
We, the undersigned residents of Next House, have read the specific details of the proposed

dining plan and we do not support it:

- We r.rnderstand that there will be a'take out" option.

- We understand that the initial mandatory commitment will decrease ov€r time: $3800 for
freshmen, $3800 or $3400 for sophomores, and $3800, $3400, or $2900 forjuniors and

seniors..

- We understand that hours will be staggered across the system in order to accommodate

more schedules.

We STILL do not support this plan for the following reasons.

- It is too expensive - after accounting for missed meals, IAP, and lunches, it will nearly

double the cost of food.

- It forces us to move out if we are unwilling to pay for meals that we will not eat.

- It will destroy the community at Next House by providing upperclassmen with a financial
incentive to move out, making it more difficult to develop long-standing culture.

We are dismayed by the argument that "everything will be okay'' in four years once the system

reaches steady state, since the current sfudents have graduated and the new students have "gotten

used to" the plan. Even if this argsme{t were true, it completely discounts the experience of
those of us who are here now. We feel that this plan is wrong for us, wrong for Next House, and

wrong for MIT.
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We, the undersigned residents of Next House, have read the specific details of the proposed
dining plan and we do not support it.

- We understand that there will be a "take out" option.

- We understand that the initial mandatory commitment will decrease over time: $3800 for
freshmen, $3800 or $3400 for sophomores, and $3800, $3400, or $2900 forjuniors and

seniors..

- We understand that hours will be staggered across the system in order to accommodate
more schedules.

We STILL do not support this plan for the following reasons:

- It is too expensive - after accounting for missed meals, IAP" and lunches, it will nearly
double the cost of food.

- It forces us to move out if we are unwilling to pay for meals that we will not eat.

- It will destroy the community at Next House by providing upperclassmen with a financial
incentive to move out, making it more difficult to develop long-standing culture.

We are dismayed by the argume$ that "everything will be okay" in four years once the system
reaches steady state, since the surrent students have graduated. and the new sfudents have "gotten
used to" the plan. Even if this argument were true, it completely discounts the experience of
those of us who are here now. We feel that this plan is wrong for us, wrong for Next House, and

wrong for MIT.
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Wg the undersigned residents ofNext House, have read the specific details ofthe proposed
dining plan and we do not support it:

- We understand that there will be a "take out" option.

- We understand that the initial mandatory commitment will decrease over time: $3800 for
freshmen, $3800 or $3400 for sophomores, and $3800, $340q or $2900 forjuniors and

seniors..

- We understand that hours will be staggered across the system in order to accommodate
more schedules.

We STILL do not support this plan for the following reasons:

- It is too expensive - after accounting for missed meals, IAP, and lunches, it will nearly
double the cost of food.

- It forces us to move out ifwe are unwilling to pay for meals that we will not eat.

- It will destroy the communtty at Next House by providing upperclassmen with a financial
incentive to move out, makingit more difficult to develcp long-standing culture.

We are dismayed by the argument that "everything will be okay" in four years once the system

reaches steady state, since the current students have graduated and the new students have "gotten

used to" the plan. Even ifthis argument were true, it completely discounts the experience of
those of us who are here now. We feel that this plan is wrong for us, wrong for Next House, and

wrong for MIT.
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We, the undersigned residents ofNext House, have read the specific details ofthe proposed
dining plan and we do not suppcfi it.

- We understand that there will be a "take out"'option.
- We understand that the initial mandatory commitment will decrease over time. $3800 for

freshmen, $3800 or $3400 for sophomores, and $3800, $3400, cr $2900 forjuniors and
seniors..

- We understand tbat hours will be staggered across the system in order to accommodate
more schedules.

We STILL do not support this plan for the following reasons.

- It is too expensive - after accounting for rnissed meals, IAP, and lunches, it will nearly
double the cost of food.

- It forces us to move out if we are unwilling to pay for meals that we will not eat.

- It will destroy the community at Next House by providing upperclassmen with a financial
incentive to move out, making it more difficult to develop long-standing culture.

We are dismayed by the argument that "ever;thing will be okay'' in four years once the system
reaches steady state, since the current students have graduated and the new students have "gotten
used to" the plan. Even if this argument were true, it completely discounts the experience of
those of us who are here now. We feel that this plan is wrong for us, wrong for Next House, and
wrong for MIT.

