
This email was sent to all West Chester Area School District school board 
directors and also to Superintendent Sokoloski on May 24, 2022.  It 
expresses the concerns of a WCASD Taxpayer regarding the intolerant 
behaviors and speeches of many LGBTQ individuals and their supporters 
(both students and community members) at the March and April of 2022 
board meetings.  These unfortunately seem to be an indication of the 
unacceptable degree of LGBTQ indoctrination that is taking place in the 
WCASD – indoctrinations that are wholeheartedly supported by the Dr. 
Sokolowski who uncharacteristically grandstanded at the end of the April 
meeting in an inappropriate manner.  (See p.9 below.) 
 
Note: Although The WCASD Taxpayer was identified in the email to the 
Board, it is felt that the current vitriolic atmosphere necessitates anonymity 
for Internet postings. 

 
---------- Original Message ---------- 
From: WCASD Taxpayer <XXXX@comcast.net> 
To: "stiernan@wcasd.net" <stiernan@wcasd.net>, 
"gbevilacqua@wcasd.net" <gbevilacqua@wcasd.net>, 
"jchester@wcasd.net" <jchester@wcasd.net>, "LDetre@wcasd.net" 
<LDetre@wcasd.net>, "ddurnell1@wcasd.net" <ddurnell1@wcasd.net>, 
"kfleming@wcasd.net" <kfleming@wcasd.net>, "kherrmann@wcasd.net" 
<kherrmann@wcasd.net>, "kshaw@wcasd.net" <kshaw@wcasd.net>, 
"SWhomsley@wcasd.net" <SWhomsley@wcasd.net> 
Cc: "Sokolowski, Robert J." <RSOKOLOWSKI@wcasd.k12.pa.us> 
Date: 05/24/2022 2:10 AM 
Subject: Concerns related to March and April WCASD school board 
meetings 
  
  
To: Members of the WCASD Board of Directors:  
 
FORWARD: This email expresses concerns regarding intolerant attitudes 
displayed by the GSA students and several virtue-signaling community 
supporters in their speeches and behaviors during the last two school 
board meetings. 
  
Before beginning I should say that it is beyond my comprehension that 
eight of you on this school board, some parents and some teachers, could 
view the indisputably pornographic pictures in Gender Queer and vote to 
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keep it in our high school libraries.   Even with that said, I do appreciate the 
enormous amounts of time that you spend on your board activities with no 
compensation and thank you for that.  I know that your job has been 
extremely difficult over the last couple of years and does not seem to be 
getting easier. 
  
I recognize that board members have many responsibilities and therefore 
do not expect answers to this email or to any of the questions posed.  I 
respectfully request, however, that recipients read this email in its entirety 
and while doing so, urge each of you to evaluate the current divisive 
situation in our school district and consider potential changes in its 
operations in light of recent occurrences.  Presented below are some 
comments and questions that I hope will provide you with some food for 
thought as you read the DOCUMENTATION AND CONCERNS 
REGARDING MARCH AND APRIL BOARD MEETINGS in the body of this 
email.  I urge you to investigate the concerns expressed below and ask that 
you examine and attempt to find answers to the legitimate questions posed. 

1. One of the primary goals of DEI programs that are so extensively 
promoted and implemented in this district is to foster tolerance and 
acceptance of those with differing viewpoints. Can you honestly say 
that tolerance was demonstrated by GSA students and their 
supporters in the last two meetings?  Tolerance is a two-way 
street; do the DEI ideologues in the district realize this or do they 
think that tolerance only applies to those who agree with them?  How 
can this be improved? 

2. Although students have every right to state whatever opinions they 
choose at school board meetings, it seemed that they very possibly 
had collaborated with certain district administrators and/or teachers 
prior to the March meeting.  Is this appropriate?   To what degree was 
this done?  Are teachers and administrators encouraging a 
victimization mentality in these students?  More disturbingly, are 
agenda-driven ideologues in our administration and on our teaching 
staff using these LGBTQ young people as pawns to advance their 
own social agendas?  These are legitimate questions that should be 
examined and investigated by the school board. 

