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Good evening. My name is Alexis Rickmers, resident of Jamaica Plain, and I am an attorney 

speaking on behalf of the Center for Law and Education, a nonprofit advocacy organization 

working to ensure high quality education for all students.  

We oppose the Superintendent's recommendations for a new exam school admissions policy and 

urge the committee to vote against it. We believe that all students should have equal access to 

Boston’s exam schools. This committee took steps to increase access with the 2021 policy 

change, and while not perfect, the newly proposed changes do less and fall short.  

The original goals of the existing policy are to “increase racial and economic diversity.” The new 

plan not only omits this language but also any cohesive mission to be achieved. Not only is this a 

departure from the existing policy, but this move is at odds with the state’s commitment to equity 

in the wake of federal attacks.  

It is worth being explicit: A commitment to equity and increasing access for marginalized 

groups has been legal and remains legal.  

In the wake of the Students for Fair Admissions supreme court case in 2023 that struck down a 

“plus factor” evaluation system for college admissions, schools across the country rushed to rid 

their admissions policies of “DEI” – which effectively meant removing policies aimed at 

increasing diversity. First, the case did not require a rollback of DEI at the higher education or 

K-12 level. Second, our Attorney General’s office put out a guidance in September that schools 

in MA were to ignore federal intimidation and keep promoting diversity, equity, and inclusion in 

our schools.  

Supreme Court precedent also tells us that factoring in socioeconomic status is legal, and Parents 

Involved v. Seattle (2007) confirms that schools may pursue diversity through facially neutral 

means. The concurrence specifically notes that while schools may not classify students by race, 

they may adopt strategies such as site selection or attendance zones to reduce racial isolation.  

The shift from a stated goal of “increasing racial and economic diversity” to a plan with no 

cohesive mission therefore reflects an unnecessary effort to comply in advance with 

constitutional limits that do not, in fact, require such retreat from inclusive aims. 

http://www.cleweb.org/
https://supreme.justia.com/cases/federal/us/551/701/
https://supreme.justia.com/cases/federal/us/551/701/


The committee should not vote for the proposed policy but should continue to dedicate time to 

solving the access issue more broadly.  

The heart of this admissions debate is that families want access to high-quality curriculum, and 

we need to focus on quality education for all in BPS. The exam schools are a band aid for overall 

quality concerns in the district. BPS should start with keeping exam schools accessible and 

simultaneously move to district wide support for high quality.  

We urge the committee to vote no against the new policy and prioritize high quality for all 

moving forward, including equity in admission to exam schools. 

Thank you.  

 

 

 

 


