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INTRODUCTION
My name is Christopher Robert Owens and I am a public school parent (twice), and a 1990s
member of the Community School Board in Brooklyn’s District 13. I am also a 1977 graduate of
the Bronx High School of Science and someone who attended Brooklyn Technical High School
for one year. I took the old SHSAT twice and earned the exact same score each time.
My eldest son, Elijah, a child with an IEP, is currently a senior at The Brooklyn Latin School and
is now applying to colleges. My younger son is currently a freshman at the Kurt Hahn
Expeditionary High School in East Flatbush.
Bronx Science, Brooklyn Tech and Brooklyn Latin are part of New York City’s group of nine
“specialized high schools” for which the only criteria for admission to eight of them is one’s
score on a standardized test.
I am submitting this testimony to be heard on the question of whether or not entrance to eight
of New York City’s specialized high schools should be based upon a different method of
selection. Allow me to thank you for this opportunity to share my thoughts and knowledge.
SUMMARY
•

•
•

•

Continue to use an entrance examination for all eight academic specialized high schools.
Schools selecting students based solely upon a test have a place in a 1.1 million student
public school system. In fact, we have plenty of high schools that use other selection
methods -- and some of them also have skewed demographics.
Engage in ongoing evaluations of the specialized high school entrance examination to
minimize class and cultural biases. Consult the right experts, such as former Princeton
Professor Howard Taylor.
While improving the test, possibly implement a system of filtering admissions by an
individual’s score, school selection preference, and borough of residence. By limiting the
number of people from a given borough who can attend a particular specialized high
school, we may achieve greater racial, ethnic and class diversity while still respecting test
performance.
Focus on the more significant challenges of improving the quality of all New York City high
schools, and ensuring that all middle and elementary schools are providing quality
learning. The irrational focus on specialized high schools would dissipate if every high
school had similar resources to work with.

THE DEMOGRAPHICS QUESTION
The selection question has been highlighted by the demographic distribution of students
attending the specialized high schools – particularly the best known of the group: the Bronx
High School of Science, Brooklyn Technical High School, and Stuyvesant High School. Since my
high school days, the percentage of Black and Latino students attending these schools has fallen
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to mind-boggling single digits, and the percentage of Asian students attending these schools
has skyrocketed. People are crying “foul” and looking for easy answers.
But there are no easy answers.
This issue needs to be put in perspective. Some 25,000 students take the SHSAT every year,
seeking to fill a maximum of approximately 5,500 9th and 10th Grade seats. This means that
some 19,500 students are not admitted to a specialized high school annually. Overall, some
92,000 students are looking for high school seats annually – with only some 5,500 entering
specialized high schools. No matter how we alter the admissions, some 86,500 students will
still need a good high school education. So why aren’t we focused on the real access and
fairness challenge – the quality of high schools serving 94% of our new high school students
every year? (If you look at the Big 3 alone, the total percentage of high school seats in question
is even smaller.)
It is also troubling that the NYCDOE, knowing the controversies that have surrounded the
SHSAT for years, has not done a better job of collecting – or releasing -- demographic data to
help all of us better understand the patterns. How do the demographic and score distributions
relate to each other? How do the demographic distribution and school selection distribution
relate to each other – inclusive and exclusive of the scores? If Asian and white students selected
all specialized high schools equally, would we be even having this conversation?
THE SELECTION PROCESS
In a perfect world, a standardized admission test would accurately and fairly identify the most
intelligent and talented students and provide them with that special opportunity. But we don’t
live in a perfect world.
In an even more perfect world, admission to the “specialized” high schools would be the result
of a review of the entire academic record of a student. This means that the use of an
admissions test, review of the academic record and a portfolio, and recommendations could be
combined to identify “worthy” students for these schools. As a result, our perfect world would
lead to a demographic distribution of students that accurately reflects the demographic
distribution of those who seek admission each year. But, alas, we do not live in a perfect world.
And when it comes to our public education system, we are even less perfect. The only way for a
blended method of admissions to work is to ensure that every middle school provides a similar
and qualitatively comparable education to every child and that an “A” in Riverdale means the
same as an “A” in Brownsville, that every middle school child is effectively counseled regarding
the existence of the specialized high schools and the entrance requirements, that every teacher
and guidance counselor is well-trained to advocate on behalf of every student seeking entrance
into these schools, and that every child has equal access to any and all preparatory
opportunities that exist. Yes, we do not live in a perfect world.
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If we cannot do these things and we discard the SHSAT (or a better quality exam), then the
relative “objectivity” of a standardized test will have been cast aside for a subjective nightmare
like we see with middle school, some high school or even college admissions.
RECOMMENDATIONS
My position, therefore, is that we first should do everything possible to utilize the best
standardized test possible and evaluate the impact of that change on the demographics. This
will take between five and ten years. I say this because the idea of having some schools whose
populations are decided by a test is not and should not be anathema to anyone. Life is a test
and a competitive global economy demands people who can perform well on tests – as well as
other strengths. Yes, such a method of selection discriminates against bad test takers. Yes,
such a method of selection discriminates against those who fail to prep for the tests – either
because they can’t or won’t make such preparation a priority. That’s part of life.
Don’t get me wrong. I think standardized tests are definitely biased and can be gamed. My
cousin, Professor Howard Taylor of Princeton University (Sociology), is completing a review of
decades of research on standardized tests that will illustrate in comprehensive terms how bad
we have been with them. As a Black American, I am particularly concerned with the population
shift in the Big 3 specialized high schools, and I believe that the test itself is indeed part of the
problem. Even Professor Taylor, however, will tell you that it is possible to improve
standardized tests and minimize the biases – biases that exist primarily due to socio-economic
inequities. I encourage you, therefore, to sit down with Professor Taylor, have a real
conversation, and maximize the potential options.
What bothers me even more, however, is the way that students of Asian descent are being
maligned due to their success on the tests. It is my hope that if and when Black and Latino
students find a way to succeed in such a disproportionate manner that such an outcry would
not exist. Before the Asians, Jews were maligned as well. A commitment to continually
improve the test will enable ongoing adjustments designed to minimize the impact of biases
and extraordinary amounts of prep work. The SHSAT can and does offset other current
inequities in the education system.
I can say this from personal experience. My son’s middle school experience left much to be
desired for many different reasons. Without the opportunity to do some basic prep – which I
did with him at home -- and without the opportunity to focus his brain (the test itself), Elijah
would have been at the mercy of a very subjective and harsh high school selection system due
to poor 7th Grade marks. Despite a bad 7th Grade, Elijah scored high enough on the SHSAT to
enter every specialized high school but Stuyvesant and he has done well at Brooklyn Latin. It is
doubtful that any portfolio-based assessment would have provided more assurance than the
SHSAT of this young Black man’s chance to earn a special opportunity in high school.
It saddens me that some of our parents and leaders are not placing the responsibility for these
outcomes where it belongs – as I specify below. I certainly hope that all of us will stop viewing
the well-marketed Science, Tech and Stuyvesant as the only paths to great colleges, but until
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we do, we cannot condemn those who also invest in their children and who have managed for a
time to outperform “us.”
In the end, there is no compelling reason why some high schools in a 1.1 million-student
system can’t have their student populations decided by tests alone, however imperfect. We
have arts-oriented schools that select students based upon auditions and grades; one bad day
and years of work can mean nothing. We have special academic schools that make decisions
based upon grades and interviews. Interviews? (By the way, what are the demographics of the
Beacon School, Bard High School and NEST?) We have schools where selection is governed
primarily by geography – resulting in a massively segregated system where high schools with
high concentrations of Black and Latino students do not have the resources of the specialized
high schools and lag far behind when it comes to academic achievement. Accordingly, it can
truthfully be said that the SHSAT is not our gravest injustice … and greater harm may come with
eliminating its primacy in the specialized high school selection process than we realize.
Second, we must improve the quality of every high school in the City of New York to ensure
that a public school student will get an outstanding education wherever she or he goes. This
is very important, because much of the outcry about the Big 3 is really rooted in the fact that
parents and politicians rightfully believe that the students at the specialized high schools are
getting a better education than would be had in the overwhelming majority of other high
schools. And they are correct. This will take at least 10 years, but we have to start somewhere.
Third, we must ensure that every middle school delivers a great education to all of its
students and fully prepares its students for the specialized high school test – starting in 6th
Grade. This is where a chunk of the real responsibility lies for SHSAT performance. We can
take this further and say the same for every elementary school as well – over a longer time
period.
Let’s reduce the differences between those who prep and those who do not due to financial
challenges or simple ignorance of the importance of prepping. Parents of middle school
students must be encouraged and, in many cases, strongly pushed, to invest attention and
resources in their children during this time period. Honestly speaking, the family unit bears
some of the responsibility for SHSAT performance. These aggressive changes must start today,
no matter what. If they do, we actually would be able to see important equitable changes in
the demographics within three years.
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Allow me to close with a controversial suggestion regarding next steps:
Step 1. Keep the SHSAT and start a serious review process with real experts to minimize biases.
Step 2. While working on Step 1, change the admission requirements so that the following
takes place:
•
•

•
•
•
•
•
•
•

The number of seats allocated to all of the Specialized High Schools using the SHSAT should be
distributed based upon a formula blending the individual’s test score, the individual’s school
preference, and the individual’s borough of residence.
Specifically, using this example, the maximum number of seats going to Manhattan residents who
selected Stuyvesant would be equal to the percentage of Manhattan residents taking the SHSAT in
a given year who selected Stuyvesant as their first choice. The same would be true for each
borough. Seats would still be awarded based upon test score. But if a greater percentage of
Brooklyn residents than Manhattan residents taking the SHSAT in a given year select Stuyvesant
as their first choice, for example, then a greater percentage of Brooklynites will be in that
particular Stuyvesant class.
Yes, there will no longer be one threshold score for each specialized high school, but five different
scores and five different waiting lists for each school. The attendees, however, will still represent the
smartest and best-prepared students.
Yes, there will be a higher percentage of students attending specialized high school that they may
not have intended to. But that’s part of life, too.
Yes, there may or may not be a significant shift in the racial and ethnic demographics. But we won’t
know until we test this system out.
Yes, there will certainly be a change in geographic demographics, which may drive a change in racial
and ethnic demographics as well.
Yes, there will be a greater incentive for more students from all across the City to take the SHSAT –
and there will be more hope amongst these students that they will be successful.
Yes, there will be a greater incentive for all students to rank all of the test-utilizing schools, rather
than just three or four – which often happens at present.
Yes, this is a very “doable” and worthwhile social experiment that may address many of the concerns
that have been articulated.

Step 3. While the first two steps are being pursued, work can and must proceed on all of the
remaining equity issues that exist between the specialized high schools and the rest of the high
schools in New York City (as set forth above.)
Thank you for your patience and consideration of this testimony.

