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JOINT LEGISLATIVE BUDGET COMMITTEE HEARING 

 

YONKERS CITY SCHOOL DISTRICT 

 

 

INTRODUCTION 
 

I would like to take this opportunity to thank co-chairs Senator John A. DeFrancisco 

and Assemblymember Herman D. Farrell as well as the Education Chairs Senator 

John J. Flanagan and Assemblymember Catherine Nolan for allowing us this venue to 

speak candidly about the state of education in our districts. I would also like to share 

my greetings with our local delegation Senate Minority Leader Andrea Stewart 

Cousins and Senator George Latimer as well as the delegation chair 

Assemblymember Gary Pretlow and Assemblymember Shelly Mayer.  

 

As you are acutely aware, the Big 4 School Districts educate over 100,000 children in 

our state. It is my privilege to address you today on behalf of the (YPSD) Yonkers 

Public School District, which is one of the only school districts statewide that is 

continually growing and is projected to enroll over 30,000 students by the 2018-2019 

school year.  

Figure 1

Yonkers Public Schools PK-12 Enrollment History and Projections

2005-06 to 2020-21
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Much of my message today will touch on familiar needs that Yonkers and the other 

Big 5 school districts have faced:  

  

 The need for equitable funding for public education has been clear and 

consistent through the years; that need has yet to be addressed.  
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 The need for a renewed focus on instructional results for our students is 

universally acknowledged; the tools we use to measure those results and how 

we apply the data gleaned from those tools are still debated. 

   

 The need to create a fair, equitable and accountable evaluation system, long 

overdue, has begun. However, leaving the implementation of the APPR as a 

subject of local negotiation has blunted the impact this first step could have 

had on improving performance. The process of enacting the APPR through the 

negotiations weakens the position of management, whose first concern is the 

continuation of funding to ensure that the instructional programs remain 

intact. With open contracts and the need to comply with 3012-c along with the 

threat of withholding federal and state dollars from the neediest districts, we 

have to negotiate from a position of weakness.  

 

 The need to address the rapidly decaying physical infrastructure of our urban 

districts and the rising costs of construction and maintenance requires 

thinking and proven solutions.  

 

I hope to touch upon not only these issues, but also upon some of the solutions that lie 

within our grasp.  For too long we have made an artificial distinction between present 

problems and future needs.  Short-term decision-making mortgages our future for 

today’s quick fix.  In fact, we must acknowledge that how we resolve current issues is 

directly linked to future outcomes.  Today’s investments yield tomorrow’s dividends. 

 

I am pleased with the Governor’s increase toward education funding, as well as 

having the ability to compete for funds. However, Pre-Kindergarten should not be an 

area to compete, but should in fact be funded in lowest wealth districts because it 

makes sense educationally if we ever are to close the achievement gap. 

 

We also applaud the effort to enact so-called “pension-smoothing” legislation.  While 

we appreciate the uncertainty and volatility of any investment in these times, history 

tells us that short-term instability flattens out over time.  A rate of increase set within a 

narrow range, with a built-in “reset” after a fixed number of years, could certainly 

provide the retirement systems the contributory support they require while 

providing school districts with short-term budget certainty and relief.   

 

The Governor’s request to freeze Charter School tuition is sensible and should not be 

tampered with as it becomes extremely costly to our districts and essentially neuters 

the moderate increase to the students enrolled in our district schools.  

 

Another area of concern is the unregulated ability of area BOCES, state agencies, to 

charge exorbitant administrative fees that differ amongst BOCES. The Yonkers City 

School District pays over one million dollars in administrative fees on top of the fees 

for services provided. This is unacceptable and our delegation will be sponsoring a 

bill to end this unfair and irrational practice. 
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PRE-KINDEGARTEN – SAVE HARMLESS 
 

In that spirit, the District is pleased with the Governor’s reduction of the GEA, as well 

as having the ability to compete for funds. However, in our neediest communities, 

where the ravages of poverty, crime, unemployment and despair can lead to lifelong 

learning and behavior problems, Pre-Kindergarten funding should not be subject to 

competition.  The state should fully fund Pre-Kindergarten programs in all districts 

where children face economic and social adversity. Intervening in these precious 

lives during early childhood leads to better school achievement, increased high 

school graduation rates, better language acquisition, higher employment rates and 

greater income throughout their lives.  As Fredrick Douglass observed, “It is easier 

to build strong children than to repair broken men.”   

