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In the wake of discoveries of
thefts and drug use, and subsequent stu-
dent reaction to disciplinary actions,
Head of School David Jackson addressed
the Upper School on March 8 to dispel
rumors and present the facts about how
he obtained information.

“The events of last week have
caused a great deal of concern, question-
ing and even anger among the students,”
Jackson stated.  During his address to the
Upper School student body, Jackson ex-
pressed his intention to clarify the extent
and specifics of what had happened, the
decisions he had made, the reasons he
had made them.  Jackson said that he
“acknowledges thievery is a serious
problem, a crime, a disruption of trust,”
but also spoke of the importance of re-
habilitating students.  Concerning
marijuana use, he stressed that “the line
between off-campus and on-campus use
is blurry.”

Two weeks before this meeting,
information had surfaced about five
freshmen boys who stole hundreds of
dollars from Park students and faculty.
Reported drug use connected the stu-
dents to several upperclassmen who
participated in on-campus smoking and
dealing of marijuana. Jackson explained
that additional information about students
who had used marijuana came to him
from a variety of sources. All students
known to have been involved in on-cam-
pus use have been punished to varying
degrees.  For students who have used
marijuana off-campus, Jackson asserted
that, “drug use outside of school is be-
tween student and parents,” and that he
has asked parents to handle these situa-
tions privately.

While Jackson acknowledged
stealing and drug use are wrong, he has
developed an alternative to expulsion.  “If

Jackson clarifies disciplinary responses
by Laura Gordon ’05 and Allison Gross ’05

the family and student are wiling to ac-
knowledge what they’ve done and are
willing to engage in an arduous process,
students can change and come back.”
The alternative to automatic expulsion is
detailed in the school’s drug and alcohol
policy.  Jackson wrote the current policy
nine years ago when one student con-
fessed to buying drugs on campus.  Fresh
from his experiences as a school super-
intendent, Jackson did not want to expel
the student because the problem
“wouldn’t be fixed” and it would just

make students “more secretive and go un-
derground.”  Rather than resorting to
harsh disciplinary actions, he wrote a pol-
icy that would focus on changing
behavior with parental support. Since
then, he has used the policy for behav-
ioral transgressions, including stealing,
not just drug and alcohol use.

Jackson explained that there are
three ways to change student behavior.
The first is strong disciplinary response
by the school.  Next, the parents must be
willing to do lots of hard work, be hon-
est about family, and find ways to

rehabilitate. Finally the child must agree
never to use drugs again, both on and off-
campus.

Since the assembly Monday,
Jackson has embarked on a series of meet-
ings with individual grades to give
students a chance to “raise questions or
debate with me about the wisdom, justice
and equity of actions I took.”

The first follow-up grade meet-
ing took place during Monday’s X-block
for the junior class. It was an opportunity
for him to answer questions, something

he did not do at the morning’s gath-
ering.  Jackson began the meeting by
saying that part of what happened is
confidential and that he was not will-
ing to reveal certain specific details.
Many juniors immediately voiced
concerns about the punishments for
the freshmen in relationship to the
juniors. Jackson told the juniors that
he realizes that many will not under-
stand his decisions. He admitted that
the freshman behavior is inexcusable,
but he believes that for students who
are just 14, the school can make a dif-
ference.  Jackson has faith that
keeping the freshmen at school will
enable them to grow and behave dif-
ferently in the future.

Jackson is worried about the pos-
sible drug use in the Upper School. His
unease includes student safety behind the
wheel as well as the vast amount of mon-
ey that is being spent on this habitual
behavior.  Jackson calculated that if 40%
of the Upper School spent $30 dollars per
week on illegal drugs over the course of
a school year that would total about
$150,000.  He suggested that the class
think about the waste of these dollars, and
to imagine how the money could be bet-
ter spent on financial aid for Park students
or community issues.

While Baltimore City Public
Schools worked through a fiscal turmoil
which threatened to close the system,
Park’s Upper School was in the midst
of its own crisis.  Over a period of two
weeks at the end of February and begin-
ning of March, the school discovered
identities of students who had been
stealing money.  Subsequently, Head of
School David Jackson also became
aware of a number of students who had
been using, and in some cases, selling
marijuana on campus.  In addition, Jack-
son asked parents of students known to
smoke marijuana off campus to work to-
gether with their children to get them to
stop using the drug.  As information
about suspensions, conversations, and
potential disciplinary actions raced
throughout the Upper School, students
and faculty became enmeshed in heat-
ed discussions about how the
administration had determined the rela-
tive severity of punishments meted out
to those who had stolen money, and
those who dealt or used marijuana.

Considering these events, a
typical Postscript issue containing news
of the Scrabble Tournament, Spelling
Bee, Arts show, and sports wrap-ups
seemed irrelevant. The editors and staff
believed it was important to take advan-
tage of the immediacy of our current
community issues and report on a wide
range of subjects from many perspec-
tives.

The entire staff has postponed
work on the March issue to focus on this
special edition. Begun less than a week
ago, Postscript presents this paper to the
Upper School community. Along the
way, we encountered great difficulty
covering many sensitive topics, and the
last thing we want to do is to show the
Park School in a negative light, but it is
our duty to represent the views of the
student body and others.

We hope you read this issue
carefully and understand the difficulties
facing not just Park, but teenagers in all
communities. In truth, drug and alcohol
use by Park students is no different from
that at any other school.  The distinc-
tion is that our administration has
decided to face these issues in a way no
other school has attempted.

If the students involved in theft
and drug use were at another school, they
could be expelled, but they go to Park
School, where Head of School David
Jackson, Drug and Alcohol Policy in
hand, gives them a second chance.  In a
recent Postscript interview, Dr. Jackson
defended the actions that he has taken.

Park does not promote a zero-
tolerance policy like other schools, but
according to Jackson, the punishment is
tough enough to get kids to take it seri-
ously.  “Striking that balance is hard,”
said Jackson. “When adults do certain
things, adolescents get convinced that the
adults are stupid, mean, uncaring, and
hypocritical.”  Jackson went on to say that
with policies such as zero-tolerance or
“one mistake and you’re out,” students
believe that the administration is more
interested in eliminating students with
disciplinary issues from the community
than helping them to change.