3. The WCASD has been requiring CRT training for its teachers and 
implementing DEI initiatives in our schools for many years. These 
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initiatives appear to have escalated since the hiring of a Director of 
Equity and Assessment (DEA) in February of 2021 -- a person who 
seems to be revered by the “woke” segment of the WCASD and who 
is undoubtedly well-meaning and sincere in her beliefs.  This DEA's 
excessive focus on race conforms to divisive CRT ideologies and 
her claims of racism are often unjustified.   One example was the 
email that she sent to all WCASD staff that alleged that the 
Rittenhouse verdict was connected to racism, a claim that is patently 
absurd.  Crying racism for no legitimate reason is akin to crying wolf 
and diminishes true instances of racism which unfortunately still 
exist.  Even Dr. Sokolowski could not come up with a rational answer 
when he was asked to explain how this verdict was connected to 
racism. 

4. Now, the DEA's office seems to be focusing on LGBTQ/gender 
identity issues which have come to the fore with the vote on Gender 
Queer.  It is one thing, and indeed essential, that LGBTQ individuals 
be supported, accepted, treated with respect, and protected from 
bullying; it is quite another to groom students and encourage them to 
explore changing their gender identities.  Those who deny that the 
latter is happening in the WCASD are WRONG!   To call this child 
abuse is not an exaggeration.   WCASD and other districts that 
promote these gender ideologies to young, vulnerable students are 
treading in very dangerous waters.  Although students scoffed at a 
speaker who warned about a district’s potential liability by 
participating in this coaching, the speaker was 100% right.  Consider 
the scenario of a child who, swayed by classroom gender 
indoctrinations, takes puberty blockers to “change his sex,” and then 
after reaching adulthood changes his mind, only to find that he has 
been irreparably damaged emotionally, sexually and physically by the 
medications he’s taken at a young age.  If the individual were able to 
trace his “transitioning” to “teachings” (AKA indoctrinations) from 
specific teachers or administrators, a lawsuit would be a very real 
possibility.  The school board must consider this before allowing this 
propagandizing to continue.  Situations related to gender identity 
topics are becoming more and more bizarre and are much too 
numerous to list.  One example that was obtained from a reliable 
source is that of a Pierce Middle School health teacher who is said to 
have told his class that trans-men are men capable of giving 
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birth.  This is INSANE!  This nonsense must be stopped before it 
escalates! 

5. The damage done to our students and our district by these racial and 
gender indoctrinations (which are certainly encouraged by WCASD’s 
Director of Equity and Assessment) is very real. I therefore strongly 
suggest that the school board eliminate this position entirely and 
concentrate on academics instead of spending such inordinate 
amounts of time and money on social engineering.  At the very 
least, the school board should replace the current DEA with someone 
who is nonpartisan and less focused on pushing her woke agendas 
on students and teachers.  The office of the DEA wields a great deal 
of power and influence in the WCASD; having an incontrovertible, 
agenda-driven ideologue in this position can't help but create an 
uncomfortable and possibly toxic work environment for teachers who 
disagree with her ideologies but are reluctant to speak out for fear of 
retaliation.  I realize that I will be vilified for this suggestion but this 
action should be taken to restore some semblance of reason to our 
once outstanding district. 