Hon. Chris Owens
315 Flatbush Avenue, #521
Brooklyn, NY 11217-2813
718-514-4874
chrisowensmail@gmail.com

SAMPLE PROPOSAL FOR SPECIALIZED HS ADMISSION DISTRIBUTION
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SCHOOL

QUEENS

BRONX

BROOKLYN

MANHATTAN

STATEN ISLAND

TOTALS TOTALS

The Bronx High School of Science (Bronx)
- First Choice %

0.4

0.1

- Seats (Total = 968)

0.25

387.2

0.2

96.8

242

100.0%

0.05

193.6

48.4

968

968

The Brooklyn Latin School (Brooklyn)
- First Choice %

0.1

0.5

- Seats (Total = 484)

0.15

48.4

0.2

242

100.0%

0.05

72.6

96.8

24.2

484

184.5

1845

484

Brooklyn Technical High School (Brooklyn)
- First Choice %

0.05

- Seats (Total = 1,845 )

0.5

0.15

92.25

922.5

0.2

100.0%

0.1

276.75

369

1845

High School for Mathematics, Science and Engineering at the City College (Manhattan)
- First Choice %

0.25

0.1

- Seats (Total = 188)

0.5

47

0.1

18.8

100.0%

0.05

94

18.8

9.4

188

8.25

165

7.55

151

206.4

344

95.2

952

188

High School of American Studies at Lehman College (Bronx)
- First Choice %

0.45

- Seats (Total = 165)

0.15

74.25

0.3

0.05

24.75

100.0%

0.05

49.5

8.25

165

Queens High School for the Sciences at York College (Queens)
- First Choice %

0.05

0.2

- Seats (Total = 151)

0.1

7.55

0.6

30.2

100.0%

0.05

15.1

90.6

151

Staten Island Technical High School (Staten Island)
- First Choice %

0.05

0.05

- Seats (Total = 344)

0.25

17.2

0.05

17.2

100.0%

0.6

86

17.2

344

Stuyvesant High School (Manhattan)
- First Choice %

0.15

- Seats (Total = 952)

0.15

142.8

0.5

0.1

142.8

100.0%

0.1

476

95.2

5097

816.65

1495.05

1311.95

889.45
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From: Al Filippi alf98@comcast.net
I recommend that the NYC Council NOT pass Resolution 442 for the following
reasons. I was a student at Brooklyn Tech in the 1960s. I was the fifth student
academically in my grammar school before entering Brooklyn Tech after taking the
entrance exam. At Tech I was not in the top 10%, I was probably around the 50%
mark. However, even at that level I was disturbed that the teachers had to deal with
students who were not keeping up with the rest of us, delaying our learning.
On the first day of the freshman year, Mr. Pabst, the principal, told us: "Look at the man
to the right of you. Look to the man to the left of you. One of you won't graduate." I
was shocked, but it was true. The number of students who dropped out in the first year
was horrendous.
You are doing a disservice to those students who are not prepared for a rigorous
academic course. The color of their skin does not matter. The recommendation of their
teacher does not matter. What matters is the rigorous test for admission. To allow
alternative entry does a disservice to those students allowed in under an alternate
criteria as they will most likely fail. It does a disservice to those students allowed in
under the regular admission test, as they will be "held back" as the teachers attempt to
bring the underperforming students up to par. It also does a disservice to those
students, who passed the test but were not allowed admission, due to students allowed
in under the alternative criteria.
Therefore, I recommend that the NYC Council NOT pass Resolution 442.

Bx Science was the turning point in my life. It gave me a
chance to be with ids like me. In short, I do not know
where I'd be today (or if I'd even be alive) if it were not for
the teachers and peers with whom I shared my high
school years.

There are only a limited number of spaces at Bx
Science. Give the place to those youngsters with the most
academic potential. It's a formula that has worked for over
70 years. Please don't wreck it.
Al Lippert
Science '56

From: Albina Reydman albina.reydman@gmail.com
Office of Correspondence Services,
Thank you for reaching out. I hope that this email finds you well.
My experience at Brooklyn Tech has helped me understand the value of diversity in the classroom.
Having attended a very expensive private university I often look back fondly on different thought
provoking discussions that our diverse student population fostered in high school; at one of the same
institutions which you now paint as devoid of any diversity. However you fail to recognize the
importance of economic, cultural, and social diversity. By introducing an application process involving a
resume, recommendations, volunteer work, etc you distance the very students who exhibit this diversity
in favor of more privileged students who can receive help building a portfolio.
At Brooklyn Tech 49% of students are eligible for free lunch, 15% are eligible for reduced lunch, nearly
15% more than the state average (http://www.city-data.com/school/brooklyn-technical-high-schoolny.html). As I'm sure you recognize, these programs are offered to low-income families, those who often
to do not have the privilege of sending their children to top tier private institutions. These students also
deserve a chance at success, and also bring important things to the table in the classroom, which ALL
students will benefit from. Their unique perspectives bring an important form of diversity that should be
encouraged rather than systematically crushed.
I understand why the application process seems appealing to an adult council, far removed from the
lives of lower/lower middle class students. However, by introducing loops for low income students to
jump through you make it more unlikely that they will apply. As a 13 year old I certainly would not be
able to handle such a rigorous application process, with no one to turn to for help. My parents,
immigrants, could not help me through college applications, as a 18 year old woman, much less as a 13
year old child. Your resolution will undoubtedly result in students with more knowledgeable parents
benefiting and in professionals building portfolios and offering services to get students into specialized
schools. This barrier already exists for colleges, do we really need to bring it to public high school?
The solution to increasing racial diversity, as many distinguished social scientists, politicians, and
educators agree, is early education programs, not more barriers to deter low income students without
family connections and money. By simply dropping unprepared students into high stress, competitive,
testing oriented, academic institutions like Brooklyn Tech based on arbitrary factors like
recommendation, race, volunteer work, etc you will only alienate them and ensure that they get lost in
the shuffle.
I sincerely hope that the council reconsiders using our future leaders' educations as political fodder.
Best,
Albina

My comments below are in reference to Resolution 442 as respects the admission test for the
special high schools of NYC.
While I understand the importance of keeping the test questions protected so as not to
compromise it's effectiveness; is there any way to obtain a copy of a recent past test or tests to
better understand how the test itself is being considered prejudicial to certain groups?
I would like this information to help those of us who are very interested in maintaining the
integrity and quality of the education offered by these special high schools while also helping us
to possibly identify better options than to introduce a student selection process that invites an
overweighting of subjective criteria for admission decisions that eventually can dilute the quality
of the education and the reputation of the special high schools themselves over time.
I do not see a comprehensive test (which is color blind) as being the real problem, but rather a
series of other factors that can disadvantage certain groups and that these factors are not being
adequately addressed.
I ask that we recognize the real root causes of the problem as to why the test results are what they
are and address those issues to uplift all children who want and are willing to make the effort to
be the best and the brightest. We owe that to them. I am definitely a proponent of giving every
child that opportunity.
Installing what in essence appears in the end to be a quota system (and we know how that has not
worked in other applications) is not the answer in my opinion.
I do not know how long this issue has been on the table; but rather than try to push this matter to
the Legislature for approval; can we take a breath and give this issue/challenge over to those who
should understand this matter better than any other group; the alumni of these special high
schools; and do so via a (racially balanced) committee of volunteers to deliver their findings and
recommendations by a certain near future date to the City Council Education Committee.
The best team is made up of the best performers; whether it is sports, or business, etc. Why
should our special high schools be any different?
I hope to be able to attend the hearing on December 11; but in the event I am not able to attend I
would appreciate my comments above being read into the record.
Thank you for the opportunity to participate in this very important matter for the future of our
special high schools in NYC and those who will attend them.
Anthony Tortorella
A Brooklyn Tech Alumni

I do believe that changing the criteria for admission to specialized highschools to this new one is a terrible idea. The old admissions test
guaranteed everyone a fair chance into getting to such an excellent
learning institutions, the new criteria of leadership roles and
volunteering jobs will only lead to having students of a specific
background enter schools and the background is that if privilege kids
that have successful parents, while kids of immigrant parents or
parents that don't make to much money will never be able to build
themselves academically to get out of such statues. As a we all know
America is a land of diversity and it is more true of New York City than
any other city. So why not let our schools keep their diversity. Also the
Specialized High-School test is a fair shot for everyone because it works
on the assumption that if you are smart enough to meet the score you
deserve and have earned the right to attend Brooklyn Tech or
Stuyvesant.
Sincerely; Bremmer Armando Belisario

Dear Council Members,
My name is Brian Delle Donne. I am a Brooklyn Tech graduate from the class of 1974. I live and work in
the city and am greatly concerned about the resolution being proposed.
In so far as the resolution is being sponsored and widely advocated by Civil Rights activists whose
complaint is the under-representation of black and hispanic students at the specialized schools, are we to
believe that these new objective measures are being proposed for anything other than creating more
diversity, regardless of absolutely measured merit?
I ask, what will be the measure then of this resolution's effectiveness; increasing percentages of
admission of certain ethnic groups? Are we then to believe that no "quotas" will be applied or considered
in helping these advocates achieve the measures they consider to be success? Is this bill just an attempt
to create admission quotas by another name? I thought that practice was a thing of the past.
Though reliance on a single admission test may appear on the surface to be narrow, it is if nothing else,
uniform in its ability to measure capability against a fixed standard. Any resolution it inject other
measures, that are not test based, will only serve to create subjectivity in the admissions process. Lets be
clear; that is what this resolution is attempting to accomplish. My fear is that the only outcome of such a
relaxation of standard admission criteria will diminish the academic standard of the schools as they will
now have to cater to students quite possibly less equipped to deal with the rigors of the curriculum and
thereby slow down the pace for those who are able to work at the high standards required. At a time we
are trying as a country to increase our graduation of STEM students, this method of lowering the bar to
admit more into these programs for the sake of diversity alone is wrong minded. We should instead be
focusing on attracting the best qualified students, and enabling them to succeed and compete at world
class levels.
The notion that the criteria that are being proposed can be administered without subjectivity, is short
sighted, if not an outright red herring. The junior high schools that feed into NYC public high schools are
many. There are no standards now in place to have teachers and administrators at these precursor
institutions be uniformly trained and equipped to prepare objective merit based recommendations. Even
the grading systems at these schools are likely to be inconsistent from one school to the next when it
comes to aiding one of their own into gaining admission in a prestigious high school. Without a set of
uniform, objective measurements that can be consistently administered across the city junior high
schools, this resolution will invariably lead only to diversity at the expense of academic excellence.
If the issue is really a single test criteria, then fix that element with administering multiple standardized
exams (as the proponents reference in the SAT / ACT paradigm applied in higher education). This is a far
more objective means of diversifying the admission process with multiple objective measurement points.
The inclusion of any other measures, prone to subjective preparation, or interpretation by the admitting
institution, will only create diversity and diminish academic excellence.
I do not support the resolution as proposed and object to the inclussion of measurements that will
invariably be subjective. As such I respectfully submit that this resolution be denied as drafted and
resubmitted only if it can be redesigned to include additional purely objective, merit based testing criteria.
Brian Delle Donne
307 W 38th Street
NY, NY 10018

I taught undergraduate and graduate chemistry at the University of
Connecticut for 46 years, and found that subjective judgments of student
achievement was so prone with error as to render such judgments useless
(even a single individual's assessment varies over time and between
students, and assessments by more than one teacher are an utter
absurdity with no sense of real reproducible measurement). If the tests are
faulted either by students or parents or whatever, then improve the tests.
Thank you.
Carl David
Professor Emeritus
Department of Chemistry
University of Connecticut
https://drive.google.com/open?id=0BzWBsC45XWEtRk9yMTgzYnFacTQ&authuser=0

graduate Brooklyn Technical high School 1954.

The only criterion for admission to specialized schools should be a test of
intelligence. As sports teams look only at athletic ability, so the specialized
schools should continue to look only at intellectual ability. If minority students
want to attend, they should do what countless generations of immigrant children
did: study, study, study. My father had only a seventh grade education, but I got
into Bronx Science by working my butt off.
Connie Anestis

To the honorable NYC Council:
I am a proud graduate of Stuyvesant High School from 1996. I was very proud to have been accepted
into Stuyvesant as I viewed it as a path to a better life. As background, I am the son of first generation
Asian immigrants who spoke poor English and had very little money. I grew up in a poor, dangerous
section of Jamaica, Queens, and my parents and I were either robbed or assaulted several times while
living there. We could not afford any test prep classes - I just studied as hard as I could and hoped for
the best. When I entered Stuyvesant, I learned many of the students came from the same background hard working, high achieving, and mostly poor and working class sons and daughters of first generation
immigrants. Stuyvesant allowed me to go on to a great college and a successful career, and most
importantly taught me the importance of working hard toward a goal no matter what.
While I agree that Stuyvesant should be more diverse, I WHOLEHEARTEDLY DISAGREE with the notion
that the test itself is racially discriminatory or that changing admissions criteria will solve
anything. There is nothing about the test that prevents an aspiring and hard-working African American
or Latino student from studying and preparing hard for it, even without the help of test-prep courses
(which I argue do more harm than good). I had several black and Latino classmates, and all of them got
into Stuyvesant the old fashioned way: by studying hard.
I think this short-sighted resolution is a distraction and an attempt to find a short-term solution to a
problem that requires a more painful, longer term, and maybe politically unpalatable fix - that problem
is the fact that black and Latino students are the ones most impacted by poor and failing
schools. However, the City Council is wasting its time by thinking that changing the goal posts might
significantly help these students - why isn't the City Council looking more into why so many black and
Latino students are in failing schools to begin with? If you fix those schools (which requires fixing
neighborhoods and fixing families) and create a safe environment that allows more black and Latino
students to nurture their academic ambitions and study hard, more black and Latino students will
naturally enter specialized high schools like Stuyesant.
Instead, the City Council is focused on a short term fix that may benefit a small segment of the black and
Latino student body, while not addressing the needs of the larger set of failing schools. At the same
time, you're punishing the sons and daughters of Asian immigrants for their academic focus.
I urge the City Council to reject this short-sighted resolution and to focus its precious time on the longer
term fixes needed to our education system that benefit all of NYC's diverse student body, not patchwork
solutions that further degrade the idea of meritocracy.
Thank you for your time,
David Oh