Park has a support group, Non-
disciplinary Assistance Group (NAG),
which is designed to curb drug and alco-
hol use without using punishment.
“There have been many, many referrals
[to NAG].  By the way, I personally have
no knowledge of the [specific] number or
the frequency or what the issues are and

by Ben Hyman ’06
what they’ve done with those issues.  It
is, in fact, truly confidential,” said Jack-
son.

Jackson continued to say,
“There’s a lot of talking at Park School
between adolescents and adults about
kids who are in trouble.  We have kids
coming in all the time and saying, ‘Last
night my friend was completely plastered
and fainted away and I want to do some-
thing about that.’  …And these are being
reported, so kids do feel at Park that when
there are serious things happening, there’s
an adult they can come to, confidential-
ly, without invoking the school’s
discipline policy, and the adults will try
to get that kid some help. I think there
have been some very successful efforts at
getting kids to look at certain kinds of
behaviors that are really dangerous.”

When the administration takes
action, it follows Park’s Policy on the Use
of Illegal Drugs and Alcohol, which con-
tains a seven-step action plan to discipline
and rehabilitate students involved with
drugs and alcohol.  The first step is sus-
pension from school and, if relevant,
suspension from playing in any sports
team games.  Step two is a medical eval-
uation by a psychiatrist or counselor.
Then, in step three, the student undergoes

counseling.  The student also does a re-
search project to learn more about drug
or alcohol use, a challenge such as Out-
ward Bound or Habitat for Humanity, and
community service.  Said Jackson, “This
alternative to expulsion is a process that
will change their behavior.”

All students suspended from
school for theft and drug use must com-
plete the tasks outlined in the policy to
remain at Park.  Each will visit an off-
campus therapist six times for a
comprehensive clinical evaluation.  Ac-
cording to Middle and Upper School
Counselor Dave Tracey, as one of the
steps outlined in the policy, some students
have begun seeing their therapist, while
others have not.  After the six
visits, the therapist will require
their student to undertake an
individual regimen.  Accord-
ing to Tracey, students will
also have “probation-like con-
ditions” including frequent
check-ups with their advisor,
a schedule of plans for free G
and X blocks, and academic
standards, which Tracey said
is not a certain grade average,
but a high level of attentive-
ness and student participation.

Drug-alcohol policy emphasizes rehabilitation
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The past two weeks have profoundly affected
our community. Instead of focusing on unity among stu-
dents and faculty in a mutual endeavor to gain better
intellectual understanding of the world around us, we
have been distracted and divided by the recent turmoil
in the Upper School.

The announcement that several freshmen were
stealing large sums of money from their fellow students
robbed us of our trust for our peers. In the past, Park
has had the remarkable distinction of being a safe envi-
ronment where people felt comfortable leaving their
belongings in public without fearing that they would be
stolen from. Unfortunately, several students took advan-
tage of this trust, and the result is that students have
begun to be suspicious of each other. We no longer feel
we can leave our possessions in the hallways. Many stu-
dents think the fact that the thieves violated our trust is
a far worse crime than the thefts themselves.

In addition, as a result of the events of the past
two weeks, students have been unable to concentrate
on their schoolwork. In the hallways, all of the conversation is
related to the drug use and thefts that the administration uncov-
ered. In class, teachers feel compelled to use a lot of their time
discussing the myriad issues that have arisen instead of focus-
ing on normal work. As a result, the recent scandals have been
detrimental to the learning of the Upper School.

The most damaging and lasting effect, however, is on
the relationship between students, faculty, and the administra-
tion. Many of our peers resent the administration for what has
happened. Even though the teachers were not involved in mak-
ing the decisions, many of us no longer trust our teachers. The
recent crises at Park has eliminated much of the mutual confi-
dence between students and faculty that Park’s philosophy
advocates and has replaced it with an adversarial relationship.
People no longer feel like they have any particular attachment
to Park. They are disillusioned by the recent disciplinary actions,
and they are angry at the administration. This change is the fault
of both students who violated the positive expectations of the
school and the faculty, which was unable to stop this problem
before it became too large and was thus forced to act in an ex-
treme manner.

Now the appropriate question to ask seems to be, “Where
do we go from here?” The only reasonable direction to take is to
embark upon a healing process in which the community rebuilds
and regains the trust it once fostered. If the community cannot
do this, Park, as we once knew it, may be lost forever.

To the Editors:
In one of the many ex-

hausting and frustrating
conversations I have had with
students about the events of the
past few weeks, I encountered a
question that I think needs to be
answered.  A group of three stu-
dents and I were discussing the
methods used by Dr. Jackson to
obtain information about drug
use at Park School.  These stu-
dents insisted that their trust had
been violated and that Park was
doomed because no one would
ever want to come to Park any-
more.  The question was: who
would want their kid to come to
a school like this?

Well, let’s back up a bit
further and ask, “Why would
you send you kid to any given
school?”  I don’t come from a
private school family.  I did not
attend Park School as many of
your parents and grandparents
did.  I did not graduate from a
private school.  Yet when my
children were small I looked at
private schools because I was

not happy with the way things
were going in public schools.  I
also home schooled for a short
while.  In the end I decided that
private school was the best way
to get a decent education for my
kids.  That included not only the
academic benefits of smaller
class sizes, dedicated teachers,
and independence from the bu-
reaucratic nightmare of public
school administration, but the
fact that my kids would be sur-
rounded by other students whose
parents felt education was im-
portant.  My kids chose Park
School and St. Paul’s and we
were damn lucky to get into both
of those schools.

If I was looking for a
private school today, would I
choose Park School?  Hell, yes.
And if I, as a parent of two boys,
chose which school I would
want my sons to go to, it would
be Park.  As much as my older
son likes St. Paul’s and I feel it
is a terrific fit for him, I would
choose Park for either of my
kids.  As a parent, I know that

drugs are readily available in ev-
ery high school in America.  As
a parent, wouldn’t I rather have
my child in a school that is not
afraid to look at the issue of
drugs?  Why would I prefer a
school that is afraid to confront
students and their parents be-
cause it is too scary to consider
the consequences?

