space becomes an issue.

•

We like this option the best because it will allow our child to walk to school and go to Oakhurst
(our school of choice) for grades K-3 which is why we purchased our home in it's location.

•

We love the intimacy and location of Westchester. I am thrilled at the thought of my son being there
for 4 years. He is quiet and gentle and everything about Westchester suits him. It seems unlikely
you will pick this option, but my son will be suffer, albeit not tragically, if you choose the other
options.

•

We moved to COD for the schools, so keeping the status quo feels safest to me (for better or worse).
I am not concerned about the schools being over 100% for a while because as property values rise
and price out young couples/young families, and parents stay even after their kids grow up, and
schools improve in surrounding communities with more affordable housing, I think we can expect
a slow down in young families moving to COD.

•

We need another school - building another school just makes the most sense, especially since each
option costs the same amount of spending dollars. Build another school and do not disrupt the
curriculum, the livelihood of families hoping to walk to their neighborhood school, or the traffic
congestion that would be an inevitable concern.
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•

We need to brace ourselves for more young children. This doesn't seem to have foresight.

•

We need to return to K-5 configuration with walkable schools, less money spent on bussing, more
opportunities for leadership for our 4th and 5th graders.

•

We support the K-2 and 3-5 split

•

We want Oakhurst to remain an elementary school and keep the elementary schools K-3 if possible.

•

We would be facing this same discussion in a short 3-4 years.

•

We'd strongly prefer for our kids to attend a neighborhood school that's walkable for as long as
possible. Keeps our kids at a smaller school for their 3rd grade year.

•

Whatever the model is, the teachers really just need reduced class sizes. 28 fourth and fifth graders
don't fit in these classrooms and allow space for morning meetings or any sort of community
together space.

•

Where are the additional, better options?? All of these options stink.

•

While I appreciate an option for maintaining the K-3, 4-5 division, this option does not seem to
address the overcrowding issues at hand, especially considering they are based off of 2010 census
numbers.

•

While I appreciate the desire to keep the current schools in the same configuration, it doesn't make
sense to me to develop a plan where capacity is met from the get-go. It seems that sort of thinking
has gotten CSD into problems before. We need to think long-term.

•

While I can appreciate that this model is the least disruptive and I'm not entirely opposed to it, it
still leaves seat deficits when it's all said and done. I'd hate to go through all of this and still have to
wonder whether or not we'll have cottages or be rezoned...

•

While I do not like the aspect that some schools will be under or over utilized, I do like that third
grade will remain at the elementary schools. I also like that both Oakhurst and Glennwood would
keep their elementary schools, which is understandably a big priority to both of them.

•

While I prefer to see a school north of the tracks that gives northern Decatur students less far to
travel, this is the only reasonable option of the three. It is far simpler, involves less redistributing of
students, teachers and other employees. It doesn't dismantle existing highly successful lower grade
elementary schools. Creative solutions can be used school to school to handle over-pop (modular
classrooms, etc.), without rocking the system based on "estimates" that have fallen far short in the
past.

•

While I understand you will still have an issue with capacity, this approach is the one I favor the
most. It's the least disruptive and it creates a better learning environment at the 4/5 level because
the school is so large many children become lost. Does it address the over-crowding at the K-3
level? Not directly. However, since we're projecting into 2020-2021, have these projections factored

CITY SCHOOLS OF DECATUR
COMMUNITY MEETING REPORT: COMMENTS

PAGE 200
3/30/2017

QUESTION 6
in residential units for the upcoming Avondale LCI project, Talley property project, recently
announced DeVry campus and the recently completed residential apartments currently coming online. If not, another option could be, if the site & potential funding permits, the building of a K-3
and a 4/5 on the Talley site. This could alleviate capacity issues that will certainly occur at
Glennwood, Clairemont and Winnona.
•

While is preserves the status quo and walkability for neighborhood schools, I think the group of
students into 3-5 academies makes sense from a learning perspective. And, we don't want
overflowing elementary schools.

•

While it does keep the k-3 at high capacity, it does not disrupt the status quo of elementary school
communities (very important to Decatur residents), keeps walkability for elementary schools (part
of the cities strategic vision), and minimizes issues of continuity for students. While it doesn't
eliminate multiple shifts in schools, theoretically fewer would see 4 shifts. 50% of the student
population under option 2 may see 4 different schools in 4 years versus up to 66% of the schools in
option 1a or 1b. All in all, this plan reduces the amount of change children will have early and later
in their educational environment. What should be the primary focus of any plan is minimizing the
disruption of students learning environment. This has gotten extremely little discussion in the
report. A report on disrupted populations by scenario should be developed.

•

While making the Talley street building a 4-5 school addresses our walkability concerns, it does not
seem wise to overcrowd lower elementary grades in the future.

•

While not ideal it is the best option. While this model shows it can get crowded at the K-3 level is
does not take into account the opportunity to expand College Heights into the space the school
system acquired just a few years ago. There is room to grow there and at other K-3 schools. Also the
original intent that we were sold about 4/5 several years ago was to integrate the students prior to
middle school. Having three K-3 schools feed into each of the 4/5 options is a better integration than
having 3 separate 3-5 schools

•

While there becomes a potential capacity issue with ES, the lack of disrupting the current coverage
of ES within Decatur seems ideal. It is easier to deal with older children having longer bus rides or
car trips to school than with younger children.

•

Why not a new k-5 school? I am getting tired of seeing the constant shuffling of kids from one
school configuration to another. I don't understand why your long-range planning has been so
poor. My high taxes are supposed to support great neighborhood schools.

•

Why not leave College Heights as it is and take the resources to build another K-3 in addition to
another 4/5? Seems that this would be more feasible and would have a more long-term resolution
for growth.

•

Why use this model when we will be in the same boat with the k-3 running at over 100%
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•

Will not withstand future growth

•

With projected enrollments skyrocketing,, no space should be underutilized.

•

Worried about overcrowding in the K-3.

•

Worst option. Leaves elementary schools over capacity and 4-5 under capacity.

•

Worst use of space to accommodate population.

•

Worst utilization, geographically unbalanced with 3-5 all south of College Ave, and keeps k-3 / 4-5
program...

•

Would continue EL through grade 3. Continue neighborhood approach to school grouping in early
grades.

•

Yes! What's the point of College Heights if it only serves such a small % of the population. Put that
money into the schools. Is it really just glorified daycare? Get back to teaching 5k like it should be
taught instead of pressuring these 5 yr. old's to learn like 1st graders. K-5 is a better environment
for our young learners who are still KIDS! Utilize the trailers when needed. If K-3 is as good as you
can do this is the best out of all the options.

•

Young children should have more time at their schools and gain comfort. Also, a Talley Street New
School would be very helpful for those who live across the railroad tracks from the current FAVE. It
would relieve some travels tress and congestion.
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Please share any comments, questions, or feedback
you were not able to share in the questions above.

QUESTION 9
Please share any comments, questions, or feedback you were not able to share in the
questions above.
Individual
• 1b makes no sense to me if you are switching to K-2 make the numbers work.
• All around us I am hearing conversations from facilitators about: it all will be okay because they are

all good schools or how lucky we are, etc... I think it's nonsense because we pay for it and we are
also highly involved. Of course it will all be okay but we do not want to cross the tracks to go to
elementary schools. That destroys the Mayberry-like feel we moved here for. Also, it would have
been a little more credible to have people on the committee who had very young children who will
be affected by this change instead of people who will not be truly affected or only offer general
words about "once that happened to me". Thank you for your time.
• Any Spanish immersion options?
• Can we look at the numbers for converting College Heights and all elementary schools to a PreK-2

or PreK-3 configuration?
• Concerned about aftercare offerings. Walkability is why we chose CSD. Concerned with whether IB

is appropriate for 3rd graders. I'm concerned with whether IB is appropriate for 3rd graders. I'm
concerned about the size discrepancy between FAVE and Glennwood in 1b. Glennwood is half the
size of the others stresses on teachers and offerings.
• Cost is important but at this point only if goes over approved bond.
• Has building a larger 3-5 and keeping College Heights an ECLC been considered? I do like the idea

of 3 elementary schools on the south side to reduce commute time. I also think we should consider
some multi-age classrooms to help under-challenged gifted kids do a partial grade skip. This could
also help add some flexibility with grade size.
• Is the system saving money by changing PreK teacher salaries? IE going from CSD pay scale to right

from the start pay?
• K-5 option not properly presented to community as to why it is not an option.
• Much less disruptive to the entire community to simply add another 4/5 at Talley St.
• My family really benefited from the ECLC. I hope the new center will be built concurrent with the

closure so the employees at College Heights can seamlessly transfer to the new facility?
• Option 1b feels like best option, only because the other two have significant issues.
• Please do not describe option 2's challenges as including "4/5 schools become the only 2-year

experience". That is disingenuous, because that is already true. It is reckless and irresponsible to
present the population projections without also presenting uncertainty in the estimates. You need to
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be transparent in how confident you are in your estimates.
• Taking Oakhurst purely because of its capacity sacrifices many other community dimensions.

Oakhurst is a strong and desirable community due in large part to its school. Closing OES would
create a disproportionately negative impact on the Oakhurst neighborhood.
• Two of these options seem to have been developed without any consideration on the impact on

surrounding streets and ability to manage increased traffic. I suspect that the streets around
Oakhurst ES and Glennwood ES are already beyond capacity even with "local" neighbors- bringing
in children from other neighborhoods stands to overwhelm these streets.
• We need field space for kids. How can our middle school not have a track. It is not clear if learning

colleges will be phased out. Will they? What about a 5-K option? Will the 4-5 pull from all schools or
select schools only?

Group
• 1a is not an option for our group.
• 1a- Splitting Clairemont because distance to school makes it a no go.
• Disparity amongst income levels for federal funding.
• Geographic breakdown- traffic on Mead. Bussing times- seat time vs travel time. Consideration of

projected enrollment based on specific schools (north/south). Height of new elementary school and
coding. Walkability of Talley St.
• Least important utilization in the options
• Most benefit comes from keeping students in same school for as long as possible i.e. K-3 vs k-2.
• Need to maintain neighborhood feel is most important, but academics are also important. Much of

preference relies on boundaries- need to rebrand as upper and lower elementary.
• Questions concerns around sensitivity of population growth and school capacity levels.
• Reservation: what will 3rd grade look like in 3-5 configuration? Concern on effect of transitioning

schools and transitioning academic programs.

Online
•

1)Walkability is "nice", it's just icing on the cake. Please do NOT make major educational decisions
for our children based on where they can walk to. 1a)We want a school system set up best for our
children's educational growth and success, not prioritizing the closest mileage to their house.
Community will be fostered anywhere where children and families see each other regularly.
Private schools have strong communities even though their kids come from all over. 2)Why is
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Oakhurst's capacity different based on whether it's a K-2 vs. 3-5 building? 3)I'd really like for CSD
teachers' input to be considered strongly here, especially 2nd-4th grade teachers. What do the
teachers think is best for our children to thrive? 5)Is there any way the new Talley property can be
build to accommodate more than the listed 500ish capacity? Built more vertical than horizontal to
maximize land? 6)Please keep the best interests of the children living at DHA in high consideration.
These parents are often not as vocal, but they deserve to have their voices heard just as strongly as
other parents.
•

1. Preserve K-3 walkability for both Oakhurst and Glennwood; 2. Don't mess with a curriculum
setup (K-3, 4-5) that undergirds one of the top public school systems in the state of Georgia for the
sake of justifying the consultancy cost; 3. Options 1a and 1b offer no compelling occupancy ratio
improvement given the uncertainty of projecting growth figures out 5 years, no matter what green/
yellow/red colors appear on the presentation...