 

Due to several years of frozen or limited increases in Foundation Aid (amounting to 

.6% increase over four years) the District has had to redesign its Pre-Kindergarten 

program from a full-day offering to half days.  While this allowed us to serve a 

student population exceeding the 1,589 that serves as the base for our UPK aid, 

enrollment has dropped.  This is not due to a lack of demand for Pre-Kindergarten.  

In fact, enrollment is strong for the program. However, many of our working families 

cannot avail themselves of a half-day Pre-Kindergarten experience unless they 

additionally incur substantial day care costs that are beyond their limited means.  

These students, largely from poorer, non-English speaking families, are precisely the 

group that benefits most from the Pre-Kindergarten experience.  While the District 

finds a way to restore full day Pre-Kindergarten and bring these students back to the 

program, we ask that the District be held harmless on UPK aid if it falls below the 

1,589 threshold. 

 

For your support, I have included excerpts from a study conducted by Hart & Risley 

that investigated language acquisition and the effects of home experiences on a 

child’s development1. The study divided children ranging in ages from ten months to 

three years into three socioeconomic categories based on parent education levels 

and family income. Please note that, regardless of subcategory placement, all 

participant families were considered “well-functioning.” The study found that 

students from professional homes heard, on average, 900 more words an hour than 

children in working class families and over 1,500 more words an hour than children 

in welfare-recipient families. 

   

By age three, the observed cumulative vocabulary for children in the professional 

families was about 1,100 words. For children from working class families, the 

observed cumulative vocabulary was about 750 words and for children from welfare-

recipient families it was just above 500 words. In fact, by age four, this equated to a 

student from a welfare-recipient family hearing up to 32 million fewer words than a 

classmate from a professional family. 

 

Children in professional families heard a higher ratio of encouragements to 

discouragements than their working class and welfare-supported counterparts. 

                                           
1 Hart, B and Risley, T.R. (1995, 2003). Meaningful Differences in the Everyday Experiences of Young American Children. 

Brookes Publishing. 
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Because language acquisition is the foundation for success in all other subjects, the 

benefits that young students from less affluent homes receive in full-day Pre-

kindergarten not only ensures their development, but also balances readiness across 

subcategories, making all students prepared for academic achievement. 

 

The advantages of a full-day Pre-kindergarten program have been confirmed by 

peer-reviewed national studies as well as state-funded and District-commissioned 

studies that have compared the impact of half-day versus full-day programs. All 

validate that students in full-day Pre-kindergarten programs, particularly those in 

low-income, urban districts, incur significantly greater academic advantages. 

 

The following is an overview of national and state studies that support these findings. 

 

In 2006, the National Institute on Early Education conducted a randomized controlled 

trial2, considered the “gold standard” approach to addressing cause and effect 

questions in education research, in which 4-year-olds in a low income urban district 

were randomly assigned to prekindergarten programs of different durations. The 

results showed: 

 The added hours of a full-day program were substantially effective at closing 

the achievement gap between these urban children and their more 

advantaged peers. 

 Even students who were far behind at entry to preschool could develop 

vocabulary, math, and literacy skills that approached national norms if 

provided with extended-duration preschool 

 

In 2004, the Center for Evaluation and Education Policy conducted a meta-analysis of 

all national studies that compare full to half-day prekindergarten programs3. In this 

study: 

 Results supported the effectiveness of full-day over half-day programs in 

“achievement, grade retention, special education referrals, and social and 

behavioral effects, generally.”  

 Disadvantaged students in full-day kindergarten were found to experience 

greater academic benefits than students in half day programs.” 