I am proud that Dr.
Jackson has taken a stand
against drug use.  I am grateful
that one or more students have
had their lives disrupted by the
school because those students
had so-called friends that knew
about their risky behavior and let
it continue.  When I choose a
school for my kids, it is because
I am looking for a partner in rais-
ing the best kid I can. I am proud
that we have Park parents that
are brave enough to expose the
transgressions of their child be-
cause it is the right thing to do.
The thought of having to do that
with my kids terrifies me.
I am reminded of some of the

To the Editors:
The Park School, a pro-

gressive educational institution,
is special among private schools
in Baltimore. Likewise, its sub-
stance abuse policy can be
readily distinguished from other
schools.  It is rehabilitative, hu-
mane, putting student learning
above all other priorities.  I’m
proud to be a part of the Park
School community.

Now we all are feeling
the weight of the “real world”
intruding upon our idealistic ed-
ucational purpose.  Students
have been accused of “misbe-
having” by allegedly committing
drug trafficking and theft.

It is so like Park School
administration to respond as a
parent would, as we would with-
in our own family home:
privately, with expertise of reha-
bilitation consultants —

counselors, spiritual leaders, and
doctors—rather than with police
investigators and law enforce-
ment personnel.

Our response to alleged
criminal behavior by students
subjects us all to scrutiny and
second guessing from students,
families, faculty, administration,
alumni, and the public at large,
given that Park School is a com-
munity and not a family. It would
be simpler and far less like Park
to declare itself part of a larger
public, and subject its students to
police, prosecutors, and juvenile
criminal justice system process-
es. Instead, to its credit, Park
School will apply its unique sub-
stance abuse policy. Assuming
their involvement in substance
abuse and/or theft is shown,
those identified students will be
required to reassess their misbe-
havior, complete remediation,

and learn from this experience.
Park School is strong.  It will
withstand the internal (student)
criticism and recrimination of
not being lenient enough, and an
outside critique that Park School
administration is “soft” on stu-
dents—unduly sheltering its own
from realities of crime and pun-
ishment.

Park School will re-
spond to its detractors, whether
from within or without. Our stu-
dents in crisis have reminded us
in the Park School community
that not only must we require
their rehabilitation, but also act
to require each and every Park
student study the etiology of
committing theft and/or sub-
stance abuse and learn
preventive measures.

- Larry Raifman, Parent

Continued on page 3

Parent praises humane drug policy

Why send your child to the Park School?

Rebuilding Trust
EDITORIALS
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In all my years at Park,
I have not experienced the mis-
fortune of being suspended.
However, from talking to some
of my peers who have, it seems
like it was an experience that
they look back on with a chuck-
le. They glance in retrospect at
the repercussions of their mis-
deed, their shame, and laugh at
how stupid it was for them to
feel at the time as though their
life were about to end. Whatev-
er trivial remorse they had
almost seems to fade away the
second they wake up the next
day knowing that they are ex-
cused from school. Well, the
regret doesn’t completely die; I
guess it comes stumbling back
when the ex-offender is filling
out his or her college applica-
tions in a cold sweat after
encountering the question,
“Have you ever been suspended
from school for any reason?”

Beyond that, however,
the average suspension at Park
seems like something to be
forgotten. For two or three
days, the student is made to
sit at home, think about

what he or she did, and also to
fulfill whatever other expecta-
tions the administration has.
Although it seems that in large
part this administrative tool has
been an effective corrective de-
vice, I believe that some
situations warrant a stronger re-
sponse. Specifically, I believe
that the recent acts committed by
a group of freshmen boys de-
serve considerably more serious
action on the part of the Park
community.

Let’s be honest here.
Repeated theft on campus could
quite reasonably be deemed an
expellable offense. Unlike indi-

Lots of crazy stuff has
been happening lately. It’s been
kind of hard to believe and ac-
cept. Could it be that, along with
everything else, five students—
five freshmen that we just wel-
comed to our Upper School,
have been stealing from us all
year? In a place where students
feel so secure that they leave
their bags unattended in the
halls, this is a low blow. They’ve
eroded our sense of security
even further and broken our
trust.

The question is this: Do
these kids truly deserve a place
at Park? Should we let them
stay? If so, why should we let
them stay? Here are my general
feelings on the subject: What
they’ve done is revolting, and
they’ve made a huge mistake.
They don’t deserve a place at
Park, but we should give them
one anyway. One thing I’ve tried
to keep in mind throughout this
whole ordeal is how young these
kids are, and how young we all
are. Yes, they committed a crim-
inal act (over and over again)
and violated our sense of secu-
rity. However, how can we
expect them, as 14 or 15 year
olds, to be able to foresee the
consequences of their actions?
How can we expect them to
have the wisdom to know how
deeply their actions would affect
us when that is wisdom that only
age can bring? They’ve made
some very bad choices, but are
these choices bad enough to
merit condemnation? Are they
lost causes? I think not. I think
we should give them more than
that.

by Darryl Tarver ’04

Send a strong message
viduals in the past who have got-
ten suspended for choosing to
harm themselves with alcohol or
drug use, these boys’ acts
harmed other members of the
community.  In turn, the entire
Park community is affected be-
cause its trust has been abused,
and each one of us must now be
more careful, and therefore less
comfortable on campus.

While I would not ar-
gue for expulsion or notification
of the police in dealing with
these students, something seems
clear to me: any response to this,
or any, offense needs to be some-
thing that they shouldn’t just be
able to shrug off and forget. It
should be a life-changing expe-
rience that makes them reflect on
what they did for as long as pos-
sible, and see the wrong in it, not
just the folly in getting caught.
The response should be correc-
tive and rehabilitative as well as
punitive – in other words it
should be something that drives
the point home into the heads of
these young boys that what they
did was wrong and will not be
tolerated under any circumstanc-
es. Also, the administration
needs to send a similar message
to the whole community, one
that says that Park will not put
up with stealing of any kind, es-
pecially not habitual and
premeditated theft. My opinion
is that a two-day suspension
does not accomplish either of
these goals. (The extended sus-
pensions were for a different
offense.)

