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APA PUBLIC SCHOOLS INTEREST GROUP MEETING 

2016 APA National Conference 
Phoenix, AZ 

Saturday, April 2nd 
 

Persons in attendance:  
 

1. Carrie Makarewicz, Ph.D., Co-Chair, University of Colorado Denver 
2. Candace H. Stowell, AICP, Co-Chair (by Phone) 
3. Timothy D. Van Epp, AICP, APA International Division 
4. Wendy L. Tinsley Becker, Urbana Preservation, San Diego  
5. Andrew Giraldi, Trenton, NJ 
6. Katherine L. Gray, New York  
7. Shannon, Jaax, AICP, Kansas City Public Schools (MO) 
8. John Valdez, AICP, New Mexico Public School Facilities Authority 
9. Bill Sprick, New Mexico Public School Facilities Authority 
10. Joshua Haston, Georgia Tech MCRP  
11. Libbie Adams, Adams County, CO  
12. Jason Shallcross, University of Iowa URP Program 
13. Saralee Morrissey, FAICP, Facilities Planning Director, Volusia School District, Florida 
14. Ashley Richards, Philadelphia Planning Commission 
15. Catherine Duffy, Toole Design Group  
16. Anne Kilponen, City of Las Vegas Neighborhood Outreach Specialist.  
17. Regina Rega, AECOM (San Diego School District Contract Staff) 
18. Elvira Lopez, Senior Planner, Albuquerque Public Schools  
19. Patrice Ruffin, AICP, Community Development Department, City of Brookhaven, GA 

After introductions, Carrie reviewed the top priorities for the APA Public Schools Interest Group: 
 

1. Completing the focus areas with input from members 
2. Writing a JAPA article with Howell Baum, a retired professor from the University of Maryland. 

The JAPA article will sum up what has been written about planning and schools in the academic 
planning literature. 

3. Creating a Webcast as part of the Webcast Series. 
4. Writing an APA Policy Guide 
5. Writing an APA Planning Advisory Service (PAS) Report 

 
Attendees commented on the interest group, its activities, and broader issues around planning and 
schools as follows: 
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Members provided comments on the focus areas.  One member stated that some of the focus areas 
could be combined.   Best Practices (Focus Area 3) could include Education Elements in the Master 
Plan (Focus Area 2). 
 
Another member commented that public school planning is more than land use planning.  We need to 
be careful not to focus only on land use issues.  The participant went on to explain that every city in 
Florida addresses schools in the public facilities element.  In Florida, “what drives us are the codes.” 
Further, the member noted that the whole idea of civic architecture is going out the window.  This is what 
schools should represent.  Additionally, the charter schools are starting to exacerbate the haves and 
have-nots.  The perception is that if “charter” is part of the title, people assume this is a better school.   
 
Another member noted the benefit of having this interest group as a resource to allow planners to talk 
across the country about these issues.   
 
One member asked if the goal was to create an APA Division.  Carrie and Candace noted that right now 
the interest group is able to pull in many people as members since it is not a formal APA Division.  It was 
noted there are many people who work for school districts who are not planners (i.e., architects).  If the 
Interest Group were to become a Division, membership would be restricted to APA members and 
membership dues would be required.   
 
Carrie stated that hopefully there will be more sessions on this topic at future conferences.   
 
There was a question about the Community Schools Model.  Carrie reviewed the concept.  Sometimes 
you create a full Community School or full-service school where there is a lot of involvement from the 
community and organizations, but it’s only at the school level.  However, there are a few school districts 
that have adopted the Community Schools strategy for the entire district, such as Portland, OR and 
Oakland, CA.   
 
Another member commented that in New York City the charter schools are growing in the minority 
neighborhoods.   
 
Shannon Jaax stated that we don’t know when charters will open or where they will locate (in Kansas 
City, MO).  This impacts what kids we attract or what kids we lose.  We don’t have one education 
system, we have 21 different systems. 
 
Carrie noted that the public policy is that competition is good for public schools.  There was discussion 
about charter schools and the fact that planners are not involved in this.  It was noted that it was not the 
purpose of the interest group to go against charters but to review the processes involved in creating 
charter schools.  
 
Carrie said that the notes from the meeting will be sent out to the members.  We want people to 
volunteer for focus areas and to send articles for the web site.  Carrie said anyone can post to the list 
serv.  
 
One member commented that youth should be involved in this.   
 
Another member stated that APA Chapters could be involved in this effort (e.g., with community 
projects).    
 
The first meeting of the APA Public Schools Interest Group ended at approximately 6:05 p.m. 
 
 
Attachment A: APA Public Schools Interest Group Focus Areas 
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Attachment A 
 

APA Public Schools Interest Group Focus Areas 
 
1. Expanding planners’ knowledge of the external factors that affect student education outcomes 
2. Creating Model Education Elements in the Master Plan 
3. Highlighting best practices in school facility planning, including school siting and school closures 
4. Highlighting the connection between public education and the economic vitality of neighborhoods 

and communities 
5. Creating strategies to reduce economic and racial segregation in public schools and surrounding 

neighborhoods 
6. Highlighting the Community Schools Model 
7. Exploring different models of collaboration between local planning departments and public school 

districts. 
8. Exploring different models of public school governance and school choice. 

 