The strength of the entrance exam is that it is based upon common
objective criteria...similar to the SAT or other standardized tests. The
minute that there are quotas
or subjective standards introduced to the entrance criteria, you will water
down the effectiveness of isolating gifted students. There are plenty of
other options for
other students if they do not get into Stuyvesant or similar other
schools. The history of Stuyvesant (both past and present) shows the
success of the current entrance exam
policy and format.
David Schrader
411 East 53rd Street, Apt. 2G
New York, New York 10017
Stuyvesant Alum Class of 1982

From: David Yuen [mailto:dyuen888@gmail.com]
Sent: Thursday, November 20, 2014 1:10 PM
To: Mark-Viverito, Melissa
Subject: Please Vote NO on Res. 442
Dear Councilmember Mark-Viverito,
I am your constituent and I urge you to vote NO on Council Resolution 442 - which supports
state legislation to scrap the objective Specialized High Schools Admissions Test and substitute
other subjective criteria. The current test guarantees that students are selected for admission
without favoritism or bias and solely on the basis of merit, that is to say their demonstrated
capacity to do the advanced college level coursework required of all students in the specialized
high schools.
While I agree that more can be done to improve diversity in the specialized high schools, the
proposed legislation (S7738/A9979) is seriously flawed because it fails to tackle the root causes
of under representation of African American and Latino students. Please vote NO on Res. 442
and instead work on real solutions that will increase diversity by improving the quality of the
education in the Latino and African American communities, improving the Discovery Program
for admitting disadvantaged youth as well as providing free test preparation for all who want it.
Simply scrapping the test will not automatically achieve greater diversity at these
schools. According to the Daily News the student bodies of NYC's top performing schools using
multiple criteria are "whiter and wealthier" than the specialized schools. Moreover, according
to the NYC Comptroller, the schools using multiple criteria often fail to follow their stated
criteria for selecting students for admission. This means favoritism, bias and fraud in the
admissions process cannot be ruled out.
I urge you to vote NO on Res. 442 and instead work to develop a thoughtful solution that these
schools - and more importantly, the children of this City - need and deserve.
Sincerely,
David Yuen
8663 26th Ave
Brooklyn, NY 11214

Dear Ms Mark-Viverito,

I cannot attend the hearing since I now live in California. Thank you for the opportunity to add
my voice to the record:

I am an alumna of Bronx Science, class of 1961. I was thrilled to attend my 50th reunion a few
years ago. I am very proud to be a graduate of this school. I wear my Bx Sci baseball cap and use
my Bx Sci coffee mug and even occasionally wear my Bx Sci t-shirt. I contribute annually. Bronx
Science is important to me.
I had a marvelous education in a very different era. Back then, most of the students who passed
the test were Jewish. Now they are predominantly Asian. Times change, the students change,
but the bar is set the same - an exam. I know these exams have changed as the years passed,
too, trying to remove an advantage to any group. That’s appropriate.
Drastically changing the admission process would be a mistake. Allowing subjective criteria to
play a role in admission to Science will lead to the admission of students who are unprepared,
and Science will have to aim lower in its teaching. That's not good for anyone. I know in your
heart you mean to do well, but this is not the proper way. Educate the gifted students in
elementary school so they can thrive in special high schools.
Diane Gabe, MD
class of 1961

To: Speaker Melissa Mark Viverito

December 7, 2014

City Council Speaker
Re Resolution 442-2014 Specialized HS Admissions Criteria

I OPPOSE THE RESOLUTION TO CHANGE THE CURRENT CRITERIA TO
GAIN ACCEPTANCE TO THE SPECIALIZED HIGH SCHOOLS.
I would like to include these remarks into testimony in the event that I cannot
attend the hearing on December 11th in person.
I was extremely fortunate to have attended Brooklyn Technical High School.
Attending Tech was my ticket from an uneducated working class family to a life as
a professional who has been successful and able to also give back to society the
opportunities that I was given. My daughter was fortunate as well, she took the
Specialized High School Admission Test (SHSAT), passed and attended the Bronx
High School of Science. She is now a freshman at MIT. Although my son wanted
to attend Brooklyn Tech, he did not score high enough to get in. He did not earn
his seat, so it goes.
The real issue is not the admission test, it is the educational system that is not
preparing our middle school kids properly. The current system is not giving them
the skills to succeed in middle school and ultimately high school. I have met with
many of principals and parents from middle schools in the neighborhoods near
Brooklyn Tech. The message from them was that so many students and their
parents are not aware of the specialized high schools, how and when to apply and
what steps are necessary to prepare and pass the entrance exam.
There needs to be greater outreach to these middle schools, parents and kids
similar to the pilot outreach program that Tech is currently doing. The pilot has
been successful, but it needs to be greatly expanded beyond what one school can
achieve.
The current Discovery program helps kids who just missed the cut off score on the
entrance exam to get remedial help, retake the test and have another chance to
gain entrance to a specialized high school. This program needs to be reintroduced
again and expanded to the other high schools.

Certain proposals call for changing the entrance criteria to the eight specialized
high schools for conversion to those used by the so called “screened schools”.
Audits by the Comptroller’s office of several of the screened schools found that
they did not follow their own stated admission criteria. The diversity at these
schools is less that that at the Specialized high schools. A very large percentage (
over 60%) of the kids at the Specialized high schools are from the lowest
economic strata and qualify for free lunches.
The TEST has been the best tool to gauge a students qualifications to succeed at a
Specialized high school. Earlier attempts at placing less qualified kids at Brooklyn
Tech were a failure. There were two groups of students, those who were qualified
and those who were taking remedial courses. The later group did not achieve the
graduation rate of the general school population or get into the same level of
colleges, if at all.
Keep the test, it is the best indicator of success at the Specialized high schools, but
give the middle school kids the opportunity to prepare and then attend.
Sincerely,
Edward T LaGrassa
Brooklyn Tech Alumni Foundation Board Member
120 Warwick Ave
Douglaston, NY 11363
Edlagrassa@earthlink.net

I know that you want to do what is best for the public schools and the families of
NYC. It is appreciated. The concern of parents and students alike are that these so
called additional "criteria" that want to be added to determine Specialized High School
admissions are mostly biased and very subjective based on the middle school
and teacher. Not all 7th and 8th graders are subject to the same grading policy.
Some middle schools weigh classroom tests at 70-80% of a student's report card grade
while others only weigh classroom tests at 30%. How is that fair or even comparable?
Some teachers give many exams, some give very few. Some give rigorous
assignments and some give take home exams.
Some students applying to NYC high school come from private/parochial 7th and 8th
grade that do not give the NYS Common Core ELA and Math exam in 7th grade. These
students take significantly different exams such as Terra Novas, etc. The only unbiased
measure is one exam for all. The same exam for all students is the SHSAT. By adding
these criteria you are making the entry process very subjective and quite unreliable.
Using interviews is also subjective? Who will conduct these thousands of
interviews? More than 25,000 students take the SHSAT to try to get a seat in one of the
NYC Specialized High Schools. Using volunteer hours and/or community service is also
not fair since at the young age of 12-13 years old not all students have the same
opportunities and home life. Who will judge acceptable volunteer or community service
activities? Who will determine this new criteria? What is the motive for these
criteria? Some of the other NYC public high schools that do currently use a variety of
criteria are very small high schools. They accept much fewer students than the
Specialized High Schools of Stuyvesant, Bronx Science and Brooklyn Tech.
I have been a parent of NYC public school students for many years. I am very familiar
with what works and what does not work. Please look at the middle schools in NYC and
correct what is not working in these schools before changes are made to the city high
schools admissions process. Sometimes a realistic look must be taken at what are the
problems with the middle schools in NYC. Why not tackle that problem? Please listen
to parents of NYC public school students and listen to the students that go to NYC
public schools. Don't just listen to politicians. Listen to those that have made NYC
public schools an important part of their life.
Thank you for your time.
Georgia Bournias

From: Harry Lopez harryilopeZ@aol.com
To Whom It May Concern:,
Unfortunately, I could not attend in person because I will be at work. This work, I owe to the
education I received at Brooklyn Technical H.S. Before I continue I would like to introduce
myself, my name is Harry Lopez class of 1999, where I received a Tech diploma majoring in
electrical engineering. Brooklyn Tech was the foundation, of obtaining a first class education,
leading me to attend an IVY league institution (Columbia University, B.S. Electrical Engineering
2004). I am sadden by what politics that are trying to disturb the history of Brooklyn Tech, by
changing the entrance exam. I understand that everyone wants a spot at this prestigious
institution, but changing how students are currently allowed to enter is not a solution but
rather a cop-out.
Let me paint a story. I come from the Bushwick, sector of Brooklyn, raised by hard working
parents working factory jobs and odd jobs. From time to time, my parents were forced to
accept public assistance. Regardless of how a roof over my head was paid for or how food was
put on the table, my parents instilled in me a desire for education. Since day 1 at elementary
school, I had a desire to excel in education, unfortunately, the elementary schools and
intermediate schools (Junior H.S.), lacked the opportunity to match my desire. I was fortunate
enough to pass the Brooklyn Tech entrance exam and that is when the journey of becoming an
educated man began. Brooklyn Tech was another world filled with teachers, faculty that cared
and challenged young minds. The formula for Brooklyn Tech’s success was combining the staff
with the best and brightest NYC has to offer. Changing the entrance exam is diluting the process
and the formula for success. If this law were to pass to modify the entrance process, what is
next, forcing all IVY league institutions to lower their standards as well. The focus of the
committee discussing Resolution 442 is in the wrong location. Don’t ask institutions to lower
standards, but what about focusing on elementary and junior H.S. schools to raise their
standards to keep up with education.
I can’t stress enough that Brooklyn Tech is sacred in the hearts of its Alumni, and everyone you
speak to about Brooklyn Tech, only speak wonders, please don’t ruin it because of politics

Harry Lopez
(917) 860-0073

From:

hh@harvherbertlaw.com

Please do not destroy my alma mata Stuyvesant High School. Subjective
admission standards will lead to politics , favoritism and corruption
which will not sort out the best and the brightest. There must be a better
way to elevate the underprivileged.