In addition to this, see-
ing these freshmen back at
school implies that we as a com-
munity are willing to trust these
kids again, after they have so se-
verely violated our trust. But
what have they done to really
earn back our trust? If you ask
me, promising not to do it again
is not enough. Since the whole
community has at least partially
lost their trust in these individu-

als, I feel that it is up to them
to convince us that they de-
serve it again before they are
allowed to fully return. This
could be done in the form of
an announcement of apology
to the whole community, a

public explanation of what they
did, and advice on how it can be
prevented in the future, or any
number of other ways. I just feel
that before they are fully assim-
ilated into the student body and
allowed on campus during
school hours, they should give us
a reason to trust them again if
they wish to return.

I am all for the ideas of
Park as a forgiving and nurtur-
ing environment, but if we truly
wish to nurture, we will make
sure that this is an experience
that the kids involved will be
thinking about for quite some
time.

Some of us may not be
able to get past our immediate
feelings of outrage and anger to
see what’s really going on (I
know I’m having difficulty with
it right now): these kids have a
seriously skewed view of the
world, their place in it, and
what’s right and what’s wrong.
Do they know how incredibly
lucky they are to have what they
have and to go to a place like
Park? They obviously have some
big issues to work through, and
we should give them a chance to
do that. We must remember that
a school isn’t simply a place
where we learn calculus and dis-
cuss Beowulf; it’s a place where
we grow. We need to be able to
come to school and expect our
fellow students, our administra-
tion, and our teachers to help us
with our growth so that we can
become healthy, well-balanced,
and rational people.

What we all need to re-
alize is that these kids need
serious help. And what better
place is there to give them help
than Park? Have a little sympa-
thy, let go of your anger, and
try to help them become
better people by letting
them become better peo-

by Claire Slesinski ’04

Everyone needs a second chance
ple, rather than dumping them
somewhere else where the com-
munity might not be so open and
understanding. Feel sorry for
them, not angry at them. Money
doesn’t mean anything, but the
lives and futures of these kids
mean a lot, and are worth a hell
of a lot more than the money
they stole. We owe them a sec-
ond chance as their peers and
fellow humans. We owe every-
one that. And we owe it to the
larger community to take care of
our own problems.

I’d also like to say that
we should apply these values to
anyone who makes a question-
able choice in our community.
We shouldn’t condemn and cast
people out. It’s my opinion that
the more someone messes up,
the more help they need. We
should try to help these fresh-
men, and everyone else, as much
as we can. You don’t have to
give them hugs and ask them
how they feel, just let them be
here, and give them at least one
chance to redeem themselves
and become better people.

Continued from page 2

comments made after Immersion
Week by the students who went
on the Civil Rights Tour.  The
Civil Rights Movement was an
organized disruption to the exist-
ing way of life to right a wrong.
Perhaps a movement against stu-
dent drug use is analogous to
this.  I think about how some stu-
dents questioned their capacity
to make some of the same deci-
sions that were made by youths
in the sixties.  Could they have
gone on a march knowing they
might come to physical danger?
That they might spend time in
jail?  As a parent, could I turn in
my child for things he’s done

wrong to make things right for
the whole?  Perhaps he’ll be ex-
pelled? Perhaps he’ll earn the
resentment of his peers?  Are
these a price that I am capable
of paying?  As a Park faculty
member, could I confront the is-
sues of students the way Dr.
Jackson has done?  Would I be
brave enough to risk pissing off
so many people because I be-
lieved that it was important to
stand up and do something?
Anything?

I hope that the student
body of Park looks back on these
times and feels differently than
they’ve expressed in the past
days.  I hope that when they have

children of their own and begin
looking for a school for those
kids, that they will consider
whether they want a school that
fights for what it believes is the
right thing to do or whether they
want a school that avoids look-
ing at the tough issues just to
keep the kids happy.  If we, as
Park faculty, are doing our job
right, those parents of the future
will look at the situation rational-
ly and analytically, and they will
realize that their kids’ best
chance for a successful life lies
in the school that makes the hard
choices.

     - Kim Wecht, Faculty, Parent

Letter to the Editors:
Park makes hard choices
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Lena-Kate Ahern ’04: I think Dr.
Jackson’s doing a fine job. And if students
expect that the administration have
positive expectations of us, we should
have the same of the administration.Ben Ryugo ’05: I thought he [Dr.

Jackson] explained himself well. As far as
the school goes, he had the right to
withdraw the student and his policy made
sense. But he didn’t handle the freshmen
well and they shouldn’t be in school.

Jack McAndrews ’05: People get so angry
at the administration here, but at Gilman
people would be in so much more trouble
and there wouldn’t be nearly as much
explanation for it.

Marco Fontana ’04: In Italy, we had some cases
of these things, but I think the response was
much more “We’re expelling you, go away.”
There’s not really dialogue between teachers and
students. Teachers don’t even think it’s possible,
but when it happens, they see students as
criminals. It’s legal to drink at my age in Italy,
but if teachers find out that a student does, they
see him as a drunkard.

Sam Mehlman ’05: Dr. Jackson’s talking
about how we want to make the community
a place where we all trust each other and like
each other. But look at what he’s done to it…
There’s no unity: the five freshmen are
walking through the eighth grade halls to
avoid us…

Andrea Gensler ’04: They’d probably
have been expelled in a second at Friends
and there wouldn’t have been that much
argument about it. And, even though Dr.
Jackson’s making a lot of people mad,
he’s trying to be nice about it.
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Julie Hess ’05: The drug policy is a fair
one, but I don’t think the way the
administration dealt with the whole
process was efficient or particularly fair.

Jill Papel ’05: When you get down to it,
the freshmen will have no repercussions
in the college application process but
those who got expelled will.