•

15-16 years ago, I lobbied hard for the K-2 & 3-5 model. I thought it offered the most flexibility with
our enrollments numbers going forward. However, that is not the choice our system made. We
chose the K-3 & 4-5 model, which I do not prefer for several reasons. However, it is the choice we
made and I think any configuration has pros & cons and any configuration can be done well or
done poorly. So, we should take what we have and move forward, continuing to improve. Every
time we change configuration, we have to start over and lose several years to lower-quality
education. It demands too much of our staff and is unfair to the families of the children who are the
first "guinea pigs" of the new situation. We were a family who lived through the first two years of
FAVE and I can tell you that there was significant chaos and confusion caused by "working out the
kinks" of a new school. My understanding is that FAVE is a very good school now, and that does
not surprise me. It always had that potential, being staffed by many excellent, dedicated, hardworking people. Trust our people to make a school great and they will, but you have to give them
time to do that- you can't keep shaking them up every few years. Please, if you can find a way to
make the current configuration work, I would encourage you to do that, choosing the leastdisruptive option.

•

1a and 1b seem to negatively and disproportionately affect one neighborhood or another. 2 seems
the least disruptive.

•

3-5 Schools need to be throughout the City and not all in one area of town.

•

4-5 needs to go

•

A walkable kindergarten is a must for Oakhurst.

•

Again, I think that 2 3-5 schools makes more sense and would be way more cost effective.

•

All of the priorities are important, but as the quality of each individual school is excellent, I have
faith that will continue with whatever system is chosen
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•

Any feasibility to having FAVE, Talley and Westchester be 3-5 schools?

•

Any new construction for the new elementary school (College Heights) and the new 4-5 or 3-5
needs to be designed to accommodate the maximum number of students. Is it possible to increase
capacity at any of those schools that are requiring work from what was listed at the meeting? I
think creative solutions should be evaluated to make sure we're making the most of this
construction the first time around (i.e. - when building the original FAVE school, perhaps an
additional story should have been built, even if it would have been underutilized in the first few
years). I think a lot of thought should go into that before committing to a design, especially on the
new school.

•

As a homeowner without children I don't have my own kids to worry about. I have been involved
on my job with many children who have attended Decatur Schools and feel that the system is a
good one. I am frustrated by the repeated changes and escalating cost of being a resident. I do not
know if I will be able to live and retire in the house that I bought as a final home only 7.5 years ago.
I still have 15 years to go if the tax reduction option still even exists at that point. Something has to
be done to control the tax burden on those of us who don't have high salaries.

•

As a parent of children currently at Glennwood and another one that will be there in a few years,
please don't take our community-based school from us. Under option 1B and living in Sycamore
Ridge, there is a very good chance that we would be zoned to a different 3-5 Academy (i.e. Talley
Street School), which means we would no longer have a school in our community/neighborhood
for our kids to attend. This would stink for us! Why not make Clairemont the new 3-5 Academy
under option 1A given its central location north of College and capacity to house students?

•

As a parent who has volunteered on many occasions at my child's school, I will add that it is much
easier to volunteer at my child's school down the street, than it is to drive across town to volunteer.

•

As a Safe Routes to School Co-Champion and Walk & Roll coordinator for Glennwood Elementary,
I see the importance of children being able to walk & roll (ride/scoot) to school. Studies have shown
that children perform & focus better at school when they have exercise before starting their day.
Fresh air & exercise are important. I feel that option 1B takes away a lot of walkability for students
in the Glennwood community. We see that the younger kids, K-2 especially, enjoy walking to
school and having that sense of community with their peers before they start the day. Starting
school is a big adjustment and when the young kindergartners first start off the year by walking in
groups and meeting their classmates outside of the classroom, it gives them a sense of comfort once
they get to school. As the kids get older, we've noticed them more likely to ride the bus more often,
but for the young kids, walking is a big thing. I also believe that taking away the walkability for
some families also effects property values and the neighborhood "feel" of community. I do think
that having several 3-5 or 4-5 schools (not just FAVE) is good, because the size of FAVE currently is
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immensely intimidating to young 4th graders coming in from their small "comfortable" K-3 schools.
•

As a teacher and parent of CSD, I feel that the ability for teachers to collaborate will not be affected
with any options. We are very fortunate that this district is only 4 square miles. With the very small
area of our district AND the vast accessibility to technology (file sharing, video chats, etc.), I feel
teachers will be able to collaborate regardless of the option chosen. I do truly love and appreciate
the EL curriculum and wonder how that would play out in a 3-5 school.

•

As an educator myself, I find the COD's collusion in gimmicky "learning trends" and its swerve
toward electronic media and away from proven traditional learning sad; the products sold to you
by the Ed-Industrial complex seem attractive and make things easier for teachers and
administrators to follow a three-ring binder instead of freeing them to follow their deeply held
convictions about the importance of core knowledge, but ultimately what serves kids is teaching
them how to learn, not how to appear to learn by passing standardized tests and signaling their
sensitivity virtues.

•

As someone whose child will still be enrolled in the ECLC program at College Heights when these
changes go into effect, I am *very* interested to know whether the Avondale space is confirmed as
the new site. Additionally, I'd like to request that the new ECLC space is finished well in advance,
so that there won't be any weeks for which there is no available ECLC option for kids who
currently attend College Heights. (I can't begin to imagine what a hassle it will be for every CH
family to try and figure out what to do with their kids if there is a timespan with no ECLC option
anywhere!)

•

Before moving to Decatur, I never would have considered walkability to be a priority, but now that
we have it, I see how it contributes to our community. It is safer than having more speeding parents
in their cars, it helps my child start his day on a positive note, it is healthy, and it makes our
neighbor feel like home. Please do not change Oakhurst into an area with dangerous streets full of
cars and no children walking to school!!!

•

Building a new school is the best option. The City has needed one for a long time. Time to stop
shifting students around every few yrs. Build a new school and this shifting can be avoided.

•

Can the committee/school board consider other options - such as turning Clairemont into another 35, rather than Oakhurst OR Glennwood. Thank you for listening

•

Can we add on to the current elementary schools to help deal with overcrowding? Or, can be build
a new elementary & get rid of the 0-3 early learning. Spending 8 million on a daycare program that
serves so few residents seems like a huge waste of money. We need to be focusing on the K-12
programs. We applied at College Heights when my daughter was 1 month old, and never got in
(she's 5 now). If it doesn't serve most Decatur residents, it doesn't seem like it should be a priority.
Even the pre-k program is extremely difficult to get into. I would support putting more money into
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setting up the K-12 programs well so we don't have to go through this same issue in a few years. I
think saving the K-2 neighborhood schools needs to be the biggest priority. It's why people move
here. We have a unique school system that has always had great family support from the local
neighborhood. Families are already used to commuting across town to get to the 4-5 year school, so
adding another & keeping the local elementary schools seems like the best option for everyone.
•

Can you run the seat analysis on making Clairemont the 3-5?

•

Can you send the changed school lines?

•

Change is hard, but the communities will survive wherever their children are sent to school. The
key consideration should be to create an environment that allows the children to learn. To me, that
means that the facilities aren't overcrowded.

•

Choose Option 2: it helps us add more space for students with the least disruption to a system that's
already working!

•

Classroom sizes are to much. FAVE has up to 27-28 kids in a class and the results are not good. No
teacher no matter how much assistance you give them should be expected to effectively educate 28
kids. It's not a good practice and we should do better.

•

Clearly all the neighborhoods with elementary schools cherish the ability to walk to their
elementary school and have it in their neighborhood. This is one of the great selling points of
Decatur. Having our elementary schools be K to 3rd has worked well thus far. As there is no option
of having a K-6th traditional model, there is no reason to further dissect the elementary schools. I
can appreciate the value of a Fourth/Fifth Academy as a transition point for younger students, and
it seems a second FAve would be a reasonable and cost-effective option.

•

Closing K-3 schools is not an option in any way.

•

COD school's are among the top ranked so feel we should keep the K-3 configuration and work on
building options that make this financially responsible.

•

Concern over accuracy and methodology of enrollment projections.

•

Could we consider modular classrooms to more effectively blend options 1b and 2?

•

Curious about how we would be redistricted.

•

Decatur is a community of neighborhoods. Each neighborhood LOVES their neighborhood school.
Its one of the biggest selling points of living in Decatur with children. The ability to walk our small
children to school is of enormous benefit to everyone -- child, parent and community as it reduces
traffic. HOWEVER, if our schools are over-flowing and the academic instruction declines, having a
walkable school is moot. People will start pulling their kids out of COD schools, perhaps leave
Decatur all-together. It is what happened 20 years ago. The city itself is great but the reality is that
people choose to live in Decatur and pay high taxes because of the school's academic reputation.
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The walkability is an added benefit. If we loose the academic excellence, Decatur as a whole will
suffer. We must do what's in the best interest of the entire community, not what's best for
individual neighborhoods. Thank you for listening.
•

Decatur is about walking and connecting with neighbors in neighborhoods. If you take away
Glennwood or Oakhurst as K-3, those neighborhoods lose their sense of community. Keep k-3
students in one school. 4th grade seems like a natural point to move kids to a 4-5 academy. third
grade is too young and would be better served to be part of the smaller, more neighborhood
community in terms of other students as well as parental support. 4-5 graders have an easier time
being more independent and traveling greater distances to schools.

•

Decatur prides itself in education and as a parent with 2 young children, I am starting to get
concerned that they will not be able to keep up with these standards as the population continues to
grow. As class sizes increase, children lose more of the individualized attention that we have found
so helpful in the schools, and it really does concern me.

•

Do NOT take away a walkable school for Glennwood's youngest students. Oakhurst has College
Heights AND Oakhurst. They can walk to BOTH.

•

Don't touch 5 elementary schools K-3

•

Educational pedagogy also vitally important. I believe that in this school district safety & security is
a given. As much as I would like to rank diversity highly, it's just not a reality given what's
happening to the area. Unless the district is busing in students from areas of lower economic class,
who are we kidding to think that we can attract a truly diverse student body?

•

EL is a valuable and proven benefit for children. Options 1A & B, move third grade out of the EL
environment.

•

Everyone is moving to our city because of the school so we are already doing things right. Far from
broke so no need to fix it.

•

For all arrangements, I am worried about the availability of after school programming. * I am very
worried about the safety of the Talley St. school. We live on S. Columbia Dr., and the road is
extremely busy and dangerous to cross. There needs to be extreme traffic calming measures in place
to promote safe, walkable, pathways to school. I am also worried about it's proximity to Marta. We
moved our younger child from Willow School b/c I felt playground time wasn't adequately
supervised w/ Marta patrons nearby. There would need to be fencing or some other kind of barrier
to delineate the campus grounds from the other parts of Talley St.

•

For Q8, priorities that the committee considered, it is striking that "student experience" or
something similar isn't included. Nor is sense of school community. I had trouble finding choices
that really correlated to my own top priorities. I did not see class size, teacher quality, or size of
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school on the list--top predictors of student success.
•

Generally, I favor K-3 over K-2 because of the larger grade grouping. Some families are spread over
as many as four or even 5 CSD locations. K-3 and 9-12 are the only schools were there are 4 year
grade spreads maximizing the number of years siblings can attend school together. I think this is an
important, though albeit, intangible, consideration.

•

Having IB in 4/5 is crucial! No matter what option is chosen please don't abandon this.