6. There are many concerns that could be noted but one that was 
mentioned several times in the students’ speeches is the topic of 
“misgendering” which seems to be akin to hate speech in their minds, 
even though this seems unreasonable to many others.  Has the 
school board set policies for punitive actions against teachers or 
students who misgender individuals in a non-spiteful and/or non-
bullying manner?  If so, has the board investigated the legalities of 
imposing any punishments whatsoever for 
misgendering?   Peripherally related to this, has the board set policies 
as to pronouns that teachers should use when talking to parents of a 
trans-student whose parents aren’t aware of his/her gender 
preference?  Are teachers required to hide a child's preferred gender 
identity from his/her parents?  Related to this, in communications with 
unaware parents, are teachers forbidden to use pronouns that the 
trans-student uses in school?   What if a teacher is uncomfortable 
participating in this deception?  Will s/he be reprimanded in any 
way?  Policies on these matters should be established and made 
transparent to everyone.  In addition, legalities and teachers' rights 
must be considered in their formulation. 
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DOCUMENTATION AND CONCERNS REGARDING MARCH AND 
APRIL BOARD MEETINGS: Recent contentious school board meetings 
have demonstrated that the DEI programs implemented by the WCASD 
have failed to effect the tolerance that has been touted as one of its primary 
objectives.   Numerous student members of the GSA (undoubtedly 
encouraged by administrators and teachers), spoke passionately and often 
articulately in favor of keeping the pornographic book Gender Queer in our 
high school libraries.   However, too many of them, in addition to several of 
their virtue-signaling community supporters, inappropriately equated 
objections to the indisputable pornographic aspects of Gender Queer to 
bigotry and prejudice against LGBTQ+ students.   This is a manufactured 
and untrue smear against those of us with legitimate opposing 
opinions.    No objective, fair-minded listener would find anything in our 
speeches that demeaned or attacked LGBTQ students.  Opposition to 
indisputably pornographic books being made available to minors in 
our taxpayer-funded school libraries does not translate in any way to 
“attacks” on LGBTQ individuals.  
  
A separate issue is the disturbing sexual indoctrinations and indeed 
“grooming” that are taking place in our schools, starting at young ages and 
continuing through high school.  They are infused into the curriculum both 
covertly and overtly.  These escalating LGBTQ indoctrinations are 
admittedly a major concern to me and many others.  However, the issue 
is with the agenda-driven administrators, teachers and librarians who 
are propagandizing students in a variety of ways – not with the 
LGBTQ students.   In certain cases it seems that these students are being 
used as pawns to advance the agendas of some of these ideologically-
motivated educrats. 
  
LGBTQ+ individuals unquestionably deserve to be treated with respect and 
accepted and appreciated as human beings.  Bullying of any type or for any 
reason has no place in our schools or in our society.  America has come a 
long way over the last several years in enabling true LGBTQ+ individuals to 
comfortably “come out of the closet” and not be harassed or demeaned for 
what they perceive to be their sexual identities or orientations.  This is a 
definite step in the right direction.  
  
It is understandable that individuals belonging to groups who have suffered 
inexcusable discrimination for so long could become defensive and view 
situations from a perspective that fits their own limited narrative rather than 
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assessing them from a fair-minded, objective viewpoint.  With that said 
however, it is unacceptable that in too many cases the “bullied” are now 
becoming the “bulliers.”  Some in the LGBTQ community unfortunately 
verbally abuse those who express legitimate differences of opinion by 
labelling them with malignant pejoratives -- a common ploy used to silence 
dissenters.  In recent WCASD board meetings many used this tactic 
against individuals who opposed Gender Queer for its pornographic 
aspects, parroting similar vicious (and untrue) invectives and smears… 

 Opponents of Gender Queer are (figuratively) attacking LGBTQ 
students; 

 we use hate speech against LGBTQ students; 
 we border on being white supremacists; 
 we are book-banners; 
 we are racists, homophobes and transphobes. 

While many of the LGBTQ students should be commended for their poise, 
sincerity, and the articulate manner in which they delivered their speeches 
at recent board meetings, the speeches and behaviors of several others 
exhibited intolerance and unwarranted animosity.  A few selected instances 
are itemized below. 