Eric Gottlieb ’06: At Friends, they talked
about drug education, but it was pretty
obvious  that a lot of kids were doing
drugs. But nothing drastic ever
happened. They kind of just swept it
under the rug. I guess that’s because
there was never a spark.

Rachael London ’05: Park handles these
situations differently just like they handle
everything else differently.  It looks at the student
as a whole and since it does, it acts in a way that
considers the effects of the school’s disciplinary
actions on the student, not just on the school’s
reputation. I think public school would just focus
on its reputation and survival as a school. They
have policies that take care of everything; they
don’t look at the whole student.

Celine Manekin ’05: I like Park’s
concept of helping people out, I just
don’t think they’d do the same at St.
Paul’s. They seem to be really
political there.

Alex Harding ’04:  Dr. Jackson has
made a bold move in enforcing his drug
policy. I don’t think that many students
disagree with what he’s done in
principle, but they were just taken by

Student

Reactions

surprise that the
administration started
enforcing the policy so
suddenly.
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Students too young to
sign contracts, vote, marry, work
without a permit or watch R and
X rated movies think, neverthe-
less, that adults should ignore
whatever else it is they choose
to do. Not ignore, exactly - just
pick up the pieces in the event
of disaster. The old fools are too
obsolete to make judgments or
interfere, but they should cer-
tainly pay the hospital bills, the
therapists’ fees, the bail money
or any other costs which might
ensue from drugs, drinking or
driving.

Teachers and adminis-
trators are particularly suspect.
Evidently students believe that,
after 5:00 on a school day and
all weekend long, faculty mem-
bers are kept in a crypt beneath
the library. There they must stay,
unknowing, unthinking, until the
attendants let them out for first
period classes on Monday.

Sorry, gang. We go to
the malls and movies, too, as do
our spouses and kids. And we’re
not going to ignore testosterone-
inflamed, drug or alcohol addled
fools behind the wheel or in the
bushes.

Any society in which
adults turn a blind eye to adoles-
cent drug, alcohol or driving
abuses - not to mention a multi-
tude of other villainies, such as
bullying and hazing - is sick and
immoral. Healthy, constructive
children are our business, day
and night. Part of our responsi-
bility is to develop individual
autonomy. But we have other ob-
ligations, including protecting
physical and mental health,
teaching moral judgment, and
expanding intellectual com-
plexity.

Put it succinctly:
Adults will not let you harm
yourselves or others. When I
learn that an advisee is driving
100 miles an hour on Hillside
Road, or passing out from too

much to drink at a party, or meet-
ing his dope dealer outside the
convenience store, I’m not going
back into my crypt for the week-
end. I’m going to do something.

And I hope you’ll react
the same way for my kids or
your neighbor’s children or your
own friends.

Besides, neat categories
of school/non-school activities
are fatuous. Plans for parties are
made in school. School events
such as games and dances are
occasions for after-event idio-
cies. Behavior and conversation
in the halls can engender a cul-
ture in which using marijuana
and alcohol are OK and de-
ranged driving is cool or heroic.

Anyway, these grand
philosophical disputes amount to
the standard Park School intel-
lectual smoke screen. Some
students just want to make smart
arguments about why adults
should mind their own business.
Why aren’t these students fo-
cused instead on building
interesting, significant lives or
taking care of friends in trouble
or coming up with ways to com-
bat the country’s moronic
attachment to fast cars and cheap
highs? Freedom is not doing any
damned fool thing you want. It’s
the ability to choose important
goals, make a plan to accomplish
those goals, and find the disci-
pline to carry out that plan.
“Recreational” drug and alcohol
use is the enemy of freedom.

Get a life. We’re here to
help you do it, in school and out.

Children are our business
by John Roemer, Upper School Faculty

How can stu-
dents trust anyone
anymore? In an environ-
ment filled with threats
and lies, why should any-
one feel safe telling
anyone anything? There
was once a time when
students felt comfortable
approaching certain

teachers about problems they or
their friends might have been
having out of school. The way
this worked was through a pro-
gram called Non-disciplinary
Assistance Group (NAG.) But
now, because of the investiga-
tions and interrogations that
have taken place, it is hard for
students to even consider going
to anyone about their problems
or the problems of their friends.

All of a sudden, the ad-
ministration has introduced a
new, unwritten policy that by-
passes the student body when
there is concern over possible
drug and alcohol use by a stu-
dent off-campus. Rather than
speaking directly with the stu-
dent when he or she has been
suspected of using drugs off
campus, many members of the
faculty believe in the process of
going straight to the parents and
administration instead. What a
student does out of school is ab-
solutely none of the faculty’s

business. This policy is
tarnishing the relation-
ship between students
and parents; it is tar-
nishing the relationship
between students and
teachers; it is tarnishing
the school; it must be
stopped immediately. It
is a clear demonstration
that the administration
no longer trusts its stu-
dents to make the right

decisions, and so it is in clear vi-
olation of the Park School
philosophy.

As a result of the events
that have occurred over the past
two weeks, students, teachers,
and administrators alike have
begun to give much deeper
thought to the role (or lack there-
of) that the school should have
in off-campus affairs, specifical-
ly regarding drug and alcohol
use. The question is whether stu-
dents should be able to do
whatever they please outside of
school without worrying wheth-
er or not there will be
consequences in school. By con-
sequences, I am not only
referring to in-school punish-
ments, but the eventual at-home
punishments as well. In other
words, does a teacher who wit-
nesses alcohol consumption or
drug usage by a student outside
of school have the right to give
this information to parents or ad-
ministrators? The answer is yes.
A teacher has the right to. But
is this the best way to solve “the
problem”?

Here’s an example: a
student walks into a liquor store
to purchase alcohol, and is con-
fronted by a teacher who also
happens to be purchasing liquor.
What should the teacher do? In
addition, if a teacher is told by

someone else that a student has
been using drugs or alcohol,
whether the claim is substantiat-
ed or not, what should this
teacher do? Should he go
straight to the student’s parents?
Should he approach the admin-
istration, explain the situation,
and ask them what he should do?
Or should he just forget about it,
and let the whole thing slide, be-
cause it is, after all, out of
school?