NYC Specialized High School Admissions
The push to change the admissions criteria for the NYC specialized high schools may be due in
part to a misconception. To some, it appears that the city has worked hard to create eight great
high schools, and that to be fair in distributing the seats, the city put an exam in front of them,
and they wonder if an exam is the fairest way to distribute the seats. This is in fact backwards.
Instead, the city has worked hard to create hundreds of great high schools. It put an exam in
front of just eight of them, and those schools became great with national recognition. The exam
helped create the greatness, probably by selecting a group of students capable of and interested
in moving quickly through an advanced curriculum. The proposal to use a more holistic
admissions approach will mimic the many screened high schools that already exist in the city
and shift the specialized high schools to be like the others. The schools will become specialized
only in name.
There are a number of reasons to continue basing specialized high school admission on the test:
1. Respect. At present there are not enough black and Hispanic students at the schools, but those
who do attend the Specialized High Schools are treated with respect because they were accepted
under the same criteria as everyone else. The black and Hispanic students who go to Specialized
High Schools today do very well. Under a different admission system, there will be a
presumption, even by well-meaning people, that the black and Hispanic students who get in will
have been accepted because of the alternate criteria and not because of their native ability.
2. Precedent. Every city election mentions specialized high schools but actually changing the
admissions process will create a free-for-all at every future city election, with candidates
promising to further change the system to increase seats for whatever racial, ethnic, economic,
or geographic group they choose, and inducing further instability into the process.
3. Transparency. The specialized high school admissions process is the only transparent one in
the city, in which students and parents actually understand what is expected and how students
will be selected. Having at least one process that is not at the whim of the administrators is
healthy. The regular high school process is opaque. For example, from year to year, high schools
make major changes in admissions procedures without an explanation (e.g., what outside
students that District 2 schools will accept).
4. Immigrant and economically disadvantaged groups. The Specialized High Schools provide a
unique opportunity for some immigrant and economically disadvantaged populations that
would normally have no access to such high-caliber schools. Currently over half the seats go to
economically disadvantaged students. Moving from one qualifying exam may put them at the
greatest disadvantage because wealthier, established families will likely adjust to the new
policies more quickly than they will.
5. Second chance. Having a small number of schools rely solely on one exam gives some
students a second chance. For example, those who did poorly in middle school due to family
upheaval still have a mechanism to get into a good high school. New admissions policies will
likely use the very metrics under which they were judged to fail, leaving them few options.
6. Rigor. It is critical for the city to have a place where poor students who are ready to take on
the most rigorous curriculum can go. Any admissions process that admits students who are less
prepared will require those schools to ease the curriculum. Schools will have a hard time serving

two populations and will either have to resort to tracking or reducing the challenge of the
curriculum.
7. Hubris. Administrators must acknowledge that changes in policies like these often produce
unexpected and unwanted results, and it can take decades to recover from mistakes.
8. Scale. One cannot fix the NYC school system by altering eight schools that are in many ways
working. The purpose of the eight Specialized High Schools is to serve the needs of the small
number of students who really need a more advanced curriculum. Even if every seat in the
Specialized High School system were given to a student who experienced a disadvantaged
educational upbringing, it would not touch the larger population we are really trying to reach.
Thus the change is symbolic. Addressing the larger problem of high school education is a much
more difficult problem, and focusing on the Specialized High Schools is just a distraction.
9. Testing. Test preparation has been highlighted as an important issue, but in fact, short-term
test preparation can only raise a student's score a limited number of points, and most of the
benefit can be gotten by simply taking several of the freely available practice exams. It appears
that taking 5 to 10 timed tests with someone to go over the wrong answers gets a student about
as far as they can go in the short term, and it would be feasible to offer this more broadly.
Because short-term test preparation can only raise a score a limited number of points, students
who would have gotten into the top (in terms of required score) specialized high school with test
preparation should have gotten into the next highest school without that preparation. Instead,
groups of students are missing from the entire process. True preparation requires 13 years of
educational emphasis; this is a difficult problem, and changing the admissions process will do
nothing to address it; it will only mask the problem.
10. New schools. A much more constructive solution would be to create eight new alternative
high schools (or modify existing ones) that should be modeled after the Specialized High
Schools but offer an alternative admissions process, thus doubling the number of seats.
Thank you.
George Hripcsak, MD, MS
423 W 120 St, Apt 63
New York, NY 10027

As an alumnus of Science, I believe that a test is the appropriate criteria for
admission. Look at the results achieved over the years. Diversity is important but
not at the expense of excellence. Bright students are going to help the country
and the city achieve a better life for all. Figure out a way to improve diversity
without trying to change a proven result.

Ira Goldstein

My name is James Izurieta, a third generation New Yorker and a product of our public school
system. I'm raising the fourth generation in Brooklyn, who will also be a product of our public
schools. Growing up, we had a lot to be grateful for but lived paycheck to paycheck. Neither of
my parents had a college education. Very few of our relatives did, and those that did were far
away. We had a support structure but no real guidance as to how to go about carving a white
collar path for ourselves. What I did have was the city's elementary school IGC program, a love
for reading and a grandmother who thought that 'Stuyvesant school on 15th and 1st had smart
kids and was safe'.

Back then, I had no teachers mentoring me, no sense for academic rigor when I was 13.
Running into minor trouble during junior high school, every high school I applied to wait listed
me or turned me down - except one. I took the SHSAT cold, and received an offer of
admittance. That offer, and my parents' willingness to let me go into Manhattan on the train in
1986, probably literally saved my life.

All the good things in my life today stemmed from that opportunity back then that that
admission criteria presented. I had the raw capability but not the right academic habits nor the
right social skills. Opening up admission to more subjective terms means those who have the
right background to appreciate early on academic rigor, the favor of teachers and
extracurricular activities. I would never have been accepted if I had needed subjective teachers'
recommendations, an extroverted nature and an excellent attendance history. Had I not been
accepted to Stuyvesant purely on the merits of the impartial examination, my life would have
been worse and would have stayed that way throughout. And I reckon the city would not have
been better off with that outcome.

And what did the City of New York get in return from me? I am a loyal son of my city, fiercely
proud of its accomplishments and concerned with its long term plans. I never left it for long,
and took an education in planning and data analysis. I have been fortunate to be part of a
prosperous household. I embrace the premise that taxes are the price of civilization, while
always expecting more from its servants. I love my city. I teach my children to understand its
complexities, and ever-changing joys and sorrows, and to think about the bigger picture when it
comes to our urban forest.

Perhaps there was another child in 1986 who was a better student than me that would have
gotten better grades while at Stuyvesant. I however know our city almost certainly is getting a
better return on investment with me.

I ask that you not take away the opportunity I had from the next smart, socially awkward
working-class 13-14 year old that could really use it.

Thank you for your time and attention.

Sincerely,

James Izurieta
PS60Q
JHS210Q
Stuyvesant High School
CUNY - City College
SUNY - Albany
SUNY - Empire State

Speaker Melissa Mark-Viverito,
Being a Latina and graduate of one of these specialized HS, I truly hope they do
not do away with the entry exam. As the petition states, eliminating this exam will
NOT solve the issue. The problem of minorities not getting into these schools
does not stem from the entry exam, but the poor job that our elementary and
junior high schools are doing in preparing our children for higher education. Thus,
changes need to start happening earlier at home and in our communities. I was
fortunate enough to have parents that pushed me and encouraged me to be the
best that I could be. They understood my true potential and motivated me each
and every day to achieve it. I still remember my mom staying up with me at night
to help me with my H.W. despite her not understanding the English language.
Her love and dedication towards having me achieve that American dream were
admirable. With her help, I got into the Alpha program in my junior high. This
program was made up of teachers that truly cared about making a difference and
seeing students flourish. They facilitated preparatory classes towards this exam
and set us up with the foundation and discipline we needed to continue striving
to succeed. I have truly been blessed with great parents, teachers, and mentors.
At the end of the day, these are our role models and the people that can truly
make a difference in our lives. Merely eliminating the exam and ignoring the root
causes of minorities academic struggles will only set these students up for failure
and lead to further issues.

Jahaira

JARED L. RIFKIN, PH.D.
75-32 185 STREET
FLUSHING, NY 11366
December 5, 2014
Councilman Rory Lancman
78-40 164th Street
Hillcrest, NY 11366
Councilman Mark Weprin
73-03 Bell Boulevard
Oakland Gardens, NY 11364
Dear Rory and Mark,
Although we have met many times, consider my relevant background as prelude to this
letter. I am a product of the public education system of our City. In particular for this communication,
of the Class of 1953 of The Bronx High School of Science. A bachelor’s degree from The City
College and a doctorate from The Johns Hopkins University (CUNY did not exist at that time)
followed. After a lectureship at Princeton University, I was appointed to the professorial faculty of
Queens College where I served for 35 years. During that time, I was elected (twice ) Chair of my
Biology Department and also Vice-Chair of the entire Faculty. My research papers have been
published in international science journals. Upon retiring with Emeritus status, I was greatly
honored to be Chief Marshal of the 2006 Commencement.
None, I repeat NONE! of those professional efforts would have been possible without the
experiences I received at my high school, Bronx Science. May I offer that the the tax payers of our
City have not been disappointed in their investment towards my High School education. And that
involvement in and at Bronx Science, of education and teaching with students of like needs and
capabilities, was only possible because politics and personality was excluded as an entrance factor.
Becoming part of the Bronx Science cohort was based only upon an objective candidate-blind test
and did NOT involve recommendations or choices from the elementary school level. Please note
that my Class of 1953 included students of every color and ethnicity.
I understand that Resolution 442 to change the entrance method is coming to the Council
floor on December 11th. I urge and beg you to vote against this ill-conceived and educationally
destructive resolution. Given the finite capacity of Bronx Science and the other specialized high
schools in the city, the only condition for entrance must be an equal-opportunity objective test that
ensures the admission of well-prepared academically-qualified students who will not waste the
precious resources supported by the tax payers of our City. Indeed, resources MUST be provided
and increase across the entire city, reaching into every neighborhood, to ensure that that
opportunity is really equal for students of all backgrounds.
Very sincerely yours,
-sJared L. Rifkin
c: J. Donahue, Principal, Bronx Science
S. Manewitz, Chair, Alumni Association

To whom it may concern
Thank you for your email and for inviting me to state my opinion regarding Resolution 442.
It is in my opinion that keeping the admissions process as is is the most effective way to admit
students to NYC specialized High Schools free of bias and prejudice. The test reflects the
difficult work that will be expected of the students once they are attending the school.
The resolution states that the specialized high schools admit only 5% black students and 7%
asian students. Every student has the ability to prep for this exam via the Public High School
Handbook which gives testing questions to practice and explains what the test is all about.
Asians students make up the majority of the student body because their culture stresses
education and they make sure their children are prepared. In addition, all middle schools make
available information about Specialized High Schools. The Public School System should focus
more on educating the parents of Black and Hispanic students on the importance of education
and to encourage those parents to support their children and to help their children obtain
whatever goal it is that they seek.
Furtherer more, there are plenty of other options to attend screened schools that offer
entrance based on other criteria along with a test. Keeping the entrance exam as is for the
Specialized Schools will assure that students who are top performers will be able to study
together and gain momentum from each other. It is often said that lower performing students
gain a benefit from being with higher performing students. That they will rise to their level.
Maybe so. But what about the higher performing students? Should they not have the same
opportunity? To gain a benefit from being together with students that will continue to compete
with each other? To push each other?
I remain,
Jill Hajjar

There are 405 quality high schools in NYC. Nine of these schools are set aside for attendance by
nerds, violinists, geeks, coders, readers, writers- and for any of these overachieving misfits to be
placed in this learning environment that is so special to them, they simply have to perform well
on a standardized test (or audition in the case for the arts). And by the way, it's not simple, it
takes years of dedication to do well on the test.

My daughter earned a spot at Staten Island Tech, she is a freshman there this year, and she
loves the school. She attended NYC public schools for 10 years prior to taking the SHS test, and
she deserves this specialized refuge.

By invoking non-objective essay-judging and "teacher recommendations" in the admissions
process, you are essentially robbing students of this specialized status. Please vote NO on
resolution 442; it doesn't "resolve" anything, rather it just makes things more cloudy.

Regards
Joey Lunsford
Brooklyn NY

Dear Melissa Mark-Viverito and the City Council Education Committee,
The specialized admission exam of Brooklyn Technical, Bronx Science & Stuyvesant
High Schools examine the preparedness of students to perform to the specialized
curriculum the schools provide in preparation for the rigor of college work in the areas
of Science, Engineering and Biology. Over time, lowering admissions standards will
impact negatively the standard and outcomes that these school have managed to
maintain for the exceptional and gifted students of New York City.
I trust the council will give there wise and fair consideration to my comments in
deciding the fate of these three schools.
Sincerely,
Horst John Kretschmer

john kretschmer
HJKA industrial design
230 w 79th street
New York NY 10024
212 873 7476

I am a biologist, a Professor Emerita, at Rutgers University. I grew up in a lower
middle class family in Manhattan and would have had to go to a very poor high
school had I not passed the entrance exam and gotten into Bronx Science in 1954.
My parents could never have afforded to send me to a private school. The school
was a wonderful place and I delighted in being surrounded by other smart kids.
My four years there reinforced my interest in science, which I pursued through
college and graduate school to a Ph.D. degree. But when I think about my
formative years, it is Science that I think of, not Cornell University, and it is Bronx
Science reunions that I enjoy far more than those of Cornell. Science was a major
factor in my life, and I have no idea what would have become of me if I had had to
go to the local high school, where there were gangs etc.
I urge you to maintain the quality of these special schools in New York City so that
future generations of young people can enjoy the advantages and inspiration
these schools provide. Thank you.
Yours truly,
Judith S. Weis
Bronx Science 1958

My responsibilities as a professor at SUNY Maritime College in the Bronx preclude my attending in
person, but I would like my strong objection to Resolution #442 be read and become part of the
record:
Over a forty year career at the college, I have taught many graduates of New York City's specialized high
schools.
They were (still are) a diverse group of young men and women, often the first on their families to
attend college. What they had in common, Black, Asian, White, was a strong work ethic, and a
commitment to succeed. Why mess with success?