 

Both studies showed that parents are more satisfied with full-day Pre-kindergarten 

programs than with half-day programs. For parents, decreased childcare expenses, 

more convenient arrangements, and a great opportunity to foster the academic, 

social, and emotional growth of the children are cited as major advantages. My 

informal conversations with Yonkers’ parents echo these findings. The struggle to 

negotiate childcare needs with half-day Pre-kindergarten forced many of our families 

out of the program last year. As the data has confirmed, missing Pre-kindergarten 

may cause long-term negative effects on our students’ academic achievement.   

  

                                           
2 Robin, K.B.; Frede, E.C., and Barnett, W.S. (2006). Is More Better? The Effects of Full-Day vs. Half-Day Preschool on 

Early School Achievement. Accessed at www.nieer.org on September 5
th
 2012. 

3 Plucker, J.A.; Eaton, J.J.; Rapp, K.E.; Woong, L; Nowak, J; Hansen, J.A. and Bartleson, A. (2004). The Effects of Full 

Day Versus Half Day Kindergarten: Review and Analysis of National and Indiana Data. Prepared for the Indiana 
Association of Public School Superintendents by The Center for Evaluation and Education Policy. Accessed on 
September 5

th
 2012. 

http://webmail.yonkerspublicschools.org/exchweb/bin/redir.asp?URL=http://www.nieer.org
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BOCES ADMINISTRATIVE FEES – NON COMPONENT DISTRICTS 
 

Another area of concern is the unregulated ability of area BOCES, state agencies, to 

charge exorbitant administrative fees that differ amongst BOCES. The Yonkers City 

School District pays over one million dollars in administrative fees on top of the fees 

for services provided.  

 

The ability to rationally plan and budget is sometimes made difficult by the 

interaction of our District with regional BOCES.  We contract for services with three 

different regional BOCES, as well as several neighboring school districts, for specific 

student and staff services.  The BOCES regions (Rockland, Northern Westchester and 

Southern Westchester) abut each other.  They are subject to the same financial forces 

that impact all downstate districts.  However, while no other neighboring school 

district charges any administrative fee for services, each BOCES office charges 

exorbitant administrative fees ranging from 10% to 16% above tuition and program 

costs.   

 

Though these are state agencies, there seems to be no state control.  Apparently, no 

uniform rationale exists for why administrative fees are charged or what those fees 

should be.  Nor is it clear why these state agencies should be siphoning state aid 

from state funded school systems.  

 

During a period when aid has been frozen and GEAs have been assessed against us, 

these random and unjustified fees have cost the Yonkers City School District over one 

million dollars a year!  This is an unacceptable practice and our delegation will be 

sponsoring a bill to end this resource destroying practice in future years.  Every 

other district has the discipline to remain solvent without assessing administrative 

fees; BOCES should not be the exception.  Eliminating these fees is rational, fair and 

provides predictability into the future. Perhaps best of all, it provides significant 

budget relief to Yonkers without cost to the state.  
 

 

CHARTER SCHOOL TUITIONS – RESTORE EQUITY TO ALL 

STUDENTS  
 

The District supports unfreezing Charter School tuitions so that tuitions float in 

response to changes in districts’ approved operating expense (AOE).  An approach 

that selects either the lower of a tuition driven by permanent law or an “unfrozen” 

tuition adjusting to changes in AOE is sensible and fair to public school districts.  To 

allow otherwise would be to create an entitlement for schools run by private 

corporations to receive increases in public aid while basic education budgets 

stagnate.  This has nothing to do with the inherent value of charter schools; it is an 

issue of fairness and equal funding for all of our students.  Allowing Charter School 

tuitions to adjust up or down in relation to AOE reduces fiscal pressure on public 

school districts today and allows them to plan rationally for future years.  It puts 

charter school funding on a rational path that secures predictable, proportional 

budget assumptions into the future. 
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THE YONKERS CITY SCHOOL BUDGET – 2013 - 2014  
 

We can no longer reduce staff and services.  We have eliminated virtually all art, 

music, student support and extracurricular programs.  Moving forward, our goal is to 

restore some of the critical offerings our students have lost.  Thank you for the bullet 

aid that allowed us to restore some of our sports programs last year. This year’s 

budget calls for the restoration of 60 vitally needed instructional and student support 

positions lost due to the drastic budget cuts and underfunding by the State over the 

last few years. It is the only discretionary cost increase contemplated for next year.  
 