I believe each one of
these decisions would be abso-
lutely wrong, and would result in
hurting both the student and the
school community as a whole.
The right decision is to talk to
the student first. I want teachers
to feel comfortable talking to
students about things like drugs
and alcohol use, just as I wish to
feel comfortable talking to
teachers if I have a problem, or
if I think one of my peers is in
trouble. I want to feel safe,
knowing that no teacher will ap-
proach anyone’s parents or any
administrators. But I cannot.
And I believe I never will again
as a Park School student.

 Just as the senior class
lost the trust of the administra-
tion previously in the year, now
too the administration has lost
our trust by eliminating commu-
nication between students and
faculty. So administration, listen
up! I’m not going to make any
arbitrary punishments. I’m not
for that. I believe that you can
win our trust back. But it in-
volves more than saying sorry. I
propose that you, the administra-
tion write a proposal for what
you can do to win our trust back,
so that once again our school can
enjoy the benefits of having a
good relationship between the
students and the administration.

by Ben Rowland ’04
The End of Trust

by Jeffrey Weinstein ’04
Define Loyalty

The past two weeks
have brought issues, once swept
under the carpet and ignored, to
the forefront. Dr. Jackson’s drug
and alcohol policy is coura-
geous, ambitious, at times
difficult to implement, and al-
ways well reasoned. He has the
community’s best interest at
heart and I commend him for his
actions. I am as pro Dr. Jackson
and Park School as you can get,
but positive purposes can still be
implemented incorrectly. We
need to tackle why there has
been a negative change from the
atmosphere since beginning of
the school year and currently
during these times of seemingly
progressive actions.

The most powerful
change can be overheard when
in our halls. A cloud of anxiety
and depression has settled over
the Upper School. Coursework
seems insignificant compared to
the serious issues facing our

community; we’ve used much of
class time to discuss these prob-
lems. The only conversation
topic for most students is not the
drug policy but the deterioration
of student relationships lately.

My concern is that stu-
dent loyalty has been abused and
misunderstood. Park has done a
poor job of understanding what
loyalty means to any individual.
Does loyalty to a friend mean
knowing when to get him or her
help even if it causes some trou-
ble from his or her parents? I’ve
heard many people say that they
would never consider “ratting
on” on someone because they
are loyal to him or her.

This is a very different
sense of loyalty and deserves
recognition. We’ve gone out of
our way to wrongly condemn
this sense of friendship. Each of
us needs to ask ourselves where
we fall on the spectrum between
loyalty to the administration and

loyalty to friends. I feel the tur-
moil has been caused by the
administration’s assumption that
each of us feels a connection to
the school that is beyond our
friendships. Many students are
feeling their beliefs have been
trampled by a policy that is pos-
itive in principle but offends
their loyalties.

Our community needs
to understand that loyalty means
different things to each of us.
We are trying to implement pro-
grams that encourage students to
help other students by speaking
to groups like NAG, but not
many students seem willing to
do that. This is because many
students believe that they can
handle issues between friends
rather than through the school.
When we understand the variety
of ways loyalties work we will
be able to use non-disciplinary
groups with success.
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When is a fellow stu-
dent’s use of alcohol or other
drugs enough of a concern to
you that you would approach
an adult? If you haven’t asked
yourself this question before
the last week or two, I hope that
the recent crisis at Park would
encourage you to consider it.It
is important for all of us at Park
to face the issues surrounding
drugs and alcohol and work to
create a culture in the Park
community that allows prob-
lems to be dealt with before
they reach the level of crisis
that we have experienced over
the past two weeks.

First, what level of al-
cohol or drug activity is

Since September, and
even more so recently, I have
heard many students in the Up-
per School talk of how Park is
“changing,” going down a “new
path,” going in the “wrong direc-
tion.” What exactly does that all
mean? Some students think that
Park is straying too far from its
progressive philosophy, teacher/
student relations are going down
the drain, and student input is be-
coming less valued. It seems to
be a general sentiment among
students that these problems lay
in the hands of the faculty and
administration. However, I main-
tain that these problems and the
direction in which the school is
headed are directly linked to us
as students and is in our control.

These “changes” that Park is go-
ing through are a result of
students and can only be fixed
by students.

As students at Park, we
have the responsibility to be ac-
tive participants in the school
community, and we have the op-
portunity to shape our school
and the future by doing so. The
Philosophy states that students
are the foundation of the school.
It is our voice that matters most
and our actions that represent the
school. Therefore, we are obli-
gated to take action, take a stand,
and express ourselves responsi-
bly and reasonably.

On that note, over the
years, I have noticed that, when
an issue arises, we students tend
to take one of two paths: we take
action without fully thinking and
planning out our views and
goals, or we complain and have

plenty of thoughts but do noth-
ing. We, as students, are the
most powerful body in the
school; we need to figure
out how to harness our

power and use it in a positive
manner: start a new activity, get
involved in a preexisting one,
initiate contact with teachers
and peers, take pride in our
education and in our involve-
ment in the community.

One of the many
changes that students say are
occurring is a growing rift be-
tween the faculty and
students. Some students think
that the faculty is “out to get
them,” is more like an author-

by Jenny Cooper ’04

Why don’t Park students use non-disciplinary resources?
by John Kessinger, Upper School Faculty, NAG Member

necessary to be considered a
problem?  Is using drugs once
or twice a month enough to be
considered problematic?  How
about every weekend?  Does be-
ing under the influence at a
school event, or even in class,
reach the threshold?  How about
providing drugs or alcohol to
other students, or becoming
known as someone who is a re-
liable source of drugs?