 The most vicious, outrageous and totally fallacious attack was made 
by K. C.(LINK), a trans-female student who ranted in the March 
meeting about the contents of a speech given by A.O. at the previous 
month’s board meeting.  A.O., in addressing the WCASD’s proposed 
comprehensive plan, expressed his concerns as to detrimental 
consequences on women’s sports by allowing biological men to 
compete in women’s events.  Astoundingly, K. admonished the 
board for not stopping A.O. from expressing his legitimate 
opinions regarding this issue (which I might add are shared by the 
vast majority of Americans).   Excerpts from K.’s March 28 tirade are: 
 
Excerpt: “The board let a man stand up here for 3 minutes to spew 
pure hate -- specifically transphobia…  He never said her name but 
he was talking about Penn State swimmer (Note that it was not Penn 
State but the University of Pennsylvania) who competed in the 
highest level of college swimming in both the men’s league and the 
women’s league.  Lia Thomas.  You let him misgender her, call trans-
women men and directly talk bad about our trans students.  And as 
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I’ve seen hate speech gives a big punishment within the schools so 
why is it acceptable at the school board meetings?  For as much 
support as we get at our schools, from our admins and our teachers, 
it goes to waste if the board doesn’t listen to those whose (inaudible) 
any restrictions that may be applied to as in the students.” 

Comments: K.’s speech was offensive and untrue on many levels and 
(her) hypocrisy both appalling and blatant.  (She) would undoubtedly be 
one of the first to object if the school board stopped anyone in (her) group 
from expressing their opinions. One of the key points from Gender 
Queer’s proponents was the issue of censorship, yet K. admonished the 
school board for not censoring someone because his opinion differed from 
(hers)! 
  
There was absolutely nothing in Mr. A.O.’s speech that spewed hate 
against transgenders or anyone else. This is a total falsehood and can be 
verified by the text of A.O.’s speech which is attached to this email.  In the 
context of his concern about the ramifications of WCASD’s proposed 
comprehensive plan, Mr. A.O. gave the example of Lia Thomas, a trans-
female swimmer who is (unfairly) breaking records in women’s swimming 
events.  He did refer to Lia as “he” (Lia's biological gender) but 
he never “talked bad” about WCASD’s trans-students as Katie 
claimed.  Apparently “misgendering” was the “hate speech” that Katie 
referred to (as did several other LGBTQ students in other 
presentations).  This is absurd.  Unless the misgendering is done in a 
spiteful manner (which was not the case in Mr. A.O.’s speech) it does not 
warrant the malicious accusations misused by this trans-student.  
  
It is ironic that K. was so defensive of Lia, who is breaking records and 
setting precedents that will ultimately annihilate sports competitions for the 
gender that K. has chosen to be. Can K. not see the incongruity here? K. 
apparently thinks that trans-rights prevail over women’s rights. (Her) 
reasoning and speech was unimpressive to say the least.  

 F. S. LINK is another student who made some outrageous claims in 
(her) speech:  

Excerpt: When adults came up to discuss how the book Gender Queer 
should be banned it became so painfully evident that the prejudiced 
attitudes of these adults are having a real life impact on students.  This was 
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a display of blatant transphobia.….The sentiments regarding the book 
Gender Queer shed light on a much bigger issue at hand.  The LBGTQ+ 
community is facing so much hate.  Many people discuss 
their opinions regarding GSA and LGBTQ+ organizations.   Let me be 
clear.  These opinions are not opinions at all.  They are attacks.  The 
moment anyone begins to express any idea that dehumanizes members of 
the LGBTQ+ community because of their sexual orientation or gender it is 
not an opinion, it is hate speech.”  
Comments:  No one indicated that Gender Queer should be banned –it 
can be obtained at many public libraries and purchased from Amazon and 
a variety of book stores.  Opponents simply do not want it made available 
to minors in our taxpayer-funded school libraries.  In addition, objecting to 
this pornographic book is not a “blatant display of transphobia” even 
though many of the book’s proponents seemed to hope that pushing this 
untrue narrative enough times might succeed in having listeners actually 
believe it.  Finally, it would be interesting to know which ideas anyone 
expressed that “dehumanizes members of the LGBTQ+ community” since 
after listening to each speech twice I couldn’t find even one nor did Forum 
provide examples to validate this claim.  

 M. V. LINK also made some unusual (and disturbing) remarks in her 
speech that indicate the degree of indoctrination which is imposed on 
students in our schools. 