•

Having specials teachers at each school is really important to the academic process. I have heard
talk of cutting some Spanish time out of the curriculum and I am not in support of that. I think it is
very important for kids to learn a second language for the impact on brain development as well as
the obvious advantages as an adult in the workforce. The earlier they are exposed to this, the better
they learn the language.

•

How many times is this going to happen? My kids have basically gone to school in a construction
zone for years,

•

http://ideas.time.com/2012/09/26/why-third-grade-is-so-important-the-matthew-effect/ http://
www.hunter.cuny.edu/sociology/faculty/donald-j.-hernandez Seems like this would be a social
experiment that may adversely affect kids that have reading difficulties and people from lower
socioeconomic status.

•

I actually love the small school idea and I think that's what makes CSD so successful. It really
builds community via parent involvement. I'm grateful that the K-5 option is NOT being
considered, lets keep it that way please. I understand the need to look at numbers but its not that
black and white. Putting all the 3-5 options in one area negatively impacts lifestyle of many more
residents. Including residents who don't have children but live in COD. I hope the unquantifiable
magic that makes Decatur Greater is given the weight in this conversation that it deserves.

•

I actually would prefer the "status quo" option, as I think any of the options presented lead CSD to
build for peak enrollment. This means that we'd pay for significant overcapacity in the late 2020s
and beyond. While using modular and redistricting to accommodate the current surge will have an
impact on OpEx, it's more flexible than locking in 20-year bond payments + OpEx on oversized
facilities.

•

I am afraid for the level of stress put on FAVE during the two years it will take to get this going. We
already have kids having to eat lunch in the Falcon's nest daily. Anytime that the Falcon's nest is
used for other things, teachers have to eat in their room which means that 30 minute break is not
happening which is not legal.

•

I am concerned that the committee may have reached flawed conclusions, based on a list of
priorities that would not appear to reflect the necessary importance of educational effectiveness as a
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priority. Putting it differently, most of the priorities noted could be factors to be considered in the
organization and siting of Starbucks stores. I think the starting point should have been educational
effectiveness. And then we would work backwards from there.
•

I am concerned that the topic of building a new early learning/pre-k building is not being discussed
more. That building serves such a small percentage of tax-paying families and for such a short time;
I do not understand why it is being given priority over building an additional, new K-3 building.
Perhaps the early learning program can rent space, or be folded in to Talley St., or be a part of a
smaller K-3 school, in order to allow additional funds to be put toward a 7th K-3 school.
Alternatively, are there expansion opportunities at College Heights? Perhaps to house additional K3 students or to keep the ELC/pre-k on site there?

•

I am concerned that there appears to be a "road show" where the Superintendent and Board
members are going to each elementary schools that asks. We need to make sure they go to each one
and don't leave any out just because the administrator at the particular school has not requested
one.

•

I am grateful to be included I this process! I love this community.

•

I am grateful to have the opportunity to weigh in on these options. I hope to participate more in
future discussions around these plans.

•

I am most motivated by educational pedagogy (maintaining current grade bands) and maintaining
neighborhood K-3 schools. Conceptually, I think the 4/5 Academy is fine, but its size makes social
connection difficult. For example, the two people in my son's class that I know are 1) my son and 2)
his teacher. I know none of the other parents. It is very clear to me that parents and kids have
bonded in their neighborhood/elementary school group. And also, that they really value the idea of
a walkable neighborhood school. Maintaining the quality of the school AND the warm, fuzzy
feeling people get from a neighborhood school are both critical to maintaining our property values.
It's what we're all paying for, after all. I am in favor of anything that can be done to keep the schools
small. Big, crowded schools are for the suburbs and quite frankly, F.Ave is a bit too much like a
middle school or junior high school. Maybe adding third graders would help. No need to rush
these kids.

•

I am thankful for the opportunity to weigh in on this. I'll be part of this system for quite some time,
and I'm thankful to have strong leadership whom I know I can trust to do what's best for our
students and school staff. Thank you!

•

I am wondering why the plans only consider full scale reconfigurations. Why not offer an option
that considers the current student populations and allow them to naturally matriculate through
their grade levels. For example, if the final plan is to bring Oakhurst online as a 3-5, then how about
year 1 implementation is Oakhurst as a 1-3, then year 2 as a 2-4, then year 3 as a 3-5... so you just

CITY SCHOOLS OF DECATUR
COMMUNITY MEETING REPORT: COMMENTS

PAGE 212
3/30/2017

QUESTION 9
stop admitting K, then 1st, then 2nd until you then only have 3-5. This could be done at any of the
facilities. It's least disruptive to the families. Maybe we need to think more flexibly too... if the
natural matriculation is an issue, then perhaps College Heights can start as a K school (for WP and
Oak), then grow into a K-1, then K-2. If disruption is a key complaint, then perhaps we can design a
plan with the least disruption to a student's current matriculation path.
•

I appreciate that all options seem to be very well thought-out. Thank you also for the opportunity
for so much community feedback. Well done!

•

I appreciate the chance to provide input and learn more about the considerations of this decision. It
is difficult to vote though with limited information and not knowing how the borders and zoning
will change.

•

I appreciate the efforts of the school board, the superintendent, and all involved in the process of
solving this issue. I agree with the assertion that no matter what configuration is chosen, my
children will have excellent educational opportunities in CSD.

•

I believe the #1 factor in this decision is the children. The great sense of community created at the K3 schools thru Community Circle and other experiences is missing at the next level. I would love to
see a return to the K-5 model instead of holding onto the failings of a past administration. The
reality is that the 4/5 model was created to bring all children together and build a diverse
community prior to middle school. All options above no longer do that. I also feel strongly that we
need to have whatever model is chosen give kids a chance to be kids. I'm glad to see 4/5 now has
playground equipment that was missing when 1st built

•

I believe the balanced option 1b is the correct choice for the growing area. With the kids future in
my mind, having an approach to maximize the student experience for all schools seems best.

•

I believe the main focus in this school district now is having the schools more diverse in earlier
grades so that students become sensitive to the issue of race and acceptance of other cultures, races,
and socio-economic backgrounds.

•

I currently teach 3rd grade at a school and in a community that I love. I do not want to be forced to
move to another school in order to remain a 3rd grade teacher, or forced to teach K-2 in order to
stay at my school. My coworkers and I are very close and supportive of each other. They are a
significant reason why I continue to work in Decatur. I have heard similar remarks from teachers at
other K-3 schools. A move like this would mean separating me from people that I consider to not
only be amazing coworkers, but also some of my dearest friends.

•

I do not believe that shifting students at three different points in their education is a good idea. I do
think that walkability and commutes that are as short as possible are very important. I believe that
the decisions that were made a decade ago were short-sighted and did NOT take into account
community input. Those changes were IMPOSED, in fact, in spite of community support for other
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configurations.
•

I do not like that the City of Decatur is putting this stress on our schools and our community. STOP
THE GROWTH!

•

I do not like the phrasing IB vs EL. It makes it sound like they are at odds and it's one or the other. I
think both can exist in CSD and both have real benefits.

•

I do truly appreciate all the hard work and dedication going into solving the utilization problems
facing our great school system. With that said, I would like to point out that in addition to the
potential bias created by asking us to take a survey based on incomplete information (not providing
any challenges for 1b) it is also important to note that people are taking this survey repeatedly. That
means that the data collected is skewed and unreliable. Next time you create a survey it would
prove efficacious to require identifying information, such as an email address.

•

I do truly appreciate all the hard work and dedication you all are putting into solving the utilization
problems facing our great school system. With that said, I would like to point out that in addition to
the potential bias created by asking us to take a survey based on incomplete information (not
providing any challenges for 1b when several are the same as in 1a and 2) it is also important to
note that people are taking this survey repeatedly. That means that the data collected is skewed and
unreliable. Next time you create a survey it would prove efficacious to require identifying
information, such as an email address. P.S. I did not do so; however, you will see a survey similar to
mine since my husband is in agreement with above points.

•

I don't believe any of the options presented were good ones. I think we need to work harder on
coming up with something else.

•

I don't feel that 3rd graders are ready to join the 4/5 group.

•

I don't have any preferences----whatever works for the greater good.

•

I don't know what "equity among schools' means.

•

I feel it is very important that children can walk to and from school as much as possible and that
traffic is as low as possible around the schools to increase safety for the children. I also feel it's
important that the schools have enough space for the children to learn at their highest capacity and
the teachers have the space and resources to support the students.

•

I feel that option 1 B clearly makes the most sense.

•

I feel very strongly that the Spanish program should not be cut. In fact I feel it should be increased
back to 5 days if possible.

•

I find the 4/5 model challenging, disconnecting and confusing. I think smaller schools for kids
under 10 are always better and more welcoming. And we need to cut the cord on the 0-3 and find a
way to weave in more lottery/tuition PreK classes.
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•

I hate that we have to do this again- move little kids all around to different schools. I understand
the need but this school district seems consistently unstable for its kids and parents. With that said,
I am almost evenly torn between option 1b and 2. I feel option 1a is the least desirable for many
reasons (increased traffic, increased need for buses, loss of central elementary in Oakhurst, loss of
walkability). I dislike option 1a and 1b because it takes 3rd graders, who really still need the warm
fuzzy school experience, and puts them in a developmentally unfriendly school for their age. I
dislike 2 because the k-3's are at capacity and option 2 doesn't help that. But I actually like option 2
the best out of all of them.

•

I have watched my highly independent and prepared child transition from k-3 to 4/5. The culture,
demands, and educational quality have deteriorated significantly. I understand the premise for the
4/5 and an swallow some gap years for the sake of easier transition at Renfroe. However, I am
significantly concerned about introducing our 3rd graders into this environment. There is
significant inequity in the teacher's ability to manage the classroom, and the children's outdoor time
is limited to 15 min per day. I am very much opposed to a structure where a 3rd grader has placed
upon them the same demands and is limited in their recess schedule. It has been shown in other
counties the success of increasing recess, not demising it. If a new grade grouping is required to
stabilize our capacity issue, then the instructional format, availability of outdoor time, and access to
specialty teachers needs to be highly considered so that our 3rd graders are not streamlined faster
than need be.

•

I hope that the School Board will meet with other Decatur City community leaders in commerce &
development to ensure the success and long term sustainability of this educational plan.

•

I hope you will really consider that option 1a & 1b will take away from communities who have
dreamt of having their young children go to schools down the street from their houses. Many
young children have grown up looking at schools IN their neighborhoods and looked forward to
going their as well. I truly think there will be a huge decline in parent involvement for those schools
where parents aren't right around the corner from their elementary school and can "pop-in" to
volunteer and attend functions. Option #2 is the only option that doesn't change what is currently in
place. This is the best option to making things fair for all families in the city and allowing ALL
neighborhoods to use their neighborhood school for their young children.

•

I implore the city to ensure adequate opportunities for community hearings.

•

I know some schools are already over-capacity, but I appreciate CSD trying to be proactive. I
appreciate everyone working to expand/change the school system/districts while also maintaining
the high level of education for which CSD is already known.

•

I know ya'll have a tough job. I just want to say that neighborhood based schools is such a huge
reason why I live in Decatur and pay all these taxes. I love that our middle school and high school
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are centrally located so everyone in Decatur can get there and that's at a time when kids have more
independence to see themselves to school. The young ones though. We still love walking them to
school, riding bikes, or just having the option to drop them off ourselves is a big draw for living
here. Once you have to cross the tracks it becomes a huge issue. Clearly... we just need to get rid of
the railroad. That will clear things up.
•

I like the way things are now.

•

I may have missed this, but was the K-5 school model discussed at some point? I know there is a
discrepancy between IB vs EL, but that should be the deciding factor.