Serious Disconnect

I think that it is safe to
say that there is a serious dis-
connect between students and
adults in the Park community on
the issue of determining the lev-
el at which involvement with
drugs or alcohol should be con-
sidered a problem.  Students
think that this threshold is con-
siderably beyond where the
adults believe it to be.  There-
fore, it is not surprising that
students don’t take advantage of
the many non-disciplinary re-
sources that the Park
community provides.  These re-
sources include parents, Park’s

professional counselors, advi-
sors, coaches, faculty more
generally, and the Nondisci-
plinary Assistance Group
(N.A.G.).  If you don’t think
there is any reason to be con-
cerned about a fellow student’s
drug or alcohol use, it is reason-
able that you would not
approach an adult about that
use.  However, the fact is that
drug and alcohol use at any lev-
el is a problem, and students
need to learn that it is appropri-
ate, in fact imperative, to
approach adults about a fellow-
student’s (or even one’s own)
drug or alcohol use.

The second barrier to
speaking with an adult is that
even when a classmate’s alco-
hol or drug use does reach the
(too high) threshold at which
you determine that the individ-
ual has a problem, you are
reluctant to speak with an adult
because you don’t want to get
the fellow-student in trouble, or
to rat them out.  Of course, there
are different types of ‘trouble’
that students might get into as
result of your speaking to an

adult about your concerns.  But
I would argue that it is better for
a student whose drug or alcohol
use has become a problem to
have an admittedly difficult
conversation with an adult than
to let the problem escalate to the
point where the student’s behav-
ior gets them into a disciplinary
situation at Park, a legal situa-
tion outside of Park, or worst of
all, the student hurts themselves
or others.

Responsibilities

The Park community is
quite small, and therefore we
are able to look out for one an-
other in a way that would not be
possible in larger school com-
munities, to say nothing of the
world more generally.  But with
the opportunity to look after one
another comes a responsibility
to do so.  In this case, that re-
sponsibility might mean that
students should speak with
adults about their own or a fel-
low-student’s drug or alcohol
use.  By arguing that these con-
versations should take place, I

don’t mean to imply that initi-
ating and having them is easy,
for adolescents or adults.  And
the responsibility rests not only
with students.  It is important
that adults at Park are willing
to listen and respond in an un-
derstanding and compassionate
manner to the concerns of the
students.

Perhaps one positive
outcome of the traumatic events
that we have recently experi-
enced is that you, as students,
will be more willing to speak
with adults about your own or
your classmates’ alcohol or
drug use before a situation
reaches the serious crisis pro-
portions of the last two weeks.
In order to do this, you must
significantly lower your view of
the threshold at which drug and
alcohol use is considered a
problem, and get beyond the
idea that showing concern for
a fellow student is a betrayal.
In fact, I would argue that not
speaking with an adult about
drug and alcohol use is the real
betrayal.

ity than a partner in learning.
Teachers are not out to get us.
Haven’t you noticed that when
a teacher “gets a student in trou-
ble,” it just creates more work
for them? How many extra meet-
ings and lengthy conversations
does a teacher have to have
when they are involved in bust-
ing a student? It’s not as if it is a
convenient or fulfilling endeav-
or. We need to get over this
“them vs. us” mentality and rec-
reate the tight student/faculty
bond that makes Park unique.
We need to remember that fac-
ulty are fueled by students: when
we get excited, they get excited;
when we ask for help, they give
it; when we have an idea they
help us to make it a reality.

The future of
the school lies in the hands of the
students. We need to decide in
what direction Park should be
headed, and we need to ensure
that it goes there. Through Park
and its philosophy we are given
the unique opportunity to ex-
press ourselves and be heard; we
shouldn’t let that opportunity go
to waste.

It is a well-known fact
that in a small, close-knit school,
news and information spread
like wildfire.  In the midst of
this, our administration must dis-
seminate the truth before the
rumor mill can mangle it into
entertaining and biased fiction.

It would be indecent
and probably libelous to go into
specifics on some of the rumors
that have been overlaid on the
truth.  But looking back on the
stories of the seventh grade be-
havior, the loss of senior
privileges, the stealing, and the
drug Dealing, many discrepan-
cies with reality are apparent.
Park’s administration has made
a concerted effort, through as-
semblies, class meetings, parent
emails, and letters to dispel these
rumors, but there are still kinks
in the community’s local com-
munication network.

One of the administra-
tion’s most important gateways
to the students, especially when
information must be disseminat-
ed quickly, is the faculty.
However, with this most recent
crisis, it has become apparent in

class discussions and other con-
versations that facts remained
disputed within the faculty for
longer than necessary.  Caught
in the middle of this are pained
students with a subjective view-
point, who, in seeking the truth,
find that it is hard to come by.

In addition, while the
administration has spoken di-
rectly to the student body, the
timing has not been optimal.  By
the time Dr. Jackson spoke to the
school, rumors had already had
time to spread and settle as truth.
Also, anti-administration view-
points arose quickly and some
students were unable or unwill-
ing to listen when addressed.

Whenever a student
faces serious discipline, he fac-
es a court of public opinion for
the remainder of his time at
Park.  He and the rest of the stu-
dent body are educated on issues
of right and wrong and students
should learn to understand the
consequences of future acts.
Therefore, in fairness to the stu-
dent and for the edification of
the student body, the truth must
be made known and understood.
It is clear, based on Park’s moves
in the last couple of weeks, that
the administration understands
this.  However, certain aspects of
the system need improvement,
especially with regard to timing
and clarity.  Park should be laud-
ed for its efforts in creating an
educated and truthful microcosm
and should seek to improve its
communications in the future.

Timing is everything
by Eric Gottlieb ’06

Students drive the school
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The success of Park

athletics has undoubtedly been
affected by the use of drugs and
alcohol. Time and time again we
have seen teams with immense
skill and ability fall short of their
potential. Are we not committed
enough to go a season without a
drink? Is it really all that hard?

Varsity athletes com-
pete and represent the highest
level of sport at Park. This is
where you would expect to find
the most committed and serious
athletes, yet this has not always
been the reality. Many of our
athletes have lacked this sense of
commitment and seriousness to-
ward their team as they partook
in drinking alcohol and smoking
cigarettes and marijuana during
the season. These actions detract
from the success of the team and
damage the bond and trust be-
tween teammates, not to mention
one’s personal well-being and
health.