Excerpt: “This refusal to accept the curriculum and facts for what they are, 
regarding racism in America, and suggesting to homeschool children in 
order to prevent them from learning the realities of minority injustice is 
bordering on white supremacy and is not a safe suitable environment for 
minority students to learn in.”   
Comments:  Many parents are indeed refusing to accept the curriculum 
being taught to their children -- not because they don’t want true history to 
be presented, but because much of the material is taught in a biased 
manner that excessively focuses on injustices to minorities (which certainly 
have occurred in the past) and also diminishes the enormous strides that 
our country has taken to correct for prior injustices.  Many parents opt to 
homeschool, not because they border on being white supremacists (a 
ridiculous claim), but because they do not want their children subjected to 
the blatant and heinous sexual, racial and political indoctrinations that are 
so prevalent in today’s schools.  They should be applauded for home-
schooling, not vilified!  
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 March meeting: In addition to some students verbally vilifying those 
with opposing views in their speeches, several proponents reacted 
rudely by snickering while some of us presented our objections to 
Gender Queer. Needless to say, this was disconcerting and 
distracting.  Another time a trans-student stood up and smiled as he 
blatantly waved a large rainbow flag at the side of the room while an 
individual was speaking against Gender Queer.  No one attempted to 
stop him.  (I wonder what would have happened to someone who 
waved a Gadsden flag in the same manner.) 

 April meeting: Two occurrences at the April board meeting were 
extremely disturbing. 
 
1. In her speech near the end of the meeting, a young mother 
announced with dismay that she was taking her child out of the 
WCASD due to various happenings in our schools. LINK  When she 
finished, a student in the audience yelled “GET OUT!”  Is this the 
tolerance that the DEI programs are teaching our students?  I didn’t 
hear anything of the sort from those of us who had been continually 
accused of being hateful transphobes, etc., while Gender Queer 
proponents were speaking. 
 
2. Just as President Tiernan was about to close the meeting, 
Superintendent Sokolowski stood up and said very emphatically 
(LINK): "Students, I'm standing with you. We're talking about choice. 
We're talking about listening to the voice of our students. Students, I 
pledge to you. We're going to turn that volume up. You're going to 
hear a student voice!" 
 
Comments:  I, and many others were astounded at this unnecessary 
grandstanding from the WCASD’s superintendent.  I have often 
disagreed with Dr. Sokolowski’s positions, but have always 
appreciated the fact that he invariably responds to individuals’ 
concerns in a respectful and timely manner.  This unprofessional and 
out-of-character show-boating was disturbing to say the least.  It is 
unclear as to what he meant by “choice.”  Of course we should listen 
to the opinions of our students and everyone did, and quite 
respectfully, during two long school board meetings.  All students, no 
matter what their “identities,” should be appreciated as human 
beings, treated with respect and protected from any type of 
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bullying.   Their opinions should be considered but should never be 
allowed to dictate policies and the direction of our educational system 
to the detriment of other students and teachers.  My takeaway from 
this appalling performance was that Dr. Sokolowski was sending a 
message to those of us who dared to disagree with his 
administration’s viewpoints: the opinions of those who don’t march to 
the drummer of ultra-wokeness that is currently deemed acceptable 
by our district’s administrators are not valued...it is students’ opinions 
that take top priority.  This is not appropriate and quite unexpected 
from someone who had previously epitomized professionalism. 

  
FINAL COMMENTS: The following speech was written by J.M. a district 
resident and Gender Queer Review Committee member.  It was read by a 
friend at the March, 2022 board meeting so you have heard it before.  This 
speech provides more food for thought than any other writings in this email 
and is so outstanding that it is worth repeating.  Its insights should be 
considered by every school board member. 
  