•

I prefer that "Specials" teachers aren't shared across schools (like the NURSE!) and diversity and a
priority. As long as demands on facilities are equitable across the district, I can understand they
need to happen; but if one school has six trailers and one school doesn't have any something needs
to change. I'd like to see more ages across each school building. My preference would be K-5
(although I understand the teachers don't prefer it) and consistency in teachers for two grades (so
teachers stick with classes K-1, 2-3, 4-5).

•

I realize that walkability sometimes runs contrary to diversity and equity among schools, but I hope
there is a way to honor all three. I strongly support the city's efforts to keep the schools equitable
and their student populations diverse, even when it means redistricting. Meanwhile, walkability
not only helps kids be independent, and in better health, it helps with car congestion throughout
the city (a main element of the city's strategic plan).

•

I really do not want both of the 3-5's in the same neighborhood.

•

I sincerely hope that as a community we can put the needs of the system as a whole first. As I stated
earlier, because we live so close to College Heights, my child (who will be in 2nd grade during the
2019/2020 school year) will likely spend one or two years at CH after starting at Winnona Park. Is
that ideal, no. Would two years at CH be better than one and then a move to a 3-5 academy,
probably. But, after listening to TEACHERS, not angry parents who are worried about 'their
schools' I feel like all of our kids would benefit from a K-2/3-5 set up for reasons mentioned above.
We have an amazing school system. We are so lucky. The 4-5 academy is outstanding but if there
are improvements that we can make to help out our teachers and kids, we should be open to them.

•

I still do not accept why K-5 is not an option.

•

I think that options that allow for a longer period of stability before this happens again should be
priority

•

I think class size should be the highest priority (which relates to 'demands on the facility' above) i.e., being able to maintain the target class size of 22 students at ALL schools in ALL K-5 grades well
into the future while the student population continues to grow (as we don't really know when this
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growth will start to taper ). That's why the plan that makes the best, most even use of space across
all facilities, without maxing out capacity, is the number one goal in my opinion. Also, considering
the needs of and demands on our teachers and staff is of utmost importance. I want a plan that
accommodates teachers and gives them all the tools they need - and no barriers - to do their jobs as
well as they can (and do!). CSD has and continues to attract the best quality teachers and staff
around, and we want it to stay that way!
•

I think it would be very helpful to have an idea of where the redistricting lines are going to be
drawn. I think it would also be helpful to have a traffic study done in certain areas to be sure that
the streets surrounding the schools can handle the change/increase in traffic.

•

I think none of these options are ideal. In my view, they do not fix the issue that was once solved by
creating a 4-5. It seems the 4-5 model may have outlived its usefulness and it is time to go back to
the neighborhood schools (K-5). Of these options, 1b is most convenient for my family. I also
believe having third graders begin earlier with IB would be hugely beneficial. We need curricular
consistency across the grades. That said, these K-5s would need to be equitable and diverse, which
is the challenge with such disparate facility sizes.

•

I think that it is important to keep full time Library Media Specialist with supporting staff at each
school.

•

I think that the K-2 & 3-5 options are the best for the system and for teaching/learning. There is a
natural cohesion pedagogically between K-2 and 3-5. Most materials are designed this way. I also
think the chance for all testing to occur at 3 schools will simplify the process. Additionally, students
will be able to learn keyboarding earlier and will have another year of IB under their belt.

•

I think the disruption of the 3-5 model may be more devastating to the neighborhoods than we
realize - I think the simplest solution is to remain in the 4-5 model with IB and have 2 4-5s if
possible - people have understood change comes at 4th grade - and to change out these established
k-3 schools might not be worth the bad feelings it will cause. These neighborhoods our a huge part
of why our schools succeed - I think we need to consider this

•

I think the predictions for future growth are overestimated.

•

I think there are other options to consider, but without knowing your funding streams for new
facilities vs. renovating existing structures, and without knowing how the projections were
calculated, it is hard for me to suggest additional options. Please do your best to preserve lower
student: teacher ratios (22:1) and the highest form of education, including heavy Spanish language
instruction.

•

I think there should be an option 1C - changing Clairemont to a 3-5 instead of Glennwood or
Oakhurst. From a geographic standpoint, it seems that this would allow the greatest potential for
walkability for K-2 for all kids in Decatur. Those early years really help build community among

CITY SCHOOLS OF DECATUR
COMMUNITY MEETING REPORT: COMMENTS

PAGE 217
3/30/2017

QUESTION 9
the neighbors, and walking together to/from school really helps that.
•

I think we also need to consider the transportation demands that option 1A and 2 will cause. I hate
that so many students would lose their walkability!

•

I understand not everyone will be happy with the decision. Do the best you can and I'll trust your
judgement

•

I understand that the Oakhurst neighborhood is larger, but the decision should be made that would
be best for the entire City and be representative of all parts of Decatur.

•

I understand there was also discussion surrounding Spanish ES instruction and the decision to
reduce it. If I am not misinformed on this subject, I am very unhappy in the decision.

•

I value being able to participate in school events like book fair, school picnics, math night,
community circle, etc., and my child notices when I go to those events and feels proud. I have more
of an invested interest in my elementary school than I ever had in ECLC (and we have had a child
there for 4 years) because it is so hard for us to get to. I feel completely detached from my child's
learning and community there. School is much more than learning ABCs, it's about creating a
community. I'd like to retain the ability for the schools to foster community. If growth is on the west
side, why would we send more kids to the south side on the other side of the tracks?

•

I very strongly wish that we would take the $8million allocated for ECLC (private daycare) and use
it to build permanent space onto Glennwood so that we could have enough seats for grades 3-5 on
the north side of town. Frazer Center should be used to house pre-k for our low-income residents
who qualify. The mission of the original ECLC is not being served and we owe it to our students to
provide seats and facilities that can fully accommodate the grade level students that we are
REQUIRED to serve. Our 3-5 students need smaller class sizes, enough media center, cafeteria, and
gym space - these are PRIORITIES. NOT private daycare!

•

I would appreciate the committee would consider the limited resources allocated to ESOL teachers/
learning structures in Decatur. I hope the kids do not have to go through another shift to different
schools. Thank you.

•

I would be interested in hearing more about teachers' perspectives of the options.

•

I would be interested to know the benefits or drawbacks of transitioning to EL for K-5 vs IB
program. Seems like staff training and support will have to happen either way.

•

I would like for the board to consider putting a new k-3 at the Avondale Marta (rather than a new
ECLC) and find somewhere else for the ECLC. The ECLC is wonderful but a want. Quality k-5 is a
need. I gave points to 1a because, although I prefer the k-3 and 4-5 model, 1a is the only one that is
not projected to be at capacity right away.

•

I would like to know if the new Talley St school could be larger so that it could serve as our single 4

CITY SCHOOLS OF DECATUR
COMMUNITY MEETING REPORT: COMMENTS

PAGE 218
3/30/2017

QUESTION 9
-5 school.
•

I would prefer a k -5 option.

•

IB vs EL, we believe that k3-5 should move to the IB program to better prepare students for the IB
middle school

•

IF 1b is the option, it makes sense to make the lower elementary schools feed in 1:1 correspondence
to the senior elementary schools. The wild cards would be College Heights and Westchester. Since
these are smaller, it makes sense that one would feed to FAVE and one to Talley street.
Unfortunately busing is needed there which I would support. I worry that a redistricting map will
cut kids away from a school that makes more sense for them to attend geographically in order to fit
a population (like making students cross the centerline, or not attend a school down the street and
having to cross another busy road)

•

If all 3 options are truly equal in the quality of education and roughly equal in the number of
students that could be accommodated, then I think walkability and impact to the community
(traffic) should be top considerations for making a decision.

•

If Option 2 loses, Option 1b seems to the best of two not-so-good options.

•

If the consultants working on this have not done so already, I would urge them to visit Oakhurst
elementary in the morning for drop-off or afternoon, to see what a vital role this school plays in the
vibrancy and cohesiveness of the Oakhurst community. Since so many students walk with their
parents/guardians/friends/neighbors to and from school, community ties are built and
strengthened. I hope that an option is found that enables Oakhurst to keep our neighborhood,
walkable elementary school while also keeping the schools throughout the district within
reasonable utilization rates.

•

If there is any way to make the Talley Street building large enough to accommodate 3-5 kids along
with Fifth Avenue, possibly we could leave the neighborhood elementary schools in place. If they
would then be under capacity, I think it would be worth looking at the option to add pre-K to the
elementary schools as a cost-saving measure and because there are many models of successful preK programs in elementary schools.

•

If there was land on the north side of the city to use that would be great!!

•

I'm concerned about dividing the kids in grades 4-5 (or 3-5) into multiple schools. If it's the only
option, great care must be taken not to undermine the successes of having a single 4-5 school. One
of the biggest reasons for creating the 4-5 (and one of its biggest successes) was to bring ALL the
kids together before the 6th grade. Today's CSD parents don't remember Renfroe before the 4-5
model. Parents were paying to send their kids to private schools to avoid Renfroe. Kids entrenched
themselves in tight-knit groups long before middle school. Once they got to 6th grade, they found it
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much harder to assimilate with kids from other elementary schools, and at the same time they were
dealing with hormones and other typical middle-school angst. The 4-5 school made a huge
difference in Renfroe. By bringing all the CSD kids together at a younger age, many of the problems
at Renfroe disappeared and it became a much calmer, friendlier place. The two 4-5 years were
tempestuous and challenging for students, teachers and parents, but when the kids get to Renfroe
it's smooth sailing.
•

I'm concerned about start times/bus routes. A 6:45am bus pickup time is very early for a 4th grader
and 3rd graders are definitely too young to wake up and have to be at a bus that early. We really
need to think about sleep and development. Also, I understand the pedagogical reasoning for
shifting to a K - 2, 3 -5 model but I do think the loss of EL for 3rd graders will be a big one. I think
some of the IB ideas will be hard for 3rd graders to fully grasp. I think the EL focus has helped
make our kids so kind, caring, and compassionate as they move into F.AVE. Thanks for the
opportunity to provide input.

•

I'm curious how diversity is impacted in the plans. I'm also curious what the feeder plans are - will
kids from one school all travel together to the next school or will they get split up in some or all
scenarios?

•

I'm glad I don't have little kids. CSD is decreasing in quality because of the huge increases in
enrollment.

•

I'm mostly disappointed that there was not better planning when the 4/5 was built just a few years
ago. There would still be overcrowding, but that would have alleviated some of the issue.

•

I'm not in favor of a k-2, 3-5 split. I'm very much against changing Oakhurst to 3-5. I feel elementary
schools should be local and walkable. Fewer school transitions would provide a seamless
experience for children and help to identify learning disabilities and effectively address them.

•

I'm very appreciative for the method in which this decision is being made. The transparency of the
process and the solicitation of input from the community is gratifying and creates a sense of
responsibility and ownership in the families and staff. The collaborative energy of this decision is
creating a feeling of working on something as a team rather than as factions all vying for their own
concerns. Thank you for this process.

•

I'm very grateful we have the option to provide citizen feedback...thanks for being so open &
honest. Living by Avondale MARTA and having children currently in 1st and 4th grade, only the
younger one would be affected and all 3 options would actually bring her closer to home on a daily
basis. For us, 1B makes the most sense from a distance perspective but also for the greater
community's logistics. Have a 4/5 or 3-5 above the tracks should have the lowest impact on our
major intersections.