To go one layer deeper,
as student-athletes we have not
only the responsibility to keep
our minds at full capacity, clear
and ready for the classroom, but
we must also keep our bodies
healthy for the field or court. We
need to live up to our potential,
optimize our ability to learn and

by Yani Newton ’04 and Jenny Cooper ’04
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Users derail potential

Over the past few days,
the student body has been in an
uproar over the apparent injus-
tice done by Dr. Jackson. Is it
really fair to punish someone for
something they need help with?
Is it justifiable to withdraw stu-
dents from the school for their
actions when it’s possible that
other students have committed
worse crimes? These are the
questions being angrily asked by
many students. But the answers
are just going to keep coming
back the same— that the admin-
istration is trying to do what’s
right for each individual. I hear
students saying that all Jackson

does is place the “blame” else-
where. And I keep thinking to
myself: what blame? Blame for
what?

I guess when we talk
about who’s to blame, we’re
talking about who’s to blame for
the withdrawal and suspension
of the students. We’re talking
about who’s to blame for the
consequences of the students’ al-
leged actions. It would seem to
me that no one but the students
themselves can be responsible
for these actions and, therefore,
their consequences. You don’t
need a printed copy of the school
drug policy to know that drug
use and sale will be
met with harsh con-
sequences. I’m tired
of hearing so many
comments of sur-
prise and anger that
this is happening.
I’m tired of hearing fellow stu-
dents talk as though they know
better than parents and the ad-
ministration what is best for

these kids. People say that if Dr.
Jackson is really trying to help
these students, he shouldn’t be
taking them away from their
classmates; that by taking the
students out of the school, he’s
removing the peer support these
students need.

But let’s start being
honest. The reason those stu-
dents are gone from the school
is because we, as their friends
and classmates, have let the sit-
uation get to a point where the
presiding adults at Park feel that
they must intervene. We haven’t
begun to solve the problem— in
fact we’ve only made it worse.

As someone who has lost many
of my friends to similar situa-
tions, I can tell you that it’s hard.
It’s hard to watch your friends go

through situations like this, and
it’s even harder to know that you
yourself are part of the dynamic
that is putting them through it.
But the truth is, we don’t know
what is best for our friends or
even ourselves. I have experi-
enced this scenario again and
again— it gets to a point where
you don’t know what to do. I
have gotten angry at, upset with,
saddened for, and have even
withdrawn from several of my
friends in situations like this, but
for some reason, it was never
enough.

Before you, as a peer
and a friend of the students in

question, start to point your fin-
ger at the adults that are taking
over and tell them they’re mak-
ing the situation worse, think
about what you’ve done. Think
about what right you have to say
that you know what is best, and
think about what you’ve done
for your friend. The teachers and
administrators who are making
decisions are not people who are
trying to hurt us. Before you be-
gin to fight them, think about
what they are trying to do. I have
heard others say that there are
upwards of 90 other students at
Park who are doing things just

as bad as, if not worse than, the
students being punished. They
wonder why, if this is true, these
select students are the ones be-
ing punished. Realize that this
very evidence is not an argument
against what the administration
is doing, it’s an argument for it.
The fact that there are so many
students in the school with the
same sort of problem signifies
just how big this problem is, and
is exactly why the administration
is acting the way it is.

There are other things
to fight besides the morality of
the punishment. It is not wrong
of Dr. Jackson to act in order to

help someone he be-
lieves has a problem—
and yes, that is exactly
what he’s doing. I don’t
disagree with the accu-
sation that, in contrast
to the punishments of

other students, the current pun-
ishments are not fair. However,
I don’t think that this means Dr.
Jackson is mindlessly giving out
penalties for no reason—there
are still things we don’t under-
stand. Before fighting a problem
we don’t understand, we should
take a step back and look at
where it came from, how we are
involved, and what we can do to
help. We need to take responsi-
bility for what we and the
students being punished have
been doing, and then decide if
we’re the right people to judge
what’s right and what’s wrong.

Students bear responsibility for consequences of drug use
by Peter Schamp ’05

You don’t need a printed copy of the school drug policy to
know that drug use...will be met with harsh consequences

grow as athletes, and not just
“get by.” Drinking and smoking
greatly undermine those goals as
they damage one’s health, and
make it impossible to reach
one’s full athletic potential.

In addition to leading
healthy lives to fully enable stu-
dent athletes to live up to their
potential, their actions should
reflect what is best for the team
as a whole. Teams work best
when everyone is on the same
page, so to speak. When every-
one has a common goal in mind,
the assumption is made that ev-
eryone’s actions will reflect the
desire to reach this common goal
and accept nothing less. Now,
this should make people hold
themselves to higher standards.
Unfortunately, this has not been
the case. If a teammate is engag-
ing in activities outside of
practice that are detrimental to
their performance in practice and
in games, it violates the desire
that others may still have to
reach that common goal, and de-
stroys the bond which a team can
form through this desire. It’s tru-
ly a betrayal. It is very hard,
nearly impossible, to work hard
and give all you’ve got if your
teammates are not doing the
same.

Being on a team is
about making compromises and
doing things for the good of the
team, not the good of the indi-
vidual necessarily. Being on a
team should empower people to
forego drinking or smoking dur-
ing the season. Contracts that
many teams enter into at the be-
ginning of a season seem to
mostly support non-users and
encourage borderline users, yet

they do not always succeed in
terms of the contract’s inten-
tions: to deter the frequent users.
Why is this?

It seems that once ath-
letes decide to be part of a team
they commit themselves to the
team wholeheartedly and do
their part to reach the team’s po-
tential and goals. If they cannot
agree to abstain from the use of
drugs and alcohol for three

months, which is the length of
the longest sports season, then
there is a huge commitment
problem, and maybe those ath-
letes should rethink their
decision to be on a team. Fur-
thermore, if athletes cannot be
drug and alcohol free for three
months, there is a far larger
problem brewing than simply
lack of commitment.