“The science on child and brain development overwhelmingly agrees that 
children’s brains are not able to process complex problems fully until the 
age of 25 and yet the WCASD is providing information to students on 
sexual diversity, a very complex social construct that most adults have 
trouble comprehending.  For what purpose?  Secondary students, 
especially middle school and high school students, are in a developmental 
stage that is fraught with impulsive behaviors, confusion about 
relationships, that openly questions authority and pushes boundaries and 
now you want them to question their sexual identity as well?  No wonder 
children today are anxious, depressed and committing suicide at an 
alarming rate.  
  
Today over 1.8 percent of children identify as transgender, a 4000-5000% 
increase over 2017 only five years ago.  In addition, the majority of patients 
with gender dysphoria have comorbidities with psychiatric axis 1 
diagnoses.  Don’t take it from me – take it from the Trevor project, an 
LGBTQ support organization for a study from the National Institutes of 
Health psychiatric axis 1 comorbidities among patients with gender 
dysphoria by Mehbodi and (inaudible).  It’s also important to note that 70 – 
90% of teenagers who identify as transgender do not when they reach 
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adulthood.  What does that tell you about making those kinds of decisions 
at a developmentally inappropriate age?  The question is why?  

 Why are all these children so confused, depressed, anxious and 
suicidal? 

 What is the root cause? 
 Why this generation? Why now?  What is different? 

Never before has a generation of kids been told that they can choose their 
gender.  
Never before has a generation of kids been taught to believe that biology 
is a social construct. 
Never before has sex education meant the proffering of highly sexually 
inappropriate pornographic books in school libraries. 
Never before have school officials admittedly hidden a child’s questioning 
or mental health issues and proclaimed sexual preferences from parents.  
  
So I ask you – all of the board members, all of the administrators, all of the 
teachers, all of us…are you part of the solution or are you part of the 
problem? 
  
Respectfully, 
  
XXXX 
WCASD Taxpayer 
East Goshen 
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ATTACHMENT:  A.O.’s Speech from 2-28-2022 School Board Meeting 

(2:04:50 on video) (https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=nzNLV6lWzrg&t=6252s) 

Dear Board of Directors,   

I believe in our district’s mission which reads “to educate and inspire our students to 
achieve their personal best.”   

President Tiernan, recently you concluded a meeting by emphasizing how important that 
mission is for ALL students.  I agree.  

I believe logic and reason, when applied fairly and judiciously, can achieve that goal and 
sustain it over time. Every student should be welcomed and inspired to achieve their 
personal best in this district.  

My concern is that the proposed comprehensive plan will not get us there.  It will lead to 
more discrimination than inclusion in many different ways. It discriminates on skin color, 
sex, and other immutable traits while also violating civil rights and exposing the school 
district to lawsuits.  The comprehensive plan is built on the University of Pennsylvania’s 
Equity Audit of our district.  The comprehensive plan and the equity audit are two peas in 
a pod. Take a look at the University of Pennsylvania and how they are trying to achieve 
equity, but instead are creating discrimination in its wake.  Many have read in the news 
that a boy from the men’s swim team has joined the women’s swim team.   

When he swam on the men’s team, he was not a top performer.   Now, when he swims 
for the women’s team, he is setting records and earning first place times, robbing women 
of victory and future opportunities.  This new reality is fast becoming a national trend 
because of equity ideologies.  

At every district board meeting, we hear from our wonderful student leaders about the 
success of the various sports teams at each of our high schools.  If the district follows the 
University of Pennsylvania’s logic then the next women’s star basketball player, the 
fastest swimmer, and the best athletes will be boys on the girls’ teams.   

Is this what you want for our daughters?  To play second fiddle to men?  If you vote for 
this new comprehensive plan that is exactly what you will be saying to our girls... there is 
a new glass ceiling, and it is boys who identify as girls.  There is no limiting principle in the 
University of Pennsylvania’s equity audit of our district that would stop us from reaching 
this point.  We may not get there in one week, in one month or even in one year, but it is 
the final destination on the path you are headed.   

(Was cut off here.)  We know it.  You know it.  Everybody knows it.  So, please, stop it 
now.  Let reason and logic prevail.   

Thank you for your time.  
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