It must be noted that our funding is not predictable or certain.  Despite a continuing 

growth in our enrollment, regular increases to Foundation Aid ceased years ago; 

apparently, this year there is no increase planned.  The major “increase” in our state 

aid this year is, in fact, a reduction in the GEA imposed several years ago.  While we 

are grateful for the reduction, you should remember that the remaining GEA keeps 

us over $21 million below the level at which Foundation Aid was frozen four years 

ago.  Please continue the phase out of the GEA and restore a regular and meaningful 

increase to Foundation Aid that reflects student enrollment and CPI. 
 

Anticipated Revenue 1/23/13  507,586,500  

    

Less: Expense Estimate  (550,176,813) 

     

    Estimated Budget Shortfall  (42,590,313) 

    

    

    

Major Expense Changes   

(Increase)/Decrease    

Salary - Due to Steps and Contractual Raises  (11,501,765) 

ERS   (1,224,927) 

TRS   (3,089,514) 

MTA Tax   928,480  

Health Insurance   (5,414,447) 

Other Fringe Changes  (456,362) 

Restored Staff – Salary  (7,028,337) 

Restored Staff – Fringe  (2,411,880) 

Tuitions   (785,163) 

Charter Schools   (1,424,125) 

BOCES   (365,077) 

Contractual   21,737  

Debt Service   1,885,009  

Fuel Oil   (764,083) 

Other Utilities   (128,890) 

Supplies, Equipment, Textbooks, etc  (288,240) 

Building Repairs   (233,580) 

Transportation   (2,163,480) 

Bonded   (1,907,790) 

Miscellaneous   (371,496) 

   (36,723,930) 
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UNFUNDED MANDATES – STILL NO RELIEF 

 
Unfunded mandates continue to be the subject of countless committees, reports and 

speeches and continue to be as prevalent and pernicious as ever, taking millions of 

dollars from the basic education of our children. In the last fiscal year, unfunded 

mandates accounted for 12.53% of our budget or $62,366,147.  We continue to support 

the mandate relief proposals suggested by the Big 5 and Lower Hudson Council of School 

Superintendents and will not reiterate them here.  And we further urge the legislature not 

to enact new mandates unless full state funding is also provided. 

 

We have taken these positions for years and the Assembly and Senate have voiced 

understanding of this problem.  However, nothing has changed.  Without legislative 

intervention, next year the cost of unfunded mandates to Yonkers taxpayers will rise 

nearly $6.2 million, to $68,505,751, an all-time high. 

 

This includes a new unfunded mandate that promises to become one of the more 

expensive additions to our budget – the unfunded mandate of an annual professional 

performance review for all teachers and principals. In fact, the implementation of the 

negotiated APPR will cost the district close to 3M this year alone. 

 

COST TO IMPLEMENT APPR – YONKERS PUBLIC SCHOOL DISTRICT 

 

 Contract with CSSR to implement APPR  330,000. 

 Contract with Pace University for PD    25,000. 

 Local Assessment Contract    370,000. 

 Administrator and Teacher hourly for PD  900,000. 

 Network Teams              1,100,000. 

 Supplies for Administrators    100,000. 

 Teacher hourly to develop SLO     15,000. 

 Travel to Albany       25,000. 

BOCES/Vendor registration fees     15,000. 

Teacher hourly to develop local assessment 100,000. 

 

Total                2,980,000. 
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YONKERS  P.R.I.D.E.  