I do recall other failed attempts to change the methods to admit students.
They were disastrous, especially when students were admitted who struggled to keep up, and then
failed in the attempts.
Last week I was in Washington DC and was introduced to an African -American woman from the Grand
Concourse in the Bronx. She was a proud graduate of Bronx Science, and a successful employee of the
DC government. There are many others like her, of all races and backgrounds.

Currently, one of my college students is a graduate of Stuyvesant High School. A freshman and an
immigrant, he is making his mark at the college as a fine student.

There is nothing elitist about these excellent high schools. Students often come from poor families
who inculcate in their children a love of learning. In a test, students demonstrate that they can
succeed at these high schools. Why change that?

Not everything in this city that we love works well, but the current method of choosing students does
work. Please let it stand.

Thank you.
Professor Karen E.Markoe

> I am your constituent and I urge you to vote NO on Council Resolution 442 which supports state legislation to scrap the objective Specialized High Schools
Admissions Test and substitute other subjective criteria. The current test
guarantees that students are selected for admission without favoritism or bias
and solely on the basis of merit, that is to say their demonstrated capacity to do
the advanced college level coursework required of all students in the specialized
high schools.
>
> While I agree that more can be done to improve diversity in the specialized high
schools, the proposed legislation (S7738/A9979) is seriously flawed because it
fails to tackle the root causes of under representation of African American and
Latino students. Please vote NO on Res. 442 and instead work on real solutions
that will increase diversity by improving the quality of the education in the Latino
and African American communities, improving the Discovery Program for
admitting disadvantaged youth as well as providing free test preparation for all
who want it.
>
> Simply scrapping the test will not automatically achieve greater diversity at
these schools. According to the Daily News the student bodies of NYC's top
performing schools using multiple criteria are "whiter and wealthier" than the
specialized schools. Moreover, according to the NYC Comptroller, the schools
using multiple criteria often fail to follow their stated criteria for selecting
students for admission. This means favoritism, bias and fraud in the admissions
process cannot be ruled out.
>
> I urge you to vote NO on Res. 442 and instead work to develop a thoughtful
solution that these schools - and more importantly, the children of this City - need
and deserve.
>
> Sincerely,
>
> Katherine Kim
> 59 Grafe St
> Staten Island, NY 10309
> kkat825@yahoo.com

When I went to Bronx Science a generation ago, I was proud of the incredible
diversity of my high school. I am proud of the school's diversity today. I urge the
council to vote against resolution #442, and preserve the high standards of a
unique institution, which, from its founding until the present, has been a haven
for a bright students from working class and middle class homes.

Thank you,

Lauren Markoe, Class of 1986

Dear Mrs. Speaker,

I won't be able to attend hearing with respect to Resolution 442 in person, but I want to submit
my reasoning on why I think admission test to standardized schools should stay as the only
criteria for admission. I think that the main question that we need to ask ourselves here is what
is the purpose of having an academically challenged high schools? I think that it is to give
students with advanced background in math and science opportunity to receive additional
guidance which is not available in average school. As a nation, we hear a lot about shortage of
engineers and scientists. New York City specialized schools achieved a lot in creating a nurturing
environment for kids aspiring to succeed in technical field. They need to be among like minded
kids in order to be challenged intellectually. If we lower academic standards by eliminating test
as the only entrance criteria, then we will destroy everything that was achieved by hard work
and efforts of educators, alumni, students and parents over decades. A parallel comparison
would be to start accepting students to La Guardia school of Art nbased on teachers
recommendations instead of auditions or accept a good kid who volunteers a lot but has no
music education to Julliard school of Music. We have lots of "feel good" schools in New York,
lots of programs that can be researched, applied and gotten into. Let's leave specialized schools
to those who is objectively proved to have an academic merit to study advanced math and
science. Let's focus on making diverse crowd of our elementary and middle schoolers to be
able to rich higher standards of standardized schools, and not to lower standards for
standardized schools instead.

Thank you,
Marina Yakir

While increasing the number of Hispanic and Black students in the specialized high schools is a
worthy goal, the fact that they are under-represented does not demonstrate bias or racism in
the admissions process. Rather, it indicates the poor preparation these students have due to
bias and racism in jobs and housing and the inferior elementary and middle- or junior-high
schools they are forced to attend.
The Resolution is based upon an invalid idea: that students who do not do well on the current
test would do well in these specialized high schools if the admissions criteria was based on
other factors, such as attendance records or creativity. They would not. Unfortunately,
parents and politicians do not really understand what a school is. They are under the mistaken
notion that a student enters a classroom the same way that a car enters a gas station. And the
instructor pours knowledge into the student’s brain in the same manner that a car takes
gasoline and the only thing stopping this student from achieving in this more rigorous
environment is the fact that they weren’t admitted in the first place. That is as absurd as if I
thought that if the NY Knicks would only let me onto their team in spite of failing the tryouts, it
would improve my game and I could succeed on the team, or if only MIT had accepted me
instead of Northeastern, I would have done well there. I probably would have flunked out of
MIT in a matter of weeks.
The fact is that students who do not do well on the entrance exam will not succeed in the
classroom. I am most familiar with Brooklyn Tech, but if a student can’t do the math on the
exam, they won’t be able to do the even more advanced math in the classroom. If a student
cannot solve a math word problem that involves dividing long numbers with decimals, how can
they solve for the inductive reactance of an electrical circuit? If a student cannot do well on
the language section of the exam, how can they absorb the extensive reading material they will
be given for homework each and every night? Brooklyn Tech is famous for telling students on
the first day, “Look to your left and look to your right. One of you won’t be here at graduation
time.” If a third of the students who do well on the exam can’t hack the rigorous program,
what makes you think students who don’t do well on the current exam can?
The implication that the entrance exams are biased implies that there is not diversity in these
schools. But one visit to these schools will reveal amazing diversity.
In order for more students of any race to quality for these schools, we have to intercede much
earlier in the process. We have to improve instruction in the lower grades.
I have a suggestion: in the same way that high school students take the PSAT in their Junior
Year, have students take a practice Specialized High School Admissions Test one year before
they do today. Then provide extensive remediation for any student who doesn’t do well on the
test, but still wishes to attend one of the specialized high schools. Hopefully there would be
enough improvement that they would qualify when they take the actual admission
exam. However, if more students did qualify, we will need more seats. So another part of this
process would be to create more specialized high schools that require the exam.

My own daughter was and is brilliant in many ways, but back in the day, she did not gain
admission to the old Stuyvesant High School. If there were alternative admission criteria
available, she probably would have done quite well in Literature, History and any classes in the
creative arts, but she probably would have done quite poorly in advanced mathematics and
science courses. So while it was disappointing that she didn’t get in, it was appropriate. And
in spite of the fact that Stuyvesant happens to have a majority of Asian students, it has nothing
to do with race or bias.
I assume that the High School of Music & Art and/or Performing Arts still requires a musical
instrument, dance or drama audition. If a student failed the musical instrument audition, but
had a perfect attendance record, interviewed well and received an “A” in English, do you think
that student should have been admitted anyway? If that doesn’t make sense, then admitting
students who don’t test well in math to a science or engineering program doesn’t make sense
either.
The specialized high schools of New York City represent true greatness. Brooklyn Tech, Bronx
Science and Stuyvesant are recognized throughout the country as being among the finest public
schools in the U.S. There is so much in the public educational system that is not
working. Why would we take something that is working so well and attempt to destroy it by, in
essence, making them exactly the same as every other non-specialized high school in the City.
In summary: if you wish a fairer representation of Black and Hispanic students at the
specialized high schools, then provide them with a better elementary and junior-high-school
education. But the politicians won’t do that because it’s hard and it costs money. It’s far
easier to please the parents of underrepresented potential students by manipulating the
entrance requirements and it will cost nary a dime. And in the end, if they do succeed in
getting more unqualified students into these schools, all you’ll be doing is setting these
students up for failure at the same time that you’ll be lowering the standards and quality of
education in these schools.
Thank you.

Contact info:
Martin Brooks
112-20 72nd Dr. Suite C31
Forest Hills, NY 11375
cell: 917-887-6450
mbrooks@nyintermedia.com

Esteemed members of the City Council's Education Committee;
I am a graduate of Stuyvesant High School. I do not believe restructuring the admissions criteria will be
in the best interests of the New York City public education system. Currently the criteria is through the
SHSAT exam, which is blind to race, economic status, or creed. Applicants are judged solely on their
performance on an objective examination. Changing this criteria to include additional criteria would only
serve to decrease the diversity in these specialized high schools.
Proponents of revising the admissions criteria argue that it would allow for underprivileged and
underrepresented minorities to have a better shot at gaining admission into one of these elite high schools;
however, the opposite holds true. The children that will have the most impressive resumes will be those
that are from wealthier backgrounds. For example, A child from a wealthier background will be able to
afford fees and dues for sports teams (and the associated equipment cost), travel opportunities to foreign
countries, and other activities that will cause their application to stand out from the norm. An inner-city
child from a lower socio-economic background may not have the opportunity to create a resume nearly as
impressive - If their parents are struggling to make ends meet, how will they afford to have their children
play sports or travel?
The greatest part about these specialized high schools is that anybody can gain admission. I grew up in a
single parent household. I studied diligently for the examination, while my mother worked two jobs just
to pay the bills and scrape by. I could not afford fancy volunteering missions or summer sessions at
universities. I could not justify spending money on sports equipment while my mother was worrying
about how to pay rent. On paper, my resume was less than spectacular - I was a student with good grades,
but I did not have any notable experiences because I simply could not afford to. Through my own hard
work, I was able to gain admission into Stuyvesant. I did not have access to the expensive test prep
programs that proponents of Resolution 442 claim to prevent underrepresented minorities from attending
these schools. I bought a secondhand test prep book and studied day after day, without any test
preparation guidance.
Should the city seek to increase the diversity at these schools, they should not seek to further alienate the
underprivileged and underrepresented. They should focus on expanding free test preparation for the
SHSAT, so that all students are able to access practice materials and receive guidance on how to improve.
Practice SHSAT questions should be made available online and distributed in packets to all middle
schools, as well as materials explaining what Specialized Science High Schools are and what they offer.
Through raising awareness of the SHSAT and allowing for all children to be able to access prep materials,
those without the means to build impressive resumes due to economic hardship will still be able to attend
elite high schools.
The existing system is a meritocracy - the examination itself is not the issue. The issue is a need for
greater ease of access to preparation materials, as well as fully informing students about what the
Specialized Science High Schools have to offer. I urge the committee to reject Resolution 442, and keep
these elite high schools open to all, regardless of what their family can or cannot afford.
Best Regards,
Martin Chen

Dear Speaker Mark-Viverito- I appreciate your prompt and thoughtful response but I
feel that your answer only raises more questions in what I deem a disturbing attempt to
"diversify" the elite high schools in our City.
First, while there seems to be an allusion to "other factors" there is no clarity of what
these involve. Is it color, race, national origin. Is it family income, or is it all of these?
Second, all of the specialized high schools suffer from a common problem. The
competition is cut throat, the slack that is cut the students is minimal and the amount
of work is generally overwhelming. If the admission standards are broadened allowing
entry to those who would not have otherwise gained access, are marking standards
also to be broadened or relaxed, are individuals who are marginal to be carried in order
to preserve diversity and will factors other than performance creep into the school
equation in order to justify the changes in access standards.
I again urge you to re-think your position and base your ultimate action not on issues of
political expediency but on the honest interest of maintaining the excellence that has
taken years to achieve.
As an alumni of CCNY I can relate my own experience of watching what was one of the
premier institutions of higher learning in the first part of the twentieth century be
sacrificed to immediate political interests. That school, which graduated, all before
1963, eleven Nobel Laureates, is now, according to Forbes Magazine the 92nd
ranked college in the Northeast and the 215th in the United States.
Please help avoid the same kind of slide in our wonderful elite high schools.
Thank you for your continued attention to this matter.
Martin Schulman
Stuyvesant H.S. 1959
CCNY 1964

I strongly think that "A test is the most fair, objective way, that minimizes in maximum subjectivity"

I understand and really agree with the intent to increase the diversity in the specialized high schools. But
we should try to work with the roots of that situation, not with the result.
I totally supported the free Kindergarten idea, never thinking how much would this cost the Taxpayers.
It is there, were should start. And from there to continue support the low income....so when it comes to
the test, the under-represented groups (which for me are not formed by the skin color) will be able to
qualify without artificial help.

