
Barb Mitchell Comments: May 31, 2012 
 
These are my personal opinions and do not represent a concurrence of the board nor the 
opinion of the school district. 
 
Bill [Johnson], thank you for being here. We’ve been acquainted for 20 years, and I 
regard you as a thoughtful and ethical founder of a premier local news publication who 
cares deeply about our community and schools. 
 
In both our worlds, trust is the most important currency. 
 
I also know that: 
 
- This superintendent and these school board trustees cherish the public trust. 
 
- Transparency is a principle that the Palo Alto Unified School District takes just as 
seriously as the Palo Alto Weekly does. 
 
- The six of us have received extensive training on California’s ethics laws. 
 
- The six of us have in place policies and practices that far exceed the Brown Act 
standards of conduct and public access. 
 
In your May 14 letter to school district trustees, a number of implications and accusations 
were made. You specifically accused the superintendent and trustees of breaking the law 
by conducting serial meetings in violation of the Brown Act, by writing that: “…through 
these communications a serial meeting in violation of the Brown Act occurred,” and 
“your participation in this violation exposes each of you [to] liability under the statute.” 
 
The definition of a serial meeting is very clear. I don’t believe any such meeting 
occurred, and I don’t believe these people before you would violate that standard. 
 
The Palo Alto Weekly has published incomplete information on state law, accused people 
of breaking the law, and implied that public documents that have not been requested by 
citizens as outlined in California legislation, are examples of secret communications and 
district efforts to exclude the public. 
 
These unfounded accusations misrepresent the school district and promote reckless 
misinformation and gossip. Here are some posts from mostly anonymous Palo Alto 
Weekly Town Square readers: 
 
“What is lost in the current process is TRUST and once trust is lost it is hard to regain.” 
  
“It would be nice if they were more open than the law requires, but let's start with not 
doing business in secret.” 
 



“There seems to be some basic honesty missing here.” 
 
“What is the district trying to hide? This is the public's business and there is no place for 
secret communications.” 
 
“The school board should operate in a better way — more open, with no serial 
communication that skirts public view.” 
 
“It is especially nice when systemic problems are caught by the press. Thanks for 
whoever was "the whistleblower" 
 
“I am amazed that the school board's attorneys allowed this practice to occur... everyone 
involved should know better.” 
 
“This looks really bad. Because it likely is really bad. Is this how we want our public 
districts run?” 
 
The Mom standard here is that we’re all responsible for modeling behavior and character 
we expect of our children, as perfectly captured in Bill [Johnson]’s May 23 statement: 
“May I encourage you to discuss the merits of the issues here, rather than throw around 
completely unfounded conspiracy theories?” 
 
I believe the Palo Alto Weekly will graciously publish a retraction, and offer the school 
district a guest opinion in a timely manner, because that’s who they are. 
 
Then we should shake hands, reboot, and move on with the business of working together 
to give students the best educational experience we can, as members of the same 
fortunate community. 
 
I’d like this statement to be included in the public record. 