(Performance-based Rapid Infrastructure Development Enterprise)  

FIRST IN THE NATION 
 
In past years, I have explained in some detail the deteriorating condition of our 

schools.  Sadly, the situation has not changed.  Buildings still crumble around our 

students; walls collapse, boilers explode roofs leak, and windows that work at all, 

rattle in the wind. Yonkers’ school buildings are the oldest in New York State.  Our 

“average” building is 73 years old, nine buildings are over 95 and our oldest 

building is 128.  Ninety-five percent of our buildings have been rated 

“Unsatisfactory” under state-mandated guidelines.  In addition to literally crumbling 

around our students, our schools were built to the educational standards of another, 

bygone eras.  They are dark, poorly ventilated and uniformly too small.  We rank 

second to last in square footage per student.  

 

Exacerbating the problem is the increasing size of our student population.  In 2010, 

our buildings were already overcrowded by 20%.  A recently completed 

demographic study projects continued enrollment growth over the next ten years.  

Unlike most districts in the state, we will be adding new students over the near and 

long term.  Adding to a system already taxed beyond its limits. 

 

It is a problem shared by many urban districts across the country and none have yet 

found a cost-efficient way to get these relatively large infrastructure projects done in 

a timely way.   

 

We had created an ambitious Educational Facilities Plan to literally rebuild the 

decaying physical infrastructure of the District.  The cost was projected at over $1.6 

billion; the first phase was nearly $700 million.  Prior capital plans were poorly 

funded by the City of Yonkers.  This was not due to a city government that was tone 

deaf to our needs or overly parsimonious.  The sheer size of the fiscal effort needed, 

combined with the relatively low state building aid that the District receives, simply 

put the project beyond the scope of traditional “design-bid-build” delivery methods 

financed by municipal bonds.  We needed a new way to provide safe, healthy 

buildings for our students that were also functional 21st century educational 

environments. 

 

We believe we have found a way. 

 

Better Schools, Faster Delivery, Lower cost 
 

A new generation of public schools can be built and renovated using performance-

based infrastructure delivery methods.  Simply put, following the Governor’s lead to 

look to private sector solutions to address public sector problems, Yonkers has a 
plan (Yonkers PRIDE) that will harness private sector knowledge and experience to 

rebuild six of our schools.  Near-term construction will be informed by long-term 

maintenance needs.  Our costs over time will be fixed (plus CPI); the budget impact 

will be known for decades to come before any work begins. Perhaps most 

significantly, Yonkers PRIDE will generate $68 million in whole-life savings over 
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traditional methods, through risk transfer, economies of scale and accelerated 

delivery.   

 

This project does not just rebuild schools.   It directly addresses issues of local and 

state-wide concern.   

 These schools will be built as community centers, with common areas that 

can be used to revitalize neighborhood activities and services. 

 

 Yonkers PRIDE will create thousands of local jobs and apprentice 

opportunities for those currently out of work or under-represented in the 

workforce. 

 

 The building and renovation effort will give Yonkers the opportunity to 

incorporate environmentally sensitive technologies that will reduce the 

carbon footprint of the city by reducing energy and fossil fuel 

consumption. 

 

 Yonkers PRIDE helps to create the first generation of schools designed to 

deliver a “Pre-K through 16” education through partnerships with SUNY 

and local institutions of higher learning. 

 

The launching of Yonkers PRIDE will be an historic event; this type of performance-

based infrastructure project, while somewhat common in the United Kingdom, 

Canada and Australia, is relatively new to our shores.  Though new, this project has 

already been recognized as one of the “World’s 100 Most Innovative Infrastructure 

Projects” at the World Cities Summit in Singapore last July.   

 

This is exactly the kind of new thinking that the Governor has encouraged; it is the 

kind of relief from an increasing spiral of debt our taxpayers deserve; it is the best 

and most lasting kind of job creation plan; and, most of all, and it will finally repair a 

broken physical plant for the schoolchildren of Yonkers. 
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PER PUPIL STATE AID - DRASTICALLY REDUCED TO YPSD 
 

Over a ten year period the percentage of aid per pupil in the YPSD has been reduced 

from 60% to 50% a decrease of 10% while the city contribution has increased 7% 

from 38% per pupil to 45% per pupil. This year the YPSD is hobbled working with 

only sixteen psychologists and ten social workers for 26,000 students. There is little 

Art and Music and no Library in the elementary schools. The highly successful and 

award winning full day Pre-Kindergarten has been relegated to a half day program. 