•

In all honestly, the options are not ideal, but as they are probably the only ones besting considered,
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option 2 is definitely the best. If K-5 and building another middle school are ever options, they
should be seriously considered.
•

In general, our preference would be to keep students close to home (walkability) with a regular
group of fellow students for as long as possible. Our first preference would be for K-5 Elementary
schools. Understanding that is not possible, the K-2 followed by 3-5, seems to mitigate a number of
the bigger problems of the current 4/5 Academy structure.

•

In the slide deck posted online in advance of the meeting there was an option about moving back to
a K-5 model. Why has this been removed? I think there are advantages for those with siblings to
attend the same school longer, advantages that go well beyond parental logistics. Our youngest
children benefit from role models in their schools. it seems like converting FAVE and college
heights back to elementary schools would help create space in an area that has experienced a lot of
growth

•

Individual communities of Decatur should maintain neighborhood schools. Traffic should very
much be taken into consideration when weighing these options. As a family the walks to school, it's
important that we are still able to do this. It's also important as homeowner that lives in Oakhurst
that we DO NOT add to the school traffic we already have.

•

Is there any way to build one 4/5 that can house everyone? Then we can leave college heights as is,
make FAVE a K-3 or Prek-3 which only involves limited renovation needs? This seems a lot more
cost -effective, gives the south side the additional k-3 it needs and maintains the single 4/5 model
that has proven successful.

•

It is important to preserve the sense of community in Decatur. This is why we move here and love
living here. Part of preserving community is walkability/rideability to lower elementary schools
(whether this is K-2 or K-3). This is also logistically important when considering traffic patterns
around the neighborhoods. Walkability/rideability is important in raising environmentallyconscious and active children as well. Changing 3rd grade from lower elementary to upper
elementary has its benefits, from an academic standpoint. However, if this is not logistically feasible
while preserving the community neighborhood schools, then it should not be the priority.

•

It is unacceptable to remove a walkable school for K-2 or K-3 from one area to allow for another
area of Decatur to have their optimal choice. A K-2 or K-3 school must remain in the Glennwood
Estates and Decatur Heights neighborhoods.

•

It is unclear if existing capacity includes modular currently in place. It is not clear if expansion of
existing schools was weighed as an option. It is not clear that this approach demonstrates a longrange strategy. It feels entirely reactive which is never a good idea. It is not clear if adding Pre-K to
one or more existing elementary schools was considered as an option.

•

It seems that an elementary school on the north side needs to be converted to 3-5. Why not
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Clairemont?
•

It seems the ECLC program isn't serving the greater community. Why build another ECLC if funds
would be better utilized by another ES, or expansion of existing school? I constantly hear how
impossible it is to gain a spot at CH, should we not re-examine if that model/program is actually
beneficial?

•

It was hard choosing just 3 priorities!

•

It would be nice if the Ebster property and the property sold to Cousins were available for school
facilities. They are: 1 geographically CENTRAL and accessible, 2 close to DHS and RMS (fields,
etc.), and 3 non-controversial. CSD should consider the Methodist Children's Home on Columbia
for purposes of school facilities and not just athletics. Also accessible, and full of potential (acreage).

•

It would be very helpful if you would share the proposed districting maps for each of the proposed
3-5 (or 4-5) schools.

•

I've spent a lot of time looking at the numbers. With the added schools, we have about 900 seats on
the north side of town and about 2100 on the south side. But there are about equal amounts of
students from the north and south and it's around 1500 of each. Clearly - someone from the north
side is going to have to go to school on the south side. From listening to comments, I've heard
parents say that those in Glennwood enjoyed their past experience at WP and Lenox Place (and the
neighborhoods just north of Howard) strongly objected to moving from Oakhurst to WE. I haven't
heard anyone from this side say they have enjoyed FAVE. That's worrisome. Also - I know you all
are dead set against k-5. You've given your reasons and I've heard so many people refute each one.
Coming from Westchester, I can tell you that as long as we have good teachers and small class
sizes, I don't care if Oakhurst or FAVE or Talley St. have some fancy program that we don't have.
All the kids need Spanish, Art, Music PE. Is there no way to make that happen? We'd drop to 2
classes per grade instead of 3 classes per grade. Is that such a huge difference for teacher
collaboration? Every tax payer I've spoken to has strongly preferred k-5. This would make everyone
happy. Would reduce traffic. Would reduce need for busses. I think most of us are willing to deal
with the other challenges that may be posed - even splitting up traditional neighborhoods. My
mother in law attended Westchester Elementary through seventh grade. Just saying. Aside from K5 - can we please prioritize getting a solution that will last? You all reconfigure and redistrict way
too much in Decatur. I get that there's been a lot of growth. Let's not, once again, make a decision
that is short sited and not flexible enough to help us cope with whatever is around the corner.

•

Just want to throw this out there - do we really need the Early Learning Center? It is odd to me how
it operates as a private daycare (and a large number of the pre-k spots are basically bought by
parents who can afford to send their kids to that daycare) but yet it's part of the public school
system? I don't know that it really fulfills any mission of the public school system (except for the
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headstart and EL programs, which are smaller scale than the current ECLC)
•

K-5 is the best option for kids. Also better for traffic, buses, environment, walkability, families,
community, and longer grade spans.

•

Keep our wonderful system the same!

•

Keep the 4/5s the way they are!

•

Looking at the choices, I feel like the decision has already been made in the choices, so I'm not
convinced the survey will have great effect. Still, I feel strongly about it, so I hope that it does.

•

Making 2nd grade be the transition year from an elementary school, where children are nurtured
and supported and the primary focus is on social-emotional development, to a more academically
focused school culture is not putting the needs of the children first. This is obvious from the
priorities being used to make this decision. The children's development doesn't seem to have been
considered. The #1 priority in a school system should always be developmentally appropriate
practice - i.e. are we treating children in a way that meets their needs, emotionally, socially, and
academically. Although options 1a and 1b may make sense from some perspectives, to me,
developmental appropriateness trumps all of them.

•

My biggest concern is that in my experience 4/5 has been a rush to grow kids up instead of the
continuation of their elementary school experience. Children need time to be children while 4/5 was
built without a playground. Children need recess time and the 4th & 5th grade experience should
feel like elementary school not middle school. I hope whatever direction is chosen allows our kids
to be kids. Let's not lose our neighborhood and community feel that has made our school system
great.

•

My concern is that neighborhoods will be torn apart yet again due to rezoning. It's important to feel
connected to a school. I think a feeling of connectedness increases Parent involvement and
fundraising. Each neighborhood has their own Elementary school and walkability is extremely
important.

•

My daughter is a current second grader at Glennwood. I would consider it counterproductive and
unacceptable for her class to be expected to move to FAVE for 4th grade, the new 4/5 on Talley for
5th grade and then Renfroe for 6th grade. That's too much change.

•

My preference is K-5 but that is not an option.

•

My priority is spending on education, not the perfect building. I pay $20,000 a year to send one of
my kids to a private school that makes any Decatur school look like a palace, BUT she receives a
terrific education for her needs. The lack of a perfect facility is not a deterrent to learning. Spending
the money on facilities, you could otherwise spend on good teachers, even in trailers, without
walkability, or fields for sports only 30% of kids participate in, no thanks. It would be helpful to

CITY SCHOOLS OF DECATUR
COMMUNITY MEETING REPORT: COMMENTS

PAGE 223
3/30/2017

QUESTION 9
have the cost associated with these options, as well as the net capacity numbers for each option.
From what is presented, Option A:178, Option B:144, Option 2: 151. Option B and Option 2 seem
like the best options. Remember the past, when there was a lot of over capacity? It will come again.
No monuments please. Lets go with flexible.
•

My wife and I are 60 yrs. old and bought our house in 2014. We do not have children in the school
system and therefore have no particular stake in the details of the proposed options. We moved
here for the many other amenities Decatur has to offer. The high property taxes were/are a concern
but we have reconciled it to be a form of insurance to protect our property value (good school
system = steady demand and level or rising property values). We were pleased that property tax
reform passed and hope that it will survive the 5 yr. sunset so that we can take the exemption. With
that said, here is my comment. I am always concerned when I see proposed modifications to a
system using a "straight line" prediction of change from only a few data points. Has the school
enrollment prediction of 6500 students by 2019 been re-analyzed to include the changes to the
current market environment (i.e. property tax relief and the change in the pace of real estate sales
since 2014) One of the stated goals of the property tax relief was to slow down the turn over of
properties of older residents with no children in the school system to younger families with
children. From my own observations, it seems the overheated housing market has at least paused,
possibly due to property values reaching a level that causes potential buyers to re-evaluate the
benefits of buying into the City of Decatur School system vs living in a cheaper area and paying for
private school. From the maps of where students live, it does not seem there is a huge impact on the
school system from the increase in multi-family construction. I would hate to see the school system
over react and over build which in turn would create a permanent financial strain due to upkeep
and maintenance on excess capacity.

•

No additional comments necessary

•

No challenges listed for 1b seems to skew the survey in favor of 1b.

•

No option is perfect, and I understand that, but by far the most important thing for me is that we
have a "community" school. One that my family can walk to and meet our neighbors and feel like it
is a part of our lives. This is seriously the best thing about living in a town like Decatur. If I don't
have this, there is much less incentive for me to stay. I could do better buying a house in a cheaper
district with more affordable housing and sending my kids to a private school next to my office. If
my kids have along bus ride or I have to drive them no matter what, then how would that be any
different for me? The whole reason to chose a district like Decatur over private school is that you
get a similar level of education AND you get to be a part of the community that you live in. I'm
sorry, but it's not just the same without a school you can walk to in your neighborhood. And I
know it doesn't seem like you couldn't still have this with a school a little further way, but I can
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promise you this is the case. I know this because my children have attended daycare in Oakhurst
for the past 6 years and while it is a small school with close families, it is just not the same for those
of us who don't live next to the daycare. My husband is the president of the board of the daycare
and I STILL don't feel as part of the community as I do when I walk my Kindergartner to school.
Community involvement is so important to any city, and it is KEY to do this as early as possible. It's
what makes us all ok with higher taxes and expensive housing (which by the way is the whole
reason both my husband and I have to work). I would never make that sacrifice ONLY because of
the quality of schools. If I did, I would move to Cobb County or someplace with equally good
schools and cheaper taxes where I can get a bigger house for less and only one of us would have to
work and the other could stay home with the kids. If plan 1b happens, I will strongly consider
making this move. I know that threat is not one you can take seriously because someone else will
just fill our place, but if enough people make that same choice, will Decatur really be as appealing
as it currently is?
•

None of these options are actually that great. There are not enough teachers/resources to actually
devote to the kids. That's as much of a problem as facilities. You can do more trailers and just hire
more educators.

•

Number of classes and teacher student ratio are the highest on the list of priorities and next I'd say,
would be amount of time on the bus.

•

Oakhurst is a beloved and special place for the children that attend and for the parents. It would be
a very sad development in our community to lose it.

•

One of the things we love about Decatur is the walkability and small neighborhood feel. We'd like
to keep the kids in our neighborhood as long as possible. And with multiple kids, we love having
them in the same school as long as possible. Pushing the 3rd graders into a new school and out of
their neighborhood is a loss.

•

Option 1a allows for F.AVE to no longer be the only 2 year school in the district. It will group
testing grades together. Glennwood is a much smaller school than F.AVE. That would mean that
one of the 3-5 schools would be twice as large as the other, causing a vastly different experience and
likely leading to over crowding issues very quickly. This is why Oakhurst as a 3-5 is the most
efficient and better option for the students and teachers in our district.