I see Basketball games (or football, track & field MUSIC etc) and never thought that the whites are
under-presented in NYC. I allays thought that black are more talented... Should we add some Chinese
and whites in the teams for the sake of diversity then? No, this is not a solution.
Years ago there were no Chinese ice scatting, now they can win...not by lowering the standards of
acceptance...but by training better to rich the requested standard (I am not a Chinese).

There are at least above 1000 schools in NYC, and only 8 that accept only with test. There are a lot of
god schools that take into consideration all other factors. Are the results different there?
The selection should be based on the merits and not by other factors...

We live in the free land of America! There are so many choices for the one that is hardworking and
wants to succeed.

I really appreciate America for giving me the possibility to give my testimony!
Please vote no for resolution 442!
God Bless America,
Thank you very much!
Dhurata Ohrsell

Speaker Mark-Viverito,
Thank you for your invitation to Thursday's gathering, but I will be unable to attend.

I am a product of the New York City public school system for an era long gone. However, I have four young children
going through the system today. Much has changed for the worse. I find the school system does not help out the
children that are ahead of their peers. Rather we mix the children of different abilities into the same class. This is an
injustice to all of the children in the class. My youngest daughter is way ahead of her grade level. The teacher
achknowledges this and tries to stimulate her by giving her extra work. But the teacher clearly stated that she could
not give my daughter work beyond her current grade.

Concurrently, my third child is behind in her class. I know she is slower and needs help. What does the teacher
say? Your daughter is doing fine! Some of her grade are accurate of her abilities; other grades are inflated! Your
school system gives open book science tests in the fourth grade and allows the grades to be revised upwards when
the students correctly answers the questions that they got wrong the first time. This is grade inflation. This is not
helping my daughter. It is also not helping the child/children that did well on the test because the inflated grades of
those like my daughter do not show the true ability of the better kids!

I loudly declare that there is a tremendous amount of bias inside the classroom and how kids that need help are
being moved along and those that are ahead are stuck in class with slower kids.

Eons ago, when I went to school, a first grade class of 101 or second grade class of 201 meant that your child was in
the top class. Now these class numbers are meaningless. Children of all abilities are lumped together for no good
reason except to lessen the usefulness of their education.

The SHSAT should be the sole criteria for entry into the specialized high schools. Adding in other criteria is
meaningless because the sources are biased! If you do well in school, you will do well on the test and vice versa. Do
you think someone with a poor academic track record is going to score well on the SHSAT test?

Please keep the SHSAT as the sole criteria for entry into these truly special schools. Do not fix something that is not
broke!

Sincerely,
Phua Young

My name is Phua Young. I reside in New York City and I am providing testimony in
opposition to Resolution 442.
I am a product of the New York City public school system from an era long gone.
However, I have four young children going through the system today. Much has
changed for the worse. I find the school system does not help out the children
that are ahead of their peers. Rather we mix the children of different abilities into
the same class. This is an injustice to all of the children in the class. My youngest
daughter is way ahead of her grade level. The teacher acknowledges this and
tries to stimulate her by giving her extra work. But the teacher clearly stated that
she could not give my daughter work beyond her current grade.
Concurrently, my third child is behind in her class. I know she is slower and needs
help. What does the teacher say? Your daughter is doing fine! Some of her
grades are accurate of her abilities; other grades are inflated! Your school system
gives open book science tests in the fourth grade and allows the grades to be
revised upwards when the students correctly answers the questions that they got
wrong the first time. This is grade inflation. This is not helping my daughter. It is
also not helping the child/children that did well on the test because the inflated
grades of those like my daughter do not show the true ability of the better kids!
I loudly declare that there is a tremendous amount of bias inside the classroom
and how kids that need help are being moved along and those that are ahead are
stuck in class with slower kids.
Eons ago, when I went to school, a first grade class of 101 or second grade class of
201 meant that your child was in the top class. Now these class numbers are
meaningless. Children of all abilities are lumped together for no good reason
except to lessen the usefulness of their education.
The SHSAT should be the sole criteria for entry into the specialized high schools.
Adding in other criteria is meaningless because the sources are biased! If you do
well in school, you will do well on the test and vice versa. Do you think someone
with a poor academic track record is going to score well on the SHSAT test?

Please keep the SHSAT as the sole criteria for entry into these truly special schools.
Do not fix something that is not broke!

Sincerely,
Phua Young

I am unable to attend the hearing this Thursday. I do wish to submit my
comments. I am an alumnus of Bronx Science, class of 1963. When I
began attending there were few girls, as girls had just recently been
permitted to be admitted. It is my understanding that at that time there was
a quota to limit the number of girls admitted, but in spite of that I passed the
exam and attended.
I strongly oppose attempts to dilute the merit-based admissions
examination process. NYC can afford to have some High Schools that are
intended for the highest level of student performance, achievement and
preparedness. For other students who may have numerous other talents,
potential, interests and abilities, NYC also has many other types of High
Schools to choose from
Competition based on ability to perform on scholastic achievement exams
is not unfair to anyone. It is an incentive to some to work hard and excel in
order to gain admittance. For those who have been deprived of good lower
school education and/or face obstacles based on their background or home
life -- let's focus on improving lower school education quality.
I attended PS9 and JHS44 in very rough neighborhoods (at the time). I am
the product of an excellent NYC education, and have benefited from that in
my adult life. My NYC public school education enabled me to compete for
and be admitted to Bronx Science. I would be saddened to see the quality
of education at Bronx Science diminished by lowering the scholastic
admission standards. I think that the exam alone should be the basis for
merit-based admission.
Romola Chrzanowski
315 E. 86th Street, Apt. 10SE
New York, NY 10028

Honorable Council-members:

It's not about the quantity of minorities in a high school, it is about quality of the ones that go
there.

One intelligent well educated Black or Latino student who "earned" his way in through the front
door, does more for equality of the races that 10 average students who get in through the back
door.

I know of one minority student who got into Brooklyn Tech the hard way, and actually got his
father elected Mayor of NYC. I for one looked at Bill de Blasio differently once I knew he had a
son in Tech. Instant respect. In this case, you know the father by the son.

The students at Brooklyn Tech are the best that NYC has to offer. The entrance exam is color
blind. I hold myself in high regard because I made it into Brooklyn Tech on the same terms as
everyone else.

There is another factor your resolution does not address. The number of Blacks and Latinos that
get in, but decline to go.
In my life I know of three cases where minority students made it into Stuyvesant, Brooklyn Tech
and Bronx Science and declined, not wanting that level of pressure for their high school
years. I don't see that circumstance anywhere in your resolution. I know that facts are often
couched to support whichever side of the fence you are on, however all facts must be taken
into account when judging if a test is fair.

Keep in mind, that if you relax the entrance requirements, then you are admitting students that
are less prepared to face the rigorous curriculum that Tech requires. What's next, lowering the
standards and getting rid of the weighted averages?

You will water down the very diploma all we Alumni respect above all else.

When I am looking at resumes and I see a Brooklyn Tech graduate, that name goes to the top of
the list, without hesitation. I don't care what year that person graduated the consistency and
quality of a Tech Graduate is unquestionable and unwavering.

If you move forward with this unnecessary resolution, then that will be the moment when
employers will begin to ask, what year did you enter Tech?

Respectfully submitted,

Ronaldo Vega, AIA

Dear council, I agree that more criteria can be introduced in addition to the SHSAT
to qualify students for entry. However, it must be objective criteria and must be
designated specifically and clearly. In the past, corruption and subjectivity
prevented students entry to exceptional schools. The new criteria should be
clearly defined and clearly limited to objective means such as: intermediate
school grades, State exams and possibly an intetview.
The specialized highschool are highly competitive, a student has to be ready to
equally partake in that environment which breads educational
excellence, otherwise the standards have to be lowered to accommodate
students. We don't want that.

Thanks -Ronit Joseph

Testimony of Sharon Manewitz
I am writing this testimony in opposition to New York City Council Resolution 0442-2014. I oppose
changes to the current admission standards for entrance to the Specialized High Schools. Today,
entrance is merit based with no opportunity to “game” who is accepted and who is not accepted. The
proposed resolution and the legislation it supports represent a dilution of admission standards and
would result in an admission process that is corruptible and lacking in transparency
I reside in the borough of Manhattan in the City of New York. I am a graduate of the Bronx High School
of Science, Class of 1965 and the parent of a daughter who graduated from the school in 2000. I am
currently the Chairperson of the Board of Trustees of the Alumni Association of the Bronx High School of
Science, a position I have been honored to hold for several years.
A Specialized High School education is a privilege in that it affords one not just an exemplary education,
but an opportunity to study with students who challenge each other and teachers who are experienced
motivators of youngsters whose brains are often wired differently because of their extreme intelligence.
Many of our best students would not thrive in other schools. Yes, it is true that famous, wealthy and
successful people come from many different academic settings, but the opportunity to attend a
specialized high school is unique. There is no substitute for being in an environment where your gifts are
nurtured, challenged and respected each day you spend in a classroom. There is no substitute for a
school that has the resources to take students to a higher level in the study of math, science or other
academic endeavor.
To say that Specialized High Schools are elite is incorrect. They are serious places of learning for all who
attend. To say that the Specialized High Schools in New York City lack diversity is also wrong. They are
melting pots of a most diverse student body of youngsters from every race, ethnic group, gender, sexual
preference and any other category diversity can be measured in. If there is a differentiator, it is
intellectual ability, but that is why these schools were created. The need to encourage gifted and
talented students, especially in math and science, was recognized early on when these schools were
established in the 1930s and when the entrance requirements for Bronx Science, Stuyvesant and
Brooklyn Tech were legally protected in the 1970s.
I am saddened that the powers that be choose to ignore the importance of our city’s Specialized High
Schools and the need to protect and preserve the long standing and proven standards a youngster must
meet to gain entrance.
As an alumna and ardent supporter of my alma mater’s mission, I have a deep interest in ensuring that
the school will offer those who come after me the best education possible. I want their learning
experience to be as good, if not better, than mine. I do not understand why we are engaged in a
discussion that is more about diluting admissions standards than helping youngsters get the education
needed to help them rise to those standards if they have the ability to do so.
The test is not the problem. The condition is caused by years of neglect by a weak Board of Education
and lack of leadership in public office. That the city has failed to educate students equally from

kindergarten through middle school is indisputable. If a Harlem school gained a reputation for being
excellent, I have no doubt that middle class families from other parts of the city would be clamoring to
send their children to that school. Let’s pledge our time and taxpayer money to making lower and
middle schools in all of our neighborhoods desireable schools.
Now, our Mayor and his short sighted allies want to make up for years of neglect by waving a magic
wand, offering quick fixes that, quite frankly, are just for show. If your goal is to bring the top
performing schools down to the least common denominator, passing the proposed legislation is a sure
way to do it. I believe that the passing of New York City Council Resolution 0442-2014 will do more harm
than good. It offers solutions that set children up for failure.
If you really aim to make meaningful and long term change, look to the teachers and the classroom
experience. Identify children with promise at every school and help them to achieve according to their
intellectual gifts and abilities. Train teachers not just how to teach, but also how to inspire. Make every
lower and middle school a good school that properly prepares youngsters for high school work and
possible entrance into the Specialized High Schools based on their test performance.
Put an end to the root cause of the dilemma. Make every school in our great city a desirable school, but
recognize that there is a need for high schools that teach to a higher standard. Make every middle
school a viable feeder for the Specialized High Schools
Don’t change the test standards. Place the emphasis on where it belongs. hLift the youngsters of our
city by improving lower and middle school education.
Respectfully submitted,
Sharon F. Manewitz
December 9, 2014

