April 14, 2008

Stephanie Karl, President

Upper Saddle River Board of Education
395 West Saddle River Road

Upper Saddle River, New Jersey 07458

Dear Mrs. Karl,

PAGE was pleased to learn from Jill Mortimer that the Quad-District checklists are in the process of
being reviewed and revised. As we previously informed the Board, we believe the checklist, one means
of identifying gifted and talented students, were incomplete and inconsistent. We look forward to the
results of this review process, but understand it will take some time before the revisions are complete.

We that in mind, PAGE recently reviewed other components of the Quad-District Philosophy and again
found ourselves with many unanswered questions. We raise these with you now as we do not believe
that the revision of the identification checklist for grades K-3 will address these other problems in the
application of the Quad-District Philosophy.

In your letter of November 28, 2007, you stated that in your discussions with Ms. Mortimer, “it has been
made clear to me that all three sending districts do use the same criteria for placement in gifted and
talented programs.” In our meeting with Ms. Mortimer, we learned that we are not in alignment with
the other sending districts. Although the same criteria are used for placement, identification of
academically gifted students is done in the beginning of the school year in Allendale and Ho-Ho-Kus. We
asked Ms. Mortimer why our District undertook the identification process at the end of the school year
and she responded that she did not know. In addition, Ms. Mortimer informed us that in Ho-Ho-Kus,
once a student is identified as gifted, that classification remains with the student. The pupil does not
become “ungifted” the following year. Fluidity is used in that district to permit the identification of
students throughout their academic careers, not to declassify already identified students. We would
appreciate an explanation as to why our implementation differs from the other members of the Quad-
District.

We believe these inconsistencies in application of the Quad-District Philosophy to be critical. PAGE finds
it odd that our children need to reprove their abilities on a yearly basis when Ho-Ho-Kus has accepted
the more widely accepted and prevalent position that once identified, gifted children remain gifted. In
your letter of November 28, 2007 you cited to the research of Reuven Feuerstein to support your
assertion that giftedness is fluid. We have reviewed Feuerstein’s research, and while he does conclude
that the 1Q of a child can be submerged due to biological, social and cultural variables nothing in his
research found that gifted children lose their abilities, especially when they have been identified and are
challenged accordingly. While we agree a student’s academic performance may change, if a child
possesses the ability, they are gifted under New Jersey law and our new policy. Therefore we request
and explanation for our District’s continual reclassification of children.

Furthermore, we have serious concerns as to why we are the only district to evaluate students at the
end of the school year. The time of year the children are evaluated is critical, especially in Kindergarten