•

Option 1B is poorly thought out- although walkability is listed as a benefit, I don't think most
families currently at Glennwood would be able to walk to school for either K-2 or 3-5 under the
changes in option 1B. I presume this is true in option 1 A, though perhaps to a lesser extent. To me,
it matters much less to put my 4-5 grader on a bus than it does to put a kindergartener or 1st grader
on a bus. Many people in Decatur bought in specific locations because of the proximity to schools;
only option 2 does not produce great changes to that. Although the grade 3 being more similar is
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listed as a benefit, this is debatable, as many of the teachers seem to feel that the 3rd graders would
be better off staying where they are. Both options 1A and 1B, but to a greater extent 1B produce
schools at the 3-5 grade level with a huge degree of disparity, meaning that the smallest school
likely won't be able to support the same level of services. Further, since these break the schools into
more grades, with fewer classes of each grade in the school, there is less opportunity for
collaboration across the grade level.
•

Option 2 is the safest and least disruptive to the families. This option will still allow all Decatur
families to have a walkable elementary school. This is why people move to Decatur. K -3 has
worked well so far. Adding a second 4th/5th is reasonable and should be cost effective.

•

Option 2 makes the most sense for CSD!

•

Option 2 with the ability to add modular seems the best for expanding capacity while retaining the
ability to add or remove capacity at multiple locations as needed in the future. Acquiring another
site on the north side may be ideal but is of questionable financial viability. Talley St. may be on the
south of the track but if we were to draw a line across the middle of the city it is in the north and is
very accessible to a large number of folks on the Northside and is very close to Glennwood. The 1b
advantage of accessibility for Northside residents is weak. Also need to keep in mind that with
college height becoming an ES, Oakhurst kids can be easily accommodated in another walkable
school. On the whole though, option 2 with modular if necessary seems best.

•

Option 3 is the best option. A K-5 school is the best option. The 4/5 academy is not a great
experience for children. It disrupts learning. It creates a new scary experience in two of the most
important years. School spirit is lacking and the teachers are lacking. I only support K-5.

•

Options 1A and B do harm to certain groups. Option 2 does not, in my view, do harm. I'm not
concerned about a very slight overcapacity issue on Option 2, nor do I think an 85% utilization rate
for 4/5 schools is very inefficient. Option 1B may be more efficient mathematically for 50 students
spread through K-2, but Option 1B harms all of Glennwood students; and this, in my view, is not a
tradeoff that is worth making.

•

Our kids only get one chance. All of these configurations are just not in the best interests of the kids.

•

Our prime reason for wanting to live in this school district is our walkability to all levels of schools,
which I believe engenders a closer-knit, more cohesive school community and allows for more
parent involvement in schools that are a tangible presence in our neighborhood.

•

Our son will be starting City of Decatur schools in PreK in the 2017-2018 school year.

•

Parents will answer based on convenience. Educators will answer based on what they believe is
best for the educational system. They should carry more weight.

•

Please conduct a traffic study before making a decision
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•

Please conduct a traffic survey before making a final decision

•

Please consider keeping the word "elementary" in the 4-5 schools' names. Something like "upper
elementary" school drives home the point that these kids are still young and still in elementary, not
just pre-middle school. May remind parents of the importance of continued involvement.

•

Please consider option to thoroughly. This is the least disruptive to our beloved school system. The
estimated overage for option two is only 36 students, and I feel sure that these can be
accommodated

•

Please consider other options besides the 3 poor options under consideration

•

Please consider that option 1a and 1b would take away the walkability for many communities who
moved into a neighborhood specifically so that they could walk their young children to school.
Options 1a & 1b will create the most fighting in the community over the changes with schools as
someone in either of these options is going to feel that they were treated unfairly. I truly believe
that with these options the schools will see a decline in parent involvement for those parents who
cannot just stop by the school down the street to volunteer or attend events. Many children have
grown up looking forward to going to school in their neighborhood and Option 2 is the only one
that doesn’t take this away from these families and allows them to develop a great foundation of
community and friendships in their neighborhood school.

•

Please consider using the money that you would spend to build EC Elsie and building a new K
through three school we could rent an EC Elsie space but not another school we need schools to
dress the population

•

Please do not forget the dyslexic community. At least 20% of children struggle when learning to
read. A reduction of resources in the 3rd grade would be difficult for all children, but would be
devastating to a dyslexic child who typically needs more exposure to reading instruction (rather
than a reduction in instruction) to become a proficient reader. When deciding how the grades will
be configured, please consider these critical factors for reading instruction that works for all:
*getting help early *Maximizing instructional time with frequent sessions, small groups and
sufficient duration *qualified, Orton-Gillinham trained teachers * A proven reading program (like
the Wilson curriculum)

•

Please don't cut more Spanish immersion options would be very important for our children

•

Please ensure that traffic pattern and impacts will be considered for the different options

•

Please explain why we are going to build a new ECLC and renovate the existing one to become a k2 school when the ECLC has been build specifically for the need of birth - 5. Would it not be our
best use of time and money to just build another k-2 on one of our new properties and leave ECLC
as is or eventually add on to it to house more classrooms?
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•

Please involve all community including upcoming students who will truly be impacted by these
changes.

•

Please keep our K-3 schools and stay with this model we have moved to not that long ago. My child
is a third grader right now in the k-3 and she is doing so well as they prepare her for the 4-5 - do not
like the 3rd graders moving in with the 4-5 school as they need a year to be the seniors of the school
and take on responsibilities like ambassadors and reading buddies with the kindergartens. Please
stay with the k-3 and 4-5 model.

•

Please look for land to build a new 3-5 in the north!! We would like a walkable option for both a k-2
and for 3-5!!!

•

Please make sure small classroom sizes remain priority and staffing remain adequate. I hope any of
the 3 options would ensure teachers are not overwhelmed by the overflow of elementary students

•

Please open up Winnona Park as part of the expansion conversation! Doesn't seem right that other
schools have very little green space for outdoor activities and WP is sitting on valuable space that
could be useful for the growth in CSD.

•

Please recognize that there are significant challenges to 1B. This will destroy are only recently
reclaimed community. Also I recommend reaching out to the Church at Decatur Heights to see if
they would see. It is a perfect location for a 4-5 school on the north side which is desperately
needed. Better to sell to the City than to a developer.

•

Please remember that the focus should always be on the students and what is developmentally
appropriate. All other factors such as cost, walkability, transportation are secondary.

•

Please see suggestion on previous page. My concern is while the curriculum can be more aligned in
3-5, how do the students adjust to 3 years of rigorous testing? What does the research show? Would
there be a stigma to the 3-5 school years as being the "testing academy?" If schools stays as k-3, the
third graders may not be as intimidated by moving to the 4th grade ad dealing with more testing.

•

Please spend that go bond wisely!! That was supposed to Fix overcrowding. I would really hate for
us to spend $75 million and we still can't meet state mandates for class sizes!!! The communities
that are so emotional and upset will get over it. Please don't put their interests before the good of
the whole city.

•

Please think about what will be best for ALL members of the community, not just larger subsets
who are more vocal or organized due to ample warning about threats to their own interests. Please
don't think that the best solution is to make drastic changes when smaller more simple changes will
address the concerns presented. Thank you for all of the hard work all committee members have
obviously done to address these issues! Let's keep CSD great for everyone!!

•

Prefer 1b given grade configuration and more diverse geographical location of 3-5 schools
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•

Prefer a K-5 neighborhood system where 90%+ can walk to school within a few minutes. The
objections to a K-5 system presented by the consulting firm are easily fixed and in can just as easily
be used as justifications. The consultant did the job the city asked them to do, to give a professional
looking stamp of approval to what the system wants. However, the parents who are paying $14,000
to $18,000 in taxes want a K-5 system. CoD will soon have 8 facilities/schools for K-5 use. To assert
that these cannot be utilized in a way that works for K-5 is not honest.

•

Q8 was a tough question. They all matter immensely. But the high quality of our education as IB,
the safety of our children, and the same opportunities among the schools to be uniform to the
standard of exceptional caliber are paramount. Diversity was my toss up. Diversity is critical to the
function of our community, our schools foster that spirit. I think it goes hand-in-hand with equity. I
think "using a build as it was originally intended" is a bit reactionary, that isn't the landscape. It
should be tossed.

•

Really appreciate that CSD had a presentation to the community about these options and followed
up with this survey.

•

Really fabulous work by the group!!

•

Really these are truly 1st world problems. As long as the Board and schools are committed to
providing top tier education to all students, 1a or 1b would be great.

•

See above

•

See previous comments

•

Seems like option 1a has the best chance of putting off the next overcrowding problem.

•

Sharing counselors across a building is a hardship for the students, teachers and other staff.
Emergencies come up and the other school gets shorted. Being part time at two schools never
works well.

•

Small class sizes. No overcrowding. We also need an even geographic distribution of 4-5 or 3-5
schools.

•

So much research done before about grades and how k-3 was best. It is way too hard to vote
without knowing how the redistricting would occur. Traffic and buses are such a big issue!

•

Some things I feel are not addressed - K-5 model is not on the table and could be. 4/5 is working
well (it's the #1 public school in the state followed by Glennwood, which really means
Glennwood+4/5 are the #1 elementary schools as defined by K-5). The school system should RENT
SPACE for daycare/PreK and build another Elementary school. That way, if the population drops
they can use an Elementary school as a daycare / preK in the future! That solves a lot of
predictability issues. If I had my full vote, you would build 2 more k-5 schools and flex with rented
daycare.
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•

Stop all of this switching and manipulating of numbers. Traditional education has been lost for all
this hokum. We need a return to classical education - strong foundations of math, not spiraling
mess. We need our children to be able to read, write, do math and solve problems. They only get
one chance to go through school - and no chance for a do-over.

•

Teachers are certified Elementary, Middle (4th - 8th), and High. It makes sense to keep 4-5 together-it doesn't make sense to put 3-5 together, but it becomes muddled and complicated when you start
talking teacher resources sharing. It would make more sense to have all 4-5 closer to 6-8, so 4-5
would be the new school on Tally and either Oakhurst or Glennwood.

•

Teachers do NOT collaborate when there 17 on a grade level. Beyond 6 at a grade level
collaboration becomes more and more compromised.

•

Thank you for allowing feedback from the community and allowing dialogue at the community
meeting with no open microphone.

•

Thank you for considering community input in this decision. We all hope that the uniquely
wonderful characteristics of Decatur, including neighborhood communities and walkability, can be
preserved when making this critical decision in the best interests of our children and, honestly,
home values. This is not easy!

•

Thank you for gathering and seriously considering community input.

•

Thank you for giving me a chance to voice my opinion.

•

Thank you for putting so much thought into this plan.

•

Thank you for soliciting community input

•

Thank you for the hard work on this very challenging issue. There has been an informal "campaign"
to put Clairemont elementary in as an option to renovate into a 3-5 but I think the needs and
geography of the DHA should be strongly considered. Clairemont has worked hard to become the
home school for most of those families, has a robust ESOL program to accommodate them, and is
the most walkable. We have gotten into a good groove with our title I status and it would be
traumatic to change the school completely again so soon even if it were physically possible.
Glennwood is by far the better option for taking to a 3-5 as Option 1b suggests.

•

Thank you for the opportunity for the community to provide feedback to this process, and these
options.

•

Thank you for the opportunity to share my views. From extensive experience in both the EL and
the IB frameworks, I strongly believe that all of our elementary schools K-5 should follow the EL
framework and be introduced to IB in middle school. EL has the framework to form all the pieces of
a culture we desire in City Schools of Decatur and all the elements of a rigorous education.

•

Thank you for the thoughtful analysis and options. Tough decisions ahead and I appreciate the
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collaborative direction you've taken.
•

Thank you for the transparency and inclusion of the community. This is being communicated very
well and it is easy to provide feedback. Happy to help if I can

•

Thank you for your thoughtful and transparent approach.