Printed Name

i"j,\ uri cn (at h

Deepor\i Rcxrre-\

.-4ffi

Signature

[{,ii ri > c

W,tpa Erd-lt"rr



Printed Name

Cl^^u{,'\\< 0{ ry [
Roe-hel Lun

l/ relnt F-,,*nn^-,( hrisl'. 9i^olis
lrnr,+.r,-4 f . Sr.qL,

-

Lat*rurt Qutsqbetrnt

^'fe^{ 
&- ( r

r4'H;;------

.4* t[, ,f.,.-



We, the undersigned residents ofNext House, have read the specific details of the proposed

dining plan and we do not support it:

- We understand that there will be a "t&ke out" option.

- We understand that the initial mandatory commitment will decrease over time: $3800 for
freshmen, $3800 or $3400 for sophomores, and $3800, $3400, or $290O for juniors and

seniors..

- We understand that hours will be staggered across the system in order to accommodate
more schedules.

We STILL do not support this plan for the following reasons.

- It is too expensive - after aceounting for missed meals, IAP, and lunches, it will nearly

double the cost of food.

- It forces us to move out if we are unwilling to pay for meals that we will not eat.

- It will destroy the community at Next House by providing upperclassmen with a financial
incentive to move out, making it more difficult to develop long-standing culture.

We are dismayed by the argument that "everything will be okay'' in four years once the system

reaches steady state, since the current students have graduated and the new students have "gotten
used to" the plan. Even if this argument were true, it completely discounts the experience of
those of us whs are here now. We feel that this plan is wrong for us" wrong for Next House, and

wrong for MIT.
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We, the undersigned residents of Next House, have read the specific details of the proposed
dining plan and we do not zupport it:

- We understand that there will be a "take out" option.

- We understand that the initial mandatory commitment will decrease over time. $3800 for
freshmen, $3800 cr $3400 for sophomores, and $3800, $3400, or $2900 forjuniors and

seniors..

- We understand that hours will be staggered across the system in order to accommodate
more schedules.

We STILL do not support this plan for the following reasons:

- It is too expensive - after accounting fur missed meals, IAP, and hrnches, it will nearly

double the cost of food.

- It forces us to move out if we are unwilling to pay for meals that we will not eat.

- It will destroy the community at Next House by providing upperclassmen with a financial
incentive to move out, makingit more difficult to develop long-standing culture.

We are dismayed by the argument that "everything will be okay'' in four years once the system

reaches steady state, since the current students have graduated and the new students have "gotten

used to" the plan. Even if this argument were true, it completely discounts the experience of
those of us who are here now. We feel that this plan is wrong for us, wrong for Next House, and

wrong for MIT.
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We, the undersigned residents ofNe* House, have read the specific details ofthe proposed

dining plan and we do not support it:

- We understand that there will be a "take out" option.

- We understand that the initial mandatory commilment will decrease over time: $3800 for
freshmen, $3800or$3400forsophomores, and $3800, $3400, or$2900forjuniorsand
seniors.-

- We understand that hours will be staggered across the system in order to accommodate

more schedules.

We STILL do not support this plan for the following reasons:

- It is too expensive - after accounting for rnissed meals, IAP, and lunches, it will nearly

double the cost of food.

- It forces us to move out if we are unwilling to pay for meals that we will not eat.

- It will destroy the community at Next House by providing upperclassmen with a financial
incenfive to move out, making it morc difficult to develop long-standing culture.

We are dismayed by the argument that "everything will be okay'' in four years once the system

reaches steady state, since the current students have graduated and the nernr students have "gotten

used to" the plan. Even if this argument were true, it completely discounts the experience of
those of us who are here now" We feel that this plan is wrong for us, wrong for Next House, and

wrong for MIT.
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We. the undersigned residents ofNext House, have read the specific details of the proposed

dining plan and we do not support it:

- We understand that there will be a "take out" option.

- We understand that the initial mandatory commitment will decrease over time: $3800 for
freshmen, $3800 or $3400 for sophomores, and $3800, $340q or $2900 forjuniors and

seniors..

- We understand that hours will be staggered across the system in order to accommodate

more schedules.

We STILL do not support this plan for the following reasons:

- It is too expensive - after accounting for missed meals, IAP, and lunches, it will nearly

double the cost of food.

- It forces us to move out if we are unwilling to pay for meals that we will not eat.

- It will destroy the community at Next House by providing upperclassmen with a financial
incentive to move out, makingit more difficult to develop long-standing culture.

We are dismayed by the argument that "everything will be okaf in four years once the system

reaches steady state, since the current students have graduated and the new students have "gotten

used to" the plan. Even if this argument were true, it completely discounts the experience of
those of us who are here now. We feel that this plan is wrong for us, wrong for Next House, and

wrong for MIT.
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