Always a source of pride and this year, with registration growing and actual 

admission declining, many of our working parents can no longer take advantage of 

the half day Pre-K program. There are only two guidance counselors assigned to 

every high school with average case loads of 400+ students. 

 

  

  

  

 burden 

upon our 

citizens has led to decades  
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THE BIG PICTURE: Where does YPSD fit in N.Y. State? 
 

Last year, 2011-12 marked the third year of a revised New York State testing program 

that applied higher cut scores to more rigorous ELA and Math 3-8 examinations.  

Despite these substantial changes coupled with staggering budgetary constraints, 

YPS outperformed all other Big 5 Districts, with the exception of New York City 

(Figures 1 and 2).  Consistent with the State average and Big 5 Districts, the 

proportion of Yonkers students achieving proficiency on the English Language Arts 

exam increased by 2.9 from the previous year from 37.8 in 2011 to 40.7.  Similarly 

46.8 percent of Yonkers students achieved proficiency on the mathematics exam, 

reflecting a significant 6.4 percent increase from 2011. 
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YONKERS PUBLIC SCHOOLS GRADUATION RATE 

Yonkers Public Schools Graduation Rate 

 
The on time graduation rate for YPSD students has remained steady over the 

past two years with 72% of 2008 cohort students graduating which is quite 

close to the NYS average of 77%.  

 

Cohort 

Year 

Academic 

Year 

Number of 

Students in 

Cohort  

Number of 

Graduates 

Graduating 

by August 

Graduation 

Rate Percent 

of cohort 

graduating 

by August 

2008 2011-12  1814 1307 72% 

2007 2010-11 1858 1339 72% 

2006 2009-10 1673 1144 68% 

2005 2008-09 2072 1326 64% 

2004 2007-08 1768 1149 65% 

2003 2006-07 1668 1051 
Change in NYS Metric 

63% 
Change in NYS Metric 

2002 2005-06 1301 976  75% 

2001 2004-05 1261 832 66% 

 
* In 2006-07 for Cohort 2003, NYS changed the metrics for graduation rate to the more 

rigorous standard adopted by the National Governors Association (NGA). 
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YPSD GRADUATES: POSTSECONDARY PLANS 

 
The following chart plots the reported plans of YPSD graduates to attend a 

postsecondary institution as reported to NYSED. The increase in the number 

of graduates from the previous chart is noted due to the fact that this chart 

includes students who graduate after five years. 

 

 
Graduation 

Year 

Number  

Graduates 

(Annual) 

4-Year 

College 

2-Year 

College 

Total 

4 & 2-Year 

College 

Percent 

Graduates 

Attending 

College 

Military Employment Percent 

College + 

Military + 

Employment 

2011-

12 

1383 636 574 1210 87% 31 39 93% 

2010-

11 

1368 677 547 1224 89% 14 59 95% 

2009-

10 

1257 545 450 995 79% 11 116 89% 

2008-

09 

1362 557 545 1102 81% 19 128 92% 

2007-

08 

1279 450 461 911 71% 21 68 78% 

2006-

07 

1188 501 517 1018 86% 6 97 94% 

2005-

06 

1159 610 345 955 82% 22 88 92% 

2004-

05 

1049 459 307 776 73% 16 106 85% 
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CONCLUSION 
 

As I suggested at the outset, it is an illusion to think we have a choice between the 

issues of today and those of the tomorrow.   In fact, it has never been clearer that how 

we choose to address present problems of equitable funding, early childhood 

education, fair and meaningful professional evaluations, unfunded mandates and the 

deteriorating infrastructure of our urban districts are all inextricably linked to how 

prepared our children will be to compete and succeed in the future. 

