Letter #1: the need to invest in building maintenance

Dear Honourable Member: 
I am a parent of child at Runnymede Jr. and Sr. Public School.

Why did the government cut Good Places to Learn funding?

The average age of a TDSB school is over 50 years. Why doesn't the government's funding formula provide sufficient funds for capital and maintenance? 

Twice now the McGuinty government promised to revise the funding formula. My child's school has a budget deficiency. It makes no sense that there is no funding to support the capital maintenance an 80-year-old school requires. When will the government keeps its promise and change the formula?
 The McGuinty Government has indicated in its five-year Open Ontario Plan that "your government has made education its highest priority." On December 23, 2010, the Minister of Education stated "new and renovated schools are providing better learning environments for Ontario students," and cited this as one of the 10 reasons why education in Ontario was better in 2010.  Although 17,000 renovations and upgrades have been finished or are underway as of 2010 (according to the Ministry of Education), the Ontario Government has no plan to address the aging infrastructure of the older schools in the province. For example, Runnymede needs new windows and a heating system that works in the winter. 
 The Ministry of Infrastructure has committed to revitalizing Ontario's infrastructure (roads, bridges, schools and community centres).  However, the focus is on energy retrofits for schools (solar panels and wind energy technologies) as opposed to aging infrastructure.  Schools such as Runnymede that would not be seeking funding for energy retrofits should be provided with funding in kind to address capital and maintenance issues.  I put my postal code into the Ministry of Infrastructure's website to see what infrastructure projects are going on in our neighbourhood, and I was shocked to see that there is only one.  The enhancement of Lessard Park, project cost of $99,000, is receiving a third of the funding for the project, $33,000 from the province. 
 The 2011 budget is coming up soon. Will you address the funding of school capital and maintenance in the budget so that Runnymede can be appropriately and safely maintained?

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on my concerns,

Letter #2: concerns over the impact of an inappropriately funded all day kindergarten program.

Dear Honourable Member: 
I am a parent of child at Runnymede Jr. and Sr. Public School.

We do not want all-day kindergarten as it is currently supported - this underfunded program is stealing from other students.

Runnymede has a current school population of 1,101.  This is 225 students over capacity. It makes no sense to cram more kids into a school that is at capacity. Stop implementing full day kindergarten and spending money on new programming when existing programs and maintenance are underfunded.
Although the McGuinty Government has announced that full-day kindergarten will be phased in over time, and that all publicly funded elementary schools should have it in place by 2015-16, full-day kindergarten will not be possible at Runnymede because there is simply no room for additional students.  The Ontario Government's plan for the phase-in of full-day kindergarten is neither reasonable nor practicable for oversubscribed schools such as Runnymede.
Please ensure that the 2011 budget addresses the need for an equitable funding formula, one that can address the enrolment and accommodation pressures as well as building and maintenance of our aging schools.
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