Hello,
I am unable to attend the hearing. However, I would like to enter testimony.
I am against changing admissions criteria to the specialized high schools. My family is Hispanic. I
have three children (1) a Sophomore boy currently attending Brooklyn Tech (2) an 8th grader
waiting to hear about high school selections and (3) a 5th grader awaiting admission to a middle
school. Therefore, I do believe I have a variety of students to base my opinion.
I do NOT agree with changing admissions criteria for the specialized schools. When I look at the
specialized schools, I expect that these schools are Elite based on high expectations for its
student body. I expect these schools to produce our future engineers, scientists,
mathematicians and inventors! I call these the schools for our "Geeks." I'm sorry, but I don't
expect these schools to produce our next politicians or great athletes. Therefore, I'm expecting
a school of hardworking and highly intelligent individuals that will build and create. I do not
believe that adding additional criteria will promote the same type of individuals. These
individuals need to be challenged! Example: my sophomore son is extremely intelligent. He is
not "book smart" or an "athlete." He is naturally intelligent and at times may even speak above
my own intelligence. He can speak to you on most facts and completely understands math. He
is one of those individuals who I would believe to be one of our future engineers. His transition
to Brooklyn Tech was a bit difficult the first semester because he was not used to doing a lot of
homework. However, once he caught on, he's been acing it. Prior to the specialized test, he
took a one weekend class review for the test. He said it added no color to the test.
My daughter on the other hand is book smart and an athlete. She is also very involved in
school. She did not take a review for the test because Her schedule does not allow for it and I
thought that aside from strategy, it added no value. Therefore, she went in to the test cold
turkey. She said the test was easy. However, she was unable to finish the test in the time
allotted. Now we wait. My daughter has also interviewed at other high schools for admissions
that use the criteria other than a test. They are not "specialized" schools, but they are screened
schools and appear to be very good, ie. Beacon High School and Bard.
So here's my question- what is the number of black and Hispanic individuals that actually sat for
the test and what percentage were accepted to the schools? I did not see any of this
information. How a group or groups can claim that an objective test is discriminatory is
ludicrous. However, when we add other factors into the criteria suddenly, admissions have
more of an opportunity of becoming discriminatory. For example, absences- my daughter had
more than 10 absences last year, which is a n admissions criteria for many schools. She missed
classes because she attended hockey tournaments. Yet, she has excellent grades and test
scores. Should a school discriminate against athletes?

My point is that the test is open to everyone and a test is a measure of intelligence. You don't
have to take test prep to do well on the test. You can also find practice tests and answers as
well as discussions on the answers online. Everyone has access to this, even if it's at a public
library. Also, as I recall financial aid and scholarships are offered to the African-American
children for SHSAT Courses. My children were never offered this, hmmm. What I do believe is
that we need to put more emphasis on developing our elementary and middle school
programs. None of our NYC children are ready for the work that high school entails. Let's work
on this to ensure that all our children can pass a high school admissions test!

Sue Rego

Thank you for the opportunity to speak about Resolution 442. Since there are no details concerning
how and what changes are proposed, it is quite difficult to comment.

Are you also planning on changing the curriculum at the specialized high schools? If you change the way
students are admitted into those high schools, will you also be changing the challenging academic
curriculum?

If your thoughts veer towards maintaining the test and using a quota system to take top students from
every boro/neighborhood who have the highest grades and/or teacher recommendations, you would still
be changing the composition or nature of the specialized high school. Having straight A's, a wonderful

resume or character reference is not indicative of the knowledge necessary to sustain an
education at a specialized high school.

I understand the need for diversity. However, you demean those students, predominantly Asian
and white, who currently do well on the stringent exam. And you demean those who do not do
well enough on the exam because you now seek to change the criteria of admission so students
of every color can 'fit'. Fixing the system so the student body can be diverse is a temporary
measure so a pretty rainbow is seen but depth is missing.

For a deeper and a more meaningful, long term impact: do not change the admissions criteria
but put your resources into teaching parents in predominantly African American and Latino
neighborhoods how to get their children into the specialized high schools beginning in daycare
and Pre-K. Divert funding into those same neighborhoods and use that funding to ensure there
are better teachers and higher standard math and english programs, after school math and
reading programs and weekend challenges that emphasize education. But first, get parents on
board at the day care/pre-K level - understanding their children would do very little socializing
after school and weekends on extra curricular activities other than educational ones. There will
be time for extra curricular activities when their children are accepted based on merit in a
specialized high school.

Vivian Losid

I, Rachel Zizov strongly agree that acceptance to Spec High schools should
continue to stay solely based on the SHSAT test results. It's fair, because it's based
on kids level of knowledge and not on their back ground, skin color nor race.
These schools are special due to kids with certain outstanding academic
performance. Editing rules so it will show more diversity, help more Hispanic and
African Americans kids to enter is not fair. We should concentrate on prepping all
the kids in middle schools to get ready for the test and score high. We have to stop
remind minority people that they are minorities, so they will stop expect special
treatments. There is a humangous number of kids who eligible for free lunch at
these schools, which defiantly say that they are not from wealthy, privilege
families that can afford high cost prep courses.
Middle school programs and teachers should be reevaluated all across NYC, that's
what Education committee should concentrate on!

FORDHAM
University

School of Law

150 West 62nd Street, New York, NY 10023-7485
Telephone: (212) 636-7736
Facsimile: (212) 636-6899
Inet: asaiger@law.fordham.edu

Aaron Saiger
Professor of Law

December 10, 2014
New York City Council
c/o Hon. Speaker Melissa Mark-Viverito
by electronic mail to <Correspondence@council.nyc.ny.us>
To the Honorable Members of the New York City Council:
I write in reference to Resolution 442, which would urge the New York State Legislature to abandon
the policy of basing admission to the City’s specialized high schools exclusively upon scores on the
Specialized High Schools Admissions Test (SHSAT).
I am Professor of Law at Fordham University Law School, where I specialize in and teach Education
Law. (I am also the parent of a high school senior who attends the specialized High School for Math,
Science, and Engineering at City College. However, I have no personal stake in the Resolution: My
daughter will have been graduated before any contemplated changes can take effect.)
The basic facts surrounding the debate over this Resolution are well-known to the Council. On the
one hand, the racial demographics of the most hotly competitive specialized high schools, especially
Stuyvesant and Bronx Science, differ dramatically from the demographics of the City’s school age
population. African American and Latino students are barely represented in these schools. On the
other hand, there is an overrepresentation of white and especially Asian Americans at these schools,
relative to their proportions of the public-school student population. Many of these Asian American
students are from modest backgrounds. These students necessarily would have less access to these
schools were Black and Latino representation to increase.
Those in support and in opposition to the Resolution all should recognize, I think and hope, that there
are strong arguments on both sides as the City considers this kind of trade-off. The current racial
patterns in enrollment, especially at Stuyvesant and Bronx Science, are not just disturbing, but
egregious. It is also true that supplementing the SHSAT with other measures is likely to increase
access to these schools for richer, whiter students along with African Americans and Latinos, and to
reduce access for students in certain of the City’s immigrant communities.
One critical feature of this dilemma, however, has not gotten the attention it deserves. The City
already has a system for high school admissions like the one that Resolution 442 urges for the
specialized schools. Many high schools in the City that are deeply challenging, prestigious, highly
desirable, and generally excellent employ admissions methods that weigh students according to
multiple criteria. They examine test scores but also consider middle-school grades, teacher
recommendations, interviews, places of residence, and personal backgrounds. As the City’s manual
for eighth grade parents indicates, different schools in this group use different sets of these and other
measures to make admissions decisions.
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The practice of the eight schools that use only the SHSAT, therefore, should be understood as only
one of several approaches to admissions being used among the City’s top high schools. These eight
schools use the test only; but dozens of other highly competitive schools, also excellent, use testing
along with other factors.
Any choice about how to admit students — which factors to use and how to weight those factors —
inevitably advantages some populations and disadvantages others. It is very hard to identify
admissions factors that are genuinely “fair” in this context. It is unfair for there to be disparate
results by race. For many students, it is unfair for so much to depend on a single, standardized, highstakes test. But, for other kinds of students, multiple criteria are less fair. Such students may not be
in a position to record high grades or to interview well, perhaps because their English is weak or
because their parents lack the language skills and cultural capital to navigate the often complex and
time-consuming process of arranging for interviews and teacher recommendations. To those
students, relying on these factors is also unfair. For them, the single test is their best chance to shine.
Because no single admissions algorithm can be free of bias, the best way to be fair is to have
different schools, all excellent, that use different admissions criteria. This is precisely the system the
City has now. Resolution 442, on the other hand, creates a less diverse admissions system. It makes
admissions processes in all high-demand schools more similar to one another. This locks in certain
kind of advantages and certain kinds of disadvantages.
The one terrible mistake, in my view, is to view the eight test schools as the preeminent schools in
our system, the ones that are by any standard and for every student the best and the most desirable.
Were that the case, it would be unfair to base admission to them only upon a single test. However, I
can state both as a scholar of education policy and a parent that the truth is that the City has many
excellent, high demand schools. They are diverse in their excellence. Some are better fits for some
students than for others; none is inherently the best in the system or the jewel in its crown. This is to
the City’s great credit and benefits its children extraordinarily.
Just as the City’s great high schools are diverse, their admissions methods are, and should be,
diverse. Given the diversity of excellence in the City’s high schools, there is every reason that some,
but not all, of those excellent schools should continue to use only SHSAT scores in making their
admissions offers.

Sincerely,

Aaron Saiger
Professor of Law

From: Adjoa Jones de Almeida
Sent: Monday, December 08, 2014 11:25 AM
Subject: My Written Testimony for this Thursday's hearing on Diversity.

To Whom It May Concern,
I am a second year parent at BNS- PS 146K and feel so blessed to have been able to join this vibrant
and diverse school community. My geographic school district is District 17 and the two schools my
child originally was zoned for are both known for violence and for failing students. The one school in
my zone known for being successful has no arts programs as it is seen as "non-essential". As an arts
educator who has worked to integrated the arts into academic subjects for over 2 decades, this just
makes no sense to me.
It seems so unfair that in a country committed to quality public education, that we continue to
reproduce segregated schools where working class and low income children of color are still routinely
getting the short end of the stick. On the other hand, segregated schools also hurts white and more
affluent children since it keeps them from fully developing their humanity by robbing them of the
opportunity do understand the strength and vibrancy that comes from difference.
While I recognize that I was lucky (after being placed on a waiting list) to get my child into this school,
I also recognize that this is not the case for most families in my situation. I've also been told that while
BNS has been able to hold on to some of its diverse student body, this diversity has drastically declined
doing to recent changes which limit the school's agency in accepting students from outside its zone. I
fully suppor the proposal that BNS submitted which would allow for more diversity in next year's
kindergarten class and I hope that the DOE will approve it in time for January's admissions.
Sincerely,
Adjoa Jones de Almeida (3rd grade parent at BNS- PS 146K)

To the Education Committee of the City Council:
I am adamantly opposed to changing the entrance criteria for NYC specialized high
schools.
My childrens' school, Bronx Science, is comprised of children from a variety of ethnic,
socio-economic and racial backgrounds who are excelling in all spheres. Their collective
successes go beyond the classroom, extending to the athletic and social playing field all
of which have enriched my daughters’ experience. Their lives are better because of the
depth and breadth of their gifted cohort.
There is nothing broken with the specialized schools' system of admitting students. Any
changes would tamper with the intellectual integrity of these hubs for learning and harm
the many children who have and will continue to pass through their doors. The
specialized schools of our city are the envy of this country’s and even the worlds'
secondary school education. Let’s preserve one of this city's most treasured assets.
Respectfully
Ann Chanler
parent of Bronx H.S. of Science students, current and recently graduated
Ann Chanler, Ph.D.
Clinical Psychologist/Psychoanalyst
17 Sixth Avenue 2A
New York, New York 10013
T 212.219.9984
www.annchanlerphd.com

