December 17, 2007

Stephanie Karl, President

Upper Saddle River Board of Education
395 West Saddle River Road

Upper Saddle River, New Jersey 07458

Dear Mrs. Karl,

Thank you for your letter of November 28, 2007 responding to many of the issues raised by PAGE
members in my letter of October 23" as well as at Board meetings of October 15" November 12" and
November 19™. As | stated at the Board meeting of December 3", we truly appreciate the

thoughtfulness of your response.

Reviewing your letter and enclosures, DRAFT Policy No. 2464 and DRAFT Regulation No. 2464 appear to
incorporate the Quad District Enrichment Philosophy and Identification Criteria Checklists as a significant
part of this District’s gifted and talented policy. While these criterion and policy are a starting point for
the formation of policy, PAGE believes that the criteria are problematic and fall short of the
requirements of current New Jersey law. Our review of the criteria yielded many issues and questions
that we believed important to raise with you at this time, while the new policy and accompanying
regulation is being drafted and considered by the Board and administrative staff. We hope that the
exchange of ideas and input will be helpful to the Board in its consideration and adoption of policy.

N.J.A.C. 6A:8-3.1 defines the gifted and talented student as “[t]hose students who possess or
demonstrate high levels of ability, in one or more content areas, when compared to their chronological
peers . ..“ (emphasis added) The Quad District Enrichment Philosophy and the DRAFT Regulation No.
2464 state that the Enrichment Specialists have “established unified criteria with which to identify
students who demonstrate academic excellence.” The difference between these statements is beyond
the semantic. As we have explained previously, an enrichment program is different than a gifted
program. Our current enrichment program is aimed at those children who “demonstrate academic
excellence” whereas the goal of the state policy for gifted and talented children is to reach those
children who “possess” the ability to go beyond their peers academically, whether or not they are
currently achieving in accordance with their ability. This is the requirement that our new policy and

program must meet.

Our review of the criteria on the Regional Checklist for K-8 Enrichment Identification leaves us unable to
determine the relevance of many of the criteria to academic ability and achievement. For example,
criterion #3 (most creative and original child), #4 (child with the best leadership), #7 (best motivated
child), #8 (child the other children like best) and #10 (displays leadership potential) have no bearing
whatsoever on academic performance. Moreover, criterion #1 seeking the “best student (academically,
socially, behaviorally)” seeks for the identification of the best overall student in the class, not the best
academically performing student. Further, as noted in the “10 Common Gifted Education Myths” by the
National Association of Gifted Children, a copy of which PAGE provided to you in October, it is not
unusual for the gifted child to not be liked best - gifted children often have trouble socially relating to
their age peers who are not their intellectual peers. Furthermore, a gifted child unchallenged by the
curriculum would not be selected as #7 (best motivated child) or #11 (child who displays consistent