•

Thank you for your time.

•

Thank you!

•

Thanks for all of the time the committee has put into doing this important work!

•

Thanks for asking. The key in this undertaking has to be ensuring the quality of education
continues to be high versus worrying too much about buildings.

•

Thanks for the survey opportunity!

•

Thanks to everyone in leadership for your hard work on a worthwhile issue. I couldn't attend the
meeting, but I hear that it was collegial and informative. Could you make it clear to the public
which year these changes would take effect? I hear 2019, but does that mean the 18-19 year, or 1920? Thanks!

•

The #1 concern is space capacity. We need enough seats. Overcrowding is so problematic on
student experience. You can build new traditions, school rituals, community with any
configuration. I think options 1a, 1b are best fits for that reason. Can there be creativity in new
Talley construction so option 1b is viable with some room to spare?

•

The best option is to keep the 4/5 and build another one and split the kids on East and West side at
4/5. This will also encourage more community involvement as the people will live closer to their
schools. DO NOT CHANGE TO 3 - 5! While kids "read to learn" in 3rd grade they are LEARNING
that skill in 3rd grade. They start not knowing how - so keep 3rd grade as K-3.

•

The city needs to be more realistic about projections and permitting for new construction. The
dozens of apartments they promised would bring empty-nesters and millennial to Decatur have
instead brought families with young kids. Traffic is an absolute nightmare and is decreasing quality
of life here. This is not the city we moved to rent ago.

•

The cost of houses in Decatur is SO HIGH because of the schools. Put that tax money to good use
and build two new schools if you need to. And I'm not sure why K-5 is not being considered, but it
would be such an improvement. Keeping siblings in the same school as long as possible is a huge
benefit to parents and the continuity of relationships (with peers, teachers and staff) is great for
kids. My kids currently attend Fernbank (wonderful school!) and the reason I am holding off
moving to Decatur is because of the K-5 offering. But I would prefer to live in Decatur because of
the middle and high school.

•

The district is becoming less diverse and that is a huge problem. The district used to be small and
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special. Now it's community for the privileged and that reflects in the students.
•

The diversity in Decatur is shrinking due to the uncontrolled development and significant
reduction of lower-cost housing. We need to preserve the diversity that is left in all of our schools the entire community benefits when we learn and play with diverse friends. We also need to keep
in mind that successful school systems are not maintained across time when they grow too large.
Scaling up is not something that has been mastered, so long-term decisions need to be made not by
the school district, but by the city planners.

•

The ECLC program is an important asset for CSD, one that seems underappreciated generally. The
44th President came to experience the program, I mean, really! The use of adapted GELS in even the
infant room helps students prepare to learn in the older classrooms, and the Pre-K curriculum
builds on the outstanding experiences in the 0-3 program. The 0-3 program subsidizes the Pre-K
program so that higher paid and higher quality Pre-K teachers are available to more students. It is a
model program that should be expanded, not sidelined or mothballed, and is a real asset that you
are underselling to the community at large! I question whether a capacity for the ECLC of 330 will
be big enough and think that might want to consider a larger space that would add both 0-3
program slots and Pre-K to match the projections for 4 year old's in Decatur in the future (i.e. to
reduce the waitlist for ECLC to zero for kids that will subsequently be in CSD kindergarten classes).
Use 0-3 tuition to subsidize this if necessary, but don't contract the program, EXPAND it.

•

The enrollment predictions are a guess. AND WE WILL SURPASS/OUTGROW THEM WITHIN A
FEW YEARS ANYHOW. Don't you DARE take away our walkable neighborhood schools for our
youngest students. Would YOU want to put a Kindergartener on a bus at 6:00 a.m.? No! Option 2 is
the LEAST DISRUPTIVE FOR EVERYONE. Also don't discount Glennwood's needs just because
Oakhurst has louder/more voices. Oakhurst is SURROUNDED by FOUR SCHOOLS. Glennwood
has ONE. DON'T wreck it for us.

•

The framing of these options is not entirely satisfying, although I realize there has been a lot to
consider. My preferred option (2) seems to increase school crowding, but this is hard to understand,
as although the elementary schools would be K-3 there would be more of them, and F.Ave has
room to be expanded (not sure what size constraints would exist at Talley Street).

•

The ideal would be that there were enough facilities on the north side of Decatur to accommodate
the students who live there, but this is not the case. Unfortunately, geography plays a huge role in
the school experience in the city. The railroad tracks offer limited access points between north and
south and traffic overall is a complete nightmare. It seems a no brainer that most families would
prefer to have the option of walkable schools k-12. For some neighborhoods, this is an attainable
goal. For others it is not. It seems that much hard work has already been done to determine what
option(s) are best from a logistical standpoint for CSD and we are now down to determining what
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the community will swallow. I sincerely hope that the big picture is the one that prevails - the one
that best benefits students, teachers, staff, as well as balancing the interests of residents from all
corners of Decatur.
•

The k-5 model served Decatur well for years. It allowed for the creation of multiage classes when
student enrollment was up or down. Because of Decatur's growing lack of economic diversity
among its students there doesn't seem to be a need for isolating preteens before they enter middle
school. K-5 option would cut down on transportation costs and give the 4-5 students the
opportunity to be good roll models for younger students.

•

The massive development of townhouses, condos and apartments in Decatur is deeply stressing
our school capacity. I urge the school board and administration to be much more vocal, even
activist, in letting the city and city council know continued how much continued over development
hurts the education of our children. The real estate developers should be assessed significant fees
and required to complete publicly accessible impact studies for traffic, infrastructure, and schools,
anytime when building multi unit developments. In our neighborhood Glennwood Estates, 34 4 BR
townhouses are being wedged into a space that previously held 4 single family homes. Those 34
houses are very likely to be purchased by people who have children, putting 8 times more children
into our schools. The developers stand to net tens of millions on these townhouses and we are the
big losers. We pay very high taxes in Decatur, and our children, seniors, and working class
professionals like teachers and public employees should benefit from our investment.

•

The most important aspect of this entire configuration should be class size and accessibility to
teachers. We are a small community and need to stay together.

•

The only option I can get behind is 2 being a Glennwood estates resident. This is the only option
that keeps our neighborhood together in the same school/s. Also please do not discount the
importance of the Glennwood neighborhood based on attendance at meetings. There may be more
people in Oakhurst or Winnona but Glennwood is important as well. Thanks. I know these are
tough decisions. Neighborhood cohesiveness is most important to me.

•

The only reason why I have option 1a any points is because at least the 3-5 schools would be
equally sized. 2 is the least disruptive option for the students.

•

The options appear to be presented in a manner suggesting that CSD and/or the consultants want
respondents to promote option 1B over all of the others. The fact that 1B is presented as being
without any challenges is disingenuous, especially considering the challenges presented for 1A.
Also, why has no information been presented explaining why Oakhurst must continue to outpace
the other ES south of College with respect to enrollment. If CSD is considering construction/
conversion/etc. expansion of the WP and CH sites and accordingly redrawing the attendance maps
would seem to address the crux of the issue with respect to Oakhurst ES.
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•

The process overall feels rushed and as if it came about quite suddenly, causing what amounts to
panic among some people. I think everyone understands the capacity pressure on the schools and
giving people a bit more time to think through options and handle the idea of change would be
useful in future. The way the data was presented could have been improved too. Benefits and
challenges were not well thought out and there is an appearance that CSD prefers option 1b due to
the lack of challenges even if it does not. These sections need to be better thought through and
reviewed prior to publishing. Not enough data was presented on K-2 vs. K-3 (and EL vs. IB in
third) and it feels as if that decision is being made as a result of the facility discussion, rather than as
a core decision itself. Not enough data was presented on enrollment projections - how were they
arrived at? What is the margin for error? What is current capacity of schools? I could not find that
information. I think you might find more support for modular if it keeps schools as more
neighborhood schools and also keeps us from overbuilding in such a small district . I would
suggest keeping these in play and making a key part of the strategy to handle fluctuating capacity. I
like how it works at Glennwood currently with the specials teachers in the modular. On some of the
other priorities: I find it hard to assess 'ability for teachers to collaborate'. That certainly seems
important but can't gauge how the choices change this from current (for better or worse). IB vs ELagain I can't assess the impact of the changes on this. Same for specialty teachers. I want my kids to
have art, music, Spanish, etc. I don't know what it means to share across a few buildings. I don't
care at all about using a building as it was originally intended. Things change! I also don't know
what you mean by equity among schools. I think broadly education within the system should be
the same in that a kid attending one COD school should have broadly the same access to education
as another. Diversity and safety/security are important - I pretty much think of these as givens that
have to be addressed as basic tenets and should apply equally to all options.

•

The provision of zoning maps along with the various options would enable me, and likely our
communities, to make more informed decisions. Personally, I cannot fully support one plan over
another without this key piece of information. If I had it, I could easily choose one plan. Surely, we
have enough current demographic data to understand where the lines might be drawn under each
option.

•

The question about making 3 priorities is impossible to answered. Who wouldn't think safety is
important? Teachers collaborating is a very general term. Collaborating with whom and how is a
more important question. The collaboration can be made possible in many ways, not just with how
the schools are structured grade wise. Educational pedagogy is of course very important, just not
sure what you mean with IB vs EL. Diversity is important but the biggest problem there is that the
school district is getting less divers as a whole.

•

The reason we moved to Decatur 8 years ago was because we loved how walkable it was, how
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"small" and local and inclusive it felt and because it had great schools and parks. we can't help but
worry that we are getting away from our local, small feel and the walkability that we love so much.
Of course, the town is a victim of it's own success.
•

The school did a disservice to the Glennwood Families by not outlining the challenges to the plan
nor its willingness to add the challenges in and restart the survey with them listed. At this point,
the Glennwood families are justifiably upset and right to consider this survey invalid and any
decisions coming from them invalid.

•

The school system has made some rather "rushed" decisions and not looked far enough into the
future before committing to building. It would be nice if CSD and COD worked together on this
issue. A highest, best use of the Calloway site may have included some form of education
component. Also, the constant approval of commercial housing development, despite a school
system that is land locked has led us to where we currently sit.

•

The school system needs to do more to reach citizens without kids in the system

•

The utilization figures are based on 2010 census data. When looking at 2021 you're estimating over
a decade out from actual hard data. The only thing we know with 100% certainty about the data
being utilized in this analysis is that it won't match the actual utilization numbers in 2021. I think
the decision to be made today should focus on minimizing disruption and should allow for each
neighborhood to continue to have a walkable K-3 school.

•

There is no replacement for have a neighborhood school that is safely walkable for our youngest
students.

•

There need to be other options that allow us to meet the needs and still maintain some unused
capacity. It is important that the 3-5 (or 4-5) schools are not all south of College Ave.

•

These options all have strengths and weaknesses. I think the key is to find the option that best
preserves the qualities of the schools that have led to their current success. It doesn't make sense to
have the facilities overcrowded and to have to immediately address crowding issues. It is important
for teachers to have the resources they need (in terms of people, equipment, space, etc.). Academic
excellence is important, but it can be achieved in either an EL or IB environment. However, Decatur
really loves our close knit K-3 communities. It's important that whatever decisions are made, some
efforts are made to have communities a part of the schools. I think it strengthens the educational
experience for all.

•

These plans need to be communicated in terms of a longer term look at capacity planning beyond
the two year horizon. Would like to see how this particular plan (whichever is chosen) affects the
plans beyond 2020/21. One factor that would have I would have weighed if I had know this was
'least disruptive'. If we have to once again re-arrange things in two years, that would be the least
attractive outcome.
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•

Think Option 1b is the right choice.