 

Last year, the Governor had taken up the mantle of the “Students’ Lobbyist” and I am 

glad that he joined us and it is good to know that there is an advocate in our state’s 

highest office.   

 

Working in education one must be an optimist.  We need to believe that today’s 

work, sacrifice and investment will be rewarded tomorrow.  In that spirit, every 

single day in Yonkers, we guide 26,000 students to their futures. Give us the support 

we need to guide them well. 

 

Thank you.  

 

 

Thank you. 

 
Bernard P. Pierorazio   Joseph Bracchitta 

Superintendent of Schools  Chief Administrative Officer 

Yonkers City School District  Yonkers City School District 
bpierorazio@yonkerspublicschools.org jbracchitta@yonkerspublicschools.org 
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LETTER FROM 8TH GRADE STUDENT – EILEEN CASTILLO 
 

March 7, 2012 

To Whom It May Concern: 

Hello, my name is Eileen Castillo.  I am currently an 8th grade student at the Casimir 

Pulaski School.  I have experienced all the sudden changes made to my educational 

environment.  All these changes made because of the budget cuts haven’t only 

impacted me but those around me, my peers. 

Due to the $39 million cut from Yonkers public schools, our school has no longer a 

school counselor.  I, as well as my classmates, will be entering high school in 

September 2012.  A school counselor is a big help when it comes to picking which 

high school will be ideal for us.  Since we do not have school counselors, I found 

myself searching for help.  My family and I had to do our own research.  If we had a 

school counselor, I do believe the stress of looking for high schools would have been 

a lot lighter. 

Another extra curriculum, I grew up with was art.  We no longer have that and it 

saddens me that my little brother won’t grow up with the capability of expressing his 

artistic side.  For many, drawing is a tool used to express who they are, but how will 

they be able to do that if schools don’t provide it?  Without art, I truly believe many 

students won’t be able to explore the creative side of life. 

Our school contains a gymnasium, but it’s too bad we only get to use it every six 

days.  When I was younger, I faintly remember having gym every other day.  I look at 

the effects it could have on students.  Young children should have gym so that they 

can do some physical activity since most of the week all they are doing is sitting in a 

chair.  The closest thing the middle school does to exercise is walk up stairs here and 

there.  With the increase in obesity and illnesses, I think one of the major things 

students should be exposed to is physical activity. 

Music is an element we hear in our everyday lives.  Four years ago, our school had a 

band, where we performed in concert.  My two brothers and I were involved in the 

school band.  I played the clarinet.  There was one point, when we even performed in 

the Yonkers City Hall.  My brother was a saxophone player but now his instrument, as 

well as everyone else’s, is in the closet collecting dust.  Music and art is used as an 

outlet to express emotions.  If schools provide these activities, many students will be 

our potential artist and musicians. 

Many questions circulate my head when I think about this subject, especially, without 

the proper education, what future is expected from us?  I am concerned about the 

consequence it will have on the development of young children, like me.  If children 

are provided a better education, they will turn out to be great citizens in a successful 

society. 

School is a place where we learn, create memories, new friends and grow as human 

beings.  It’s too bad that all we have lately experienced is our extra curriculum 

activity and gym class being taken away from us.  When the budget is cut, it puts a 

limit on our capability of exploring what our strengths and weaknesses are.  I hope 

that with the support of the government, we will soon have our art, gym, music and 

counselors back.  I am optimistic; we can soon change for the better.  We are the 

future of our Community…our City…our Country. 

Best regards, 

 





2012-13
Annual Budget

$513 million $19,731.00

Per Pupil
Expenditure for
26,000 Students

$127 million

$38 million

$42 million

$23 million

$10 million

$273 million

$187 M for general education

$86 M for special needs students

*$8,449 per general education student

*$22,239 per special needs student

$4,923 per pupil

$1,462 per pupil

$1,615 per pupil

$885 per pupil

$385 per pupil

$10,500 per pupil*
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