
Questions and Answers from the March 11 Information Session 
Answers here include the information given at the meeting, but edited with expanded 
information added after the meeting that might be of further help to members. For 
full text of original questions posed and responses given, you can view the video that 
is also being posted on this website. 
 
Q. What if two out of three societies approve the JSPC recommendations, and one rejects it? 
A. If any of the societies rejects the recommendation, the entire proposal would be rejected and it would be 
back to the drawing board. 
 
Q. Is there a difference in grant money/funding depending on where the society is located? 
A. Yes, but the differences are slight.  
 
Q. Why not scenario 6? (Amalgamate WOCS/CCES into CCHS and use proceeds to buy/build a new high 
school campus in the Alder-Abbey area) 
A. Many of our considerations were outlined in the report.  In addition to what is not in the report, the CCHS 
facility would be far larger than the space that is required within a few years, and that there are large parts of 
the CCHS facility that would not be useable as an elementary school (e.g. shop facility). This is also a much 
more expensive option, and this expense is not warranted at this time. It also locks the community into 
investing into a high school location before it is needed, and before we have a chance to see whether the 
eastward shift in young families continues to accelerate.  Finally, this option doesn’t resolve JCS’ enrolment 
problems, which is a more urgent need than moving the high school. 
 
Q. Is it possible to maintain the William of Orange name? 
A. Yes, this is possible and could be considered by an Implementation Committee.  
 
Q. Why was no consideration of other data points given - namely rates of birth and trends in family size? 
A. First because this information is implicit in the data points already examined – they are represented in the 
analysis that has been done.  Further comments:  This type of information would certainly be interesting, and 
give insight into total membership changes and forecasts.  However, the data would be quite difficult to 
collect, especially historically; and also difficult to use given uncertainty regarding the number of family units 
and the retention of families in the Fraser Valley.   
 
Q. Why are the WOCS parents being asked to make all of the sacrifices here? 
A. In short, they aren’t. Keeping WOCS open would likely require more sacrifice than closing it. The numbers 
were shared at a Special General Meeting at WOCS a year ago – if WOCS continues to operate with this 
declining enrolment, the parents would have to either face tuition fee increases of up to $200 per month or 
else their kids would have to be taught in triple grades.  
 
Q. Did the JSPC consider the historical context of the movement of WOCS from New West to Surrey and 
the impact on those churches? 
A. Yes, this context was considered, but it is not a given that the movement of the school caused the New 
West CanRC to close. Our perspective is that the school simply followed the members that were already 
moving across the river to Surrey and was just providing education to the community’s covenant children in 
the place where those children were located/locating already. 
 
Q. Did the JSPC consider the likely negative impact on the membership of the Western churches? 
A. Yes, very much so. However, the missionary task of the church is not the same as the educational task of 



the schools. The schools are not seeking to engineer the location of church membership, they are simply 
responding to the existing movements of church members with school-aged children within our region. 
 
Q. Is it true that JCS renovations can be done in stages over a number of years? 
A. Yes they can (as per their local Strategic Planning Committee’s findings), but this is a matter to be taken up 
in discussion with the local membership once a common direction is established. 
 
Q. Is it possible to teach CCES’ Gr. 7 class at CCHS? 
A. Yes it is possible, but it is not a viable long term option primarily because of separation of class and 
teacher from the student body.  CCES felt it would have a negative effect on the actual class as well as well as 
other Grade 7’s in the Valley. Of all the options considered by CCES, this was the least attractive of the short 
term solutions to their space issues.  Further comment:  that being said, it has not been dismissed from 
future consideration for CCES Program delivery. 
 
Q. Is it true that CCES is not accepting any new enrolment? 
A. No. The capacity problems are constraining admissions and applications are being reviewed on a case by 
case basis right now. 
 
Q. Has the study covered the bussing system and could we continue to make use of CCSTA? 
A. Yes, transportation was a big consideration in preparation of the report.  The CCSTA can service the new 
school, and is interested in working with us to use this as an opportunity to expand their operations 
eastward. They have noticed a similar eastward shift in the former CRC schools and declining enrolment on 
the western peripheries. 
 
Q. What will re-assignment of teaching positions do?  How will this be handled? 
A. This is more of a serious consideration for an Implementation Committee.  There will be a fair process set 
in place and serious consideration given with regards to the needs of the teachers. 
 
Q. If a school seeks to make large capital expenditures, who would decide the details and merits of the 
expenditure (local or executive)? 
A. It depends on the nature of the expense (needs vs. wants) and how pressing some of the needs at other 
campuses are. It is possible that if one campus wants to make a major capital expenditure that is clearly 
optional and far lower priority than other schools (for example a new astro-turf field for $X million) that they 
might just fundraise locally for that expense. 
 
Q. Would the URC members of JCS maintain membership and would this open membership across the 
valley to other URC members? 
A. The trend across the country is that this is indeed happening. If their membership has been accepted 
already it would at minimum be reasonable to maintain that membership, and it seems logical that this 
would be extended across the combined society. 
 
Q. Option 4b shows optimal enrolment of 180-190 students in the schools.  Has any analysis been done to 
see what this would look like?  Would this be evenly split across all the grade levels? 
A. That depth of analysis has not been done as it is such a huge amount of detailed work. However, what we 
know about our schools now is that in this size of school such differences can be managed, and also it will 
likely balance out after a few years (initially for example the primary grades will be larger at JCS) 
 
Q. COMMENT - The proposed location should be further east of East Aldergrove/West Abbotsford. 
A. This is fair comment, although proximity to traffic routes is probably more important. A final property 



selection will also come down to the availability of land and the type of property that can be found. 
 
Q. COMMENT - Unified Board/Common Governance is long overdue. 
A. Met with applause by the audience, no response from JSPC as obviously we favour it since it is part of the 
proposal. 
 
Q. The difference in housing prices is levelling off.  If this continues, is it not conceivable that families might 
migrate back West? 
A. The chairman states that this is not really the place to debate real estate economics, but challenges this 
statement. He further explains that his personal experience with this tells a very different story. From the 
point when he moved from Chilliwack to Surrey in 2006 to the current situation in 2013, the price gap 
between comparable properties has doubled in size. If the location choice of young families is any indication, 
the majority of people seem to disagree with the validity of the statement made in the question. 
 
Q. An additional typed-out question is shared in which the questioner explains their perspective that the 
JSPC should be putting more consideration to the role of the schools as anchors of the churches in the city, 
and suggests that this is the more God-pleasing course.  
A. The main answers to this question are already given above, namely that the purpose of the schools is to 
support the home and the church in educating our covenant children, not to fulfil a missionary mandate in 
the community. It was further pointed out that if the reformed church community decided that they wanted 
to support urban mission work, it would be quite feasible for the community as a whole to finance the 
creation of a separate mission school in support of urban mission efforts – for example to start a small school 
in New Westminster or Burnaby. 
 
  
 