•

Third graders are too young to be with 4th and 5th graders in a quasi middle school. which is what
FAVE has turned out to be

•

This is our very 1st year in the CSD system. As many others, we moved here because of the schools
and for me, having a neighborhood school we could walk our kids to/from school in the mornings
and afternoons was extremely important. I really don't want to lose this. Also keeping the class
sizes down as much as possible is very important to me. Overcrowding is a big concern.

•

This is the least disruptive option. I do not see the logic of K-2 being a superior system.

•

This survey didn't include Option 3. Also this survey should have included the options directly
here since pulling up another document is clunky and on mobile screens was almost impossible.
Had to use a computer to be thorough. As for the questions, there is still a deficit in all these
proposals so how is this solving the problem? I recommend bigger buildings to help with the
number of students expected to attend CSD over the next 5 years.

•

This survey should have been sent to all local parents of young children even if they are not yet old
enough to be in school. The 100+ families on the College Heights waiting list should have been
included since they are also Decatur residents who expect to use the school system.

•

This survey was well done. It was easy to digest and listed the pro/cons very clearly. It's
appreciated that the community is involved in the decision making process.

•

Traffic patterns should be considered heavily. It impacts the entire city.

•

Traffic, traffic, traffic. From every person in Decatur that I talk to, on any change that is happening
in our city, it is all about how it impacts our quality of life. For those of us who also have children in
multiple schools in CSD, we worry a LOT about our children walking or biking. My husband
commutes to work by bike, my children walk to their friends' houses by themselves. Many of us
live on quiet streets, and make a big effort to keep it quiet. What we all really want to know is how
changing things impacts our ability to get around, continues to keep things safe and keeps the
quality of education up. We are proud of our city, our schools and want to make sure that the
higher costs that we have to pay on every front keep these things a priority.

•

Ultimately, none of the three options would be catastrophic if it were to be chosen. I do, however,
strongly feel that Option 1a places too heavy of a traffic and congestion burden on the Oakhurst
neighborhood. Options 1b and 2 are more equitable and make more sense geographically. Please do
not let this decision be driven primarily by the attendance projection numbers. Please take into
account the desires of the Oakhurst neighborhood to maintain the safety and walkability of our
neighborhood schools and streets.

•

Walkability - This should play no factor in the decision making. Each version is more walkable for
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some vs others.
•

Walkability is a nice feature and I know part of the heart of Decatur, but I don't want that to be the
driving factor when determining how the kids in the community will get educated.

•

Walkability is a priority for Oakhurst! Please do not to take away Oakhurst's amazing K-3!!!

•

Walkability is most important for k-3, and building community through neighborhood schools is
most critical when kids and their families are first entering the school system. For this reason, I
favor a plan that preserves as many community k-2/3 schools as possible. I like that the addition of
another 4/5 will probably lessen transit burden and bus times for kids at that age and perhaps
increase the number of kids that can walk to school for all years. Walkability is important for many
reasons: physical activity for kids (especially important before having to sit still for a whole school
day), less traffic congestion, more social time/community building for kids AND for parents. Part of
how I know so many parents is from the walk into school. This is lost if buses and carpools become
the norm. I think plan 2 is the best of the 3 options presented (and I totally oppose 1b), but I still
wonder if other plans would be even better.

•

We are zoned for Westchester. A closer 4/5 academy would be an enormous benefit to our
community. I am unclear if our kids would go to the 4/5 at Glennwood or if it would be filled by
kids closer to Glennwood. If that is the case, I'd prefer Option 1a. I think creating more balance in
where the 4/5 is located is important to the community.

•

We have been moved around thru redistricting. We fought it, but ultimately were moved, and we
ended up having a much better situation. It's emotional, but I hope everyone remembers that we
are a small city, with great schools throughout. We need to the best for ALL children affected.
Walkability is great, but not everyone has that. We don't, and ultimately it doesn't matter. And you
can actually walk many days; it's just a little longer. I appreciate the creativity in solutions.

•

We live in Oakhurst. I honestly can't imagine how insane the village area would be at 3 pm with
two 3-5 schools so close together.

•

We moved here because of the excellent schools and the promise of a bring future for our children
and grand children. Decatur is distinguished by having an excellent record of producing quality
students with a low teacher to student ratio and a wide variety of enhancing activities. In the last
few years I have seen this eroded. Middle school sports, such as track & field, were cancelled this
year and my grand children do not feel challenged and are bored. They went from a diverse and
rewarding elementary experience to one of custodial learning that has lost its spark. I love what
CSOD had been and hope you can recapture that spark of pedagogical excitement.

•

We need to consider a fourth option where we keep the K-3 and 4-5 model, but instead of the new
elementary being built as a 4-5 school, build it as a K-3 elementary school tailored to fit the capacity
needed. Then Glennwood can serve as the other 4-5 school. This would be Option 2b and would
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balance out the capacity a little better.
•

We need to improve communication with our intended audience. Majority of the folks at my table
found out about it from a friend or neighbor. Not all the schools raised awareness of this effort
equally.

•

We really need to think about ways to reduce the influx of children in to Decatur, It seems like the
only way to stop the flow is for the schools to get worse so people stop moving here. We do not
want that. Long term, I think we are going to have to explore magnet options even if those magnets
are Decatur Schools that are physically located outside the city limits. An arts based or language
immersion school would draw attendance even if it were in East Lake or Scottdale.

•

We should go back to k-5 schools. It allows for mentor of older/ younger students. Go IB all the way
k-12 instead of EL for 3-4 years and then switch for the rest of their school career. Expand the pre-k
openings. There is a need now and in the future. Since projections have a good track record, plan
for the future instead of back pedaling 3-4 years AFTER the schools have reached maximum
capacity. Start planning of expansions of building as able. Continue to make the buildings equitable
in size if that is a priority or concern.

•

We take too much for granted. Safety and quality of education should be the most important over
walkability.

•

We want WALKABLE community schools for our youngest students. No one wants to put their
Kindergartener on a bus to schlep across Decatur at 6:00 a.m.

•

We're always conservative on our enrollment projections. More families want to be here than the
figures seem to account for. When you build the new facility, make it larger than you think it needs
to be. Add a floor and keep it closed until you need to use it as demand for space increases. This is
what high growth districts like Lanier HS in Buford do.

•

What about the UMCH land?

•

What if new school and Fave all became K-5? Why not consider this? Expeditionary learning is
amazing. I'd hate for 3rd graders to lose this. I think IB at the 4/5 is not so great. I get we need for
Middle school, not sure what all the options are. I write this as someone with older children so it's
not just that I have fear of unknown.

•

What is the rationale for devoting planning, land/property, and $$$ to creating a new ECLC when it
serves a very small proportion of residents, and most who also pay tuition? I want to go to College
Heights, but can't get in (on WL almost 3 years) yet pay taxes that are going to fund a new site which I presumably also can't get in to. Seems limited physical space (property and buildings)
might be better served to ensure ALL kids in Decatur have access to high quality education starting
in kindergarten, and/or by allowing (space wise) for pre-k at our neighborhood schools. The way
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college heights functions currently is bizarre and unusual for a public school system. These plans
are tight projection-wise - if hundreds of additional spots can be made available by building a new
building (to house ECLC in this proposal), it seems like there's plenty of need in the elementary
category, and an ECLC that serves a fraction of families in our community should be lower priority/
phased out.
•

Whatever option is picked, it is important that the 4/5's (or 3-5's, though I hope not) be treated as
ELEMENTARY schools. Granted, they are upper elementary, but they are NOT pre-middle school.
Under the current 4/5 principal, that seems to be more of the focus, but under the immediate prior
administration, it was definitely not and children were not treated like they were in elementary
school, as they should have been. I fear that if 3-5 schools are created, it would be taking children
into that older expectation when they are too young.

•

While I appreciate that you are seeking the input of CSD parents, if space is the primary
consideration, you might want to make the decision primarily based on that. If there are some
options that are clearly more problematic from a space considerations perspective than others, that
needs to take on greater importance (e.g., if Glennwood can't be expanded, and Oakhurst is a
bigger school, that to me says that Oakhurst is a better conversion option to a 3-5 school).

•

While I understand costs and spaces may be limiting and must be considered along with need for
training and collaboration among teachers, best practices for creating rich learning environments
and what is best for children should be kept at the center of the decision. So many aspects are
valuable to me including diversity, walkability, ensuring resources are adequately allocated, etc.
but creating an environment the builds community, makes children feel known and valued within
a community in which they can grow in confidence over time and be seen as an individual may
require flexibility yet is the most important for creating a learning environment where children are
safe to take risks and get the support they need to grow and learn and become leaders in their own
community.

•

While I understand we need to address the growth of K-5, nothing has been discussed about what
is happening to our children currently attending K-3 and 4/5. What does their future look like?
Additionally, why would you not consider adding on to Winnona Park to make it a more up-todate school with more capacity as an alternative to only building new establishments?

•

While Walkability is important to me...and we currently enjoy it ourselves...giving the students,
teachers and faculty what they need to achieve ACADEMICALLY is 100 times more important to
me. Thank you for the thoughtful approach to this difficult issue. I appreciate your seeking so much
input from the community.

•

Why are K-5 schools not considered a viable option?

•

Why has City of Decatur not moved to PYP model for ages 4-18? EL is a model that doesn't
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necessarily fit in with the rest of the IB system. This would solve a few issues (the "educational
pedagogy - IB vs. EL" for one)
•

Why is changing CHECLC to a K-2/K-3 the only option? Why not keep CHECLC as a preschool
and build a new K-2 and a new 3-5? President Obama gave recognition to this school!

•

Why no 4/5 schools north of the R R tracks?

•

Why not make the new build ECLC PK-3?

•

Why would we go through the expense of converting College Heights from an ECLC to an
elementary school and building a new building for the ECLC? Wouldn't it be more efficient and
cost effective to leave College Heights as an ECLC and use the new building to house an
elementary school?

•

Would it be possible to consider Option 2b, which is to make College Heights a 4-5 instead of a K-3?
The enrollment numbers would seem to work out better then in terms of utilization. If College
Heights is converted, what options will be available for Pre-K education? In general, given the
space and financial constraints, why does College Heights continue to operate a daycare? The city
does not have enough Pre-K classrooms, so at the very least it would seem that all of College
Heights (or whatever center exists in the future) should be devoted to the main educational mission
of the district instead of a daycare facility.

•

Would modular classrooms spread among the schools be an option? Having smaller classroom size
is proven to have a great impact on learning and, while not ideal, the distribution could minimize
the usage impact while still gaining the benefit of lower teacher to student ratios. I want to thank
the City and the Schools for the time an effort in researching this. Being able to provide feedback is
an honor and I know the challenges aren't easy. Not everyone will be pleased with the results, but I
feel confident that the welfare of our children and our community are your priority. Thanks.

•

Would support option 1b more if subsequent zoning kept together neighborhoods around
Clairemont ES and adjoining ones in Glennwood. No offense to any other neighborhoods, but we
are a close group of families. As support for the K-5 option showed, people want smaller, more
local schools and more control over their local school.

•

You must look ahead to zoning and what the selected options will mean for walkability and the
neighborhood school feel of our community.

•

You say this is a transparent process, but we had no notice of the meeting Monday, and were sent a
last minute email from a parent regarding this evenings meeting at Glennwood. How is that
transparent?

•

You should go with Option 1b. I feel it would be the least disruptive to the staff currently in place
as well as each community involved.
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