Getting notice that I was offered a seat in Stuyvesant High School was one of the
best days of my life. I had worked very hard for it. I had studied long hours; I had
frantically gone over numerous practice problems. I had one thought in mind: get into
Stuy, go on to Harvard or Yale. It was a dream of mine, and one of my family’s, for I was
likely going to be the first in my immediate family to go to college. Both my mother’s
family and father’s were not from the US. I was a first generation American. With that
notice, I felt like my dreams would really come true.
What made me proudest was that I had earned it. Not completely on my own, that
is true. I have the city to thank for admitting me into the Specialized High Schools
Institute. Admission is random, but invitation to apply is based on merit, high attendance
(at least 90%), and being economically disadvantaged, as defined by Title I Free Lunch
status. In fact, the first time around, I was not offered admission. I actually cried. I
remember. Then someone recommended I write a letter to the Institute (I can’t recall
exactly to whom it was addressed), making the case as to why I should be admitted. I
explained in that letter how much of a hard worker I was, how well I had done in school,
how I had perfect attendance, anything that would show I was ready for the expectations
of the program, but also that I was worth the investment. Some days later, I received a
phone call, and the woman on the phone explained how touched she was by my letter and
I was admitted. Being in sixth grade at the time, some details are fuzzy, and how that
decision was actually made is beyond my knowledge, but it made me glad to know that I
had somehow proven myself. All I did was write a letter. I took the time to write a letter.
And then, participating in that program for 22-months, I sat for the SHSAT, and I got into
my first choice. I had studied a lot and took the program seriously, considering it was free

and I had tried so hard to get into it. I spent many weekend hours even studying. I then
went on to NYU, graduating last May summa cum laude, and with highest honors in
Mathematics. Even though NYU was not my dream school by any means, there is some
prestige to the name. And the hard work at Stuyvesant prepared me for college very well,
to the point that I at times sat besides peers from other public high schools and wondered,
“how did they get in?” It sounds harsh, but when someone gets into NYU and cannot
solve the equation 6 = 3/x for x, clearly some earlier education is lacking. But I digress.
My main point is, I sought out help for preparing for this important exam as early as sixth
grade.
I’m Hispanic. I’m from an area in Queens that has a fair mix of largely Jewish,
Hispanic, Asian, and African American residents. I was always aware of the considerably
greater Asian population at Stuyvesant. In fact, someone I know who went there in the
90s once explained to me, “There are three populations at Stuy: Asians, Jewish people,
and everybody else.” But I was also aware that a lot of them had strict parents who
expected them to excel academically, both by getting into a specialized high school, but
then also standing out positively once there. Some Stuy kids even call getting below a
90% on something, “Asian-failing.” That’s the sort of view that has developed over
years. My parents didn’t push me that much. I was lucky to push myself. I enjoyed school
largely, and wanted to do well because I knew that doing well was recognized. Some
teachers in my elementary and junior high school years further instilled that and inspired
me to want to do well. It was that sort of background that pushed me to work hard. And it
was my hard work and my work ethic that got me into Stuyvesant. And I am grateful
because had I gone to my local high school, John Bowne, I would have likely still

excelled, but with less effort. Comparatively, I do believe that even a 90% at Stuyvesant,
is a higher average at a regular high school like John Bowne. To be fair when comparing
schools, after all, you should take into account the school’s general population and record
for academic achievement. And had I even maintained a 96.7% GPA at John Bowne, I
would have done so without being as prepared for college as I was because of Stuyvesant.
Stuyvesant is a school that often filled your week with tests. Each day of the week
was assigned to certain subjects for test days, essentially, because they wanted to limit the
chances of having an Algebra, Chemistry, and Spanish test on a single day. And at the
end of the day, you do need to learn some test-taking strategies to do well. Tests cannot
disappear. Even exams like the SAT, which still often seems to not be such a strong
indicator of future success in college, have stuck around and are a required part of the
college application process. So once in a school like Stuy, you need to already be a strong
test-taker. And the implication is, through the SHSAT, you are. That is why that should
carry so much weight.
Some might argue that my letter-writing example related to the Specialized High
Schools Institute shows the importance, however, of having another component such as
an essay in the admission process. However, remember that I had first been invited to
apply based solely on merit, attendance, and my economic situation. And furthermore,
the actual admission process is random. Again, how exactly I was admitted, I do not
know, but it was not because I had done poorly on an exam and was seeking to make up
for my own “failure”, for lack of a better word. They are two very different scenarios.
Furthermore, to the point of other elite high schools using an essay criterion as part of the
process, historically this aspect was meant to make universities more exclusive. Through

essays, schools hoped to weed out Jews, who were unwanted, but were scoring well on
exams. So in fact, the argument is now to be more inclusive by a means that was
inherently exclusive to begin with. I highly recommend you read The Chosen: The
Hidden history of Admission and Exclusion at Harvard, Yale, and Princeton by Jerome
Karabel. You might find that your goal of using the college application model to increase
diversity contradicts the actual intent of some components of that model.
Throughout this debate, I have heard that the issue is seen as one of economic
struggle, that those who can’t afford test prep are at a disadvantage. Yes, if you can
afford a Kaplan or Princeton review program to prepare you for the exam, that is likely to
help. But I beg to ask what are the statistics for students at Stuyvesant who are eligible
for Title I Free Lunch? Does it reflect the general population statistic? If it’s higher, then
you could argue that from an economic standpoint, too many students from poorer
families are being admitted. If we seek accurate reflections of populations in our high
school, then should we have a quota for poorer students even if they score high on the
SHSAT? From my understanding, there is a fairly large population of such students at
Stuy. And the reason is likely because many of the Asian students are actually from less
affluent backgrounds. They also didn’t have the resources for expensive preparatory
programs, but they knew they had to go to a library, and start studying. They had to just
go to a library. However, with a new multi-dimension approach to admissions, which
again the goal is to significantly raise the percent of Hispanics and African Americans
admitted, you are in fact arguing that you should limit the number of Asians admitted. So
you are in fact, hoping to put at least some of the poorer, economically disadvantaged,

but high achieving Asian Americans, at a disadvantage. Now, if the issue isn’t economic
as it is described, but merely racial, then that is another story.
What I believe is the true problem is the preparation of our students at the
elementary and junior high school levels. Those were the years when I developed a
strong desire to do well and achieve. Family support is also a large factor, and it is
understandable that some economically deprived families might find it harder to instill
such support for studying, but that is something that then should be worked on.
Admission to the specialized high schools should not be used an excuse to make up for
those lacking factors. And besides, I have friends who went to less prestigious high
schools, who were minorities, and also did not excel as strongly as I did in my grades,
and they were able to reach the likes of Harvard or Yale for university. At the end of the
day, it is not only where you went that is going to matter, but how much you showed you
worked hard and were committed to excelling. They have claimed it also helps going to a
high school where you are more likely surrounded by less-achieving students, for you
stand out more. That is purely anecdotal, but worth sharing nonetheless. If you really
want to fix how Hispanics and African Americans (because remember, it is unlikely that
this is an economic issue, it is more likely racial), then focus the attentions of the
Department of Education on improving schools and programs at a lower level. Even
Townsend Harris, which uses multiple score criteria, including report card grades (which
should probably be scaled when comparing schools), has more or less the same
distribution of races in its school. If you choose to allow more criteria, such as an essay,
if you really believe it is not a race issue and it is about painting a fair, well-rounded
picture of a candidate, then it should be necessary to not let the applicant specify their

race. Otherwise, outside pressure might make schools feel they need to reach certain
quotas. If you truly believe it is about the single test ruining everything for these students,
then the other criteria, independent of any mention of race, should be enough for change,
by your view. As we can see, that is not working well for a school like Townsend Harris.
Leave the SHSAT as the admission test for the Specialized High Schools, as the
component that decides admission. And instead, focus all your efforts on improving
education at an earlier stage. That is the important issue we should be discussing today.

So what are your thoughts now?

Note to reader: Please pause here for a moment.

Oh, and by the way, I’m not Hispanic. Now ask yourself if that changes how you view
the rest of this testimony. Thank you for your time.

Anastasios Bountouvas

From: C Annechino [mailto:annechinoc@gmail.com]
Sent: Wednesday, December 10, 2014 2:47 PM
To: Atwell, Jan
Subject: Fwd: Resolution on Specialized High Schools

Concerning the Resolution on Specialized High School Admissions:
Dear Committee Members,
As I am sure it is for most parents, it is difficult to attend a meeting that is held during the day.
The only way to communicate would be through this method.
What do you think this resolution will solve?
Isn't it another way to treat an issue from the top, down?
As a former CEC President of District 3, we have had countless meetings with the DOE on the
state of affairs at the elementary school level. The education at that level is where the problems
originate from.
Please take a look at this chart.
We have a great deal more information that supports this issue that elementary schools is where
you need to work on.
If this resolution moves forward, then how will one child's 95 average from a school that is
"under performing" compare to another child's 95 average who is attending an accelerated
curriculum-based school? Have you achieved diversity and equity?
No, you would achieve a water-down, ineffective, un-equitable school.
I know the public outcry for diversity, which is totally understandable. There are some that say
there is no diversity in District 2, because of its district priority schools.
But solving diversity shouldn't come through starting from the top, down.
Please give this some more thought. This is a headline piece, not a working, respectable city
council piece.
Thank you for hearing me on this issue.
Christine Annechino
Parent of a 7th grader
Former CEC President District 3
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From: Lacroix, Etienne [mailto:etienne.lacroix@jpmorgan.com]
Sent: Sunday, December 07, 2014 6:25 PM
Subject: Opposed to SHSAT changes
I would like to express my opposition to the Governor's intention to change the SHSAT
admission program.
I have a son who is attending High School who studied hard for the test, he didn't go to
any prep school but only got material through NY's public libriaries.
My daughter who is in middle school will take the test next year and I wouldn't like to
see any changes.
The NY educational system is very meritocratic - you study hard and you are smart, you
will get into a good school, irrespective of background.
I want this to stay the same!
If any change is needed, it is to provide preparation to study for the SHSAT, and NOT to
make it lax.
The proposed change is clearly the wrong political and educational direction to move
to.
We are first generation immigrants in new york, with latin american roots.
Regards
Etienne
212 608 8437

Notwithstanding the council's assurance that the legislation will be fair to all
applicants, I cannot fathom how a lowering of the standards will be beneficial to
the students of the specialized high schools. I would rather see overall
improvement in preparing the grade and middle school students to enable them to
be more competitive on the exam. We should not change the currently objective
process. The standards could be modified to include additional criteria but should
stay the same for all students.
Harold Weinberg

Notwithstanding the council's assurance that the legislation will be fair to all
applicants, I cannot fathom how a lowering of the standards will be beneficial to
the students of the specialized high schools. I would rather see overall
improvement in preparing the grade and middle school students to enable them to
be more competitive on the exam. We should not change the currently objective
process. The standards could be modified to include additional criteria but should
stay the same for all students.
Harold Weinberg

Dear Speaker Mark-Viverito,
I think the intention of Resolution 442 is good, but it is the wrong legislation for all of NYC. It is
unrealistic to say that this legislation is a means to fix racial inequity when it actually adds racial
inequity to the equation. Resolution 442 attempts to change system that is based a test that is not
designed with bias and now adds intentional bias to the process.
First of all, it is ridiculous to blame the test for any racial differences in the make-up of the specialized
high schools instead of the government itself for not doing its job in preparing all qualify students to
achieve the highest score possible. It is the government’s job to deliver quality schooling that all
children deserved at the lower grades to be prepared for any test. Instead of providing the DOE the
necessary money needed to hire highly qualified and motivated teachers and provide merit
education programs, it consistently cuts the DOE's funding to ensure that the students are
unprepared for tough assessments.
Secondly, this one test rule was designed to remove any intentional discrimination based on human
tendencies. In the existing system, everyone is being compared to the same set of standards. If one
does better than another in this comparison then one deserves a slot in the specialized high schools.
However, under the new system, one could attend one of the specialized high schools if one passes
one of the Discovery Programs then one could join whether or not one is truly qualified with the test
score. This Discovery Program is merely a veil to introduce intentional discrimination. There is no
definition of how these programs are created or administered. This is truly the most disturbing part
of the legislature. Basically, the whole reason for this is to take away spots from well qualified
students and give it to other students who may or may not be qualified - but you need them to make
the numbers look good. This change is not made to make all students better through better
education. It is just a way to make numbers look good without doing the work to improve quality of
all students. That shows the sickness of this government. It doesn't really care about its people, it
only wants to look good to the people. Taking the easy way out is what this teaches our kids. No need
to solve the problem, just make the problem look good.
Thirdly, how did this new system get seriously considered at all? If a person can't hit a baseball far
enough, allow the person to throw the ball over the dugout and it would equate to hitting a home run.
If a person can't shoot at the basket, then lower the basket. If that is happening to any of the sports,
there would be a huge outcry for hotheadedness in changing such rules. However, that is what's
being proposed here as an improvement to the existing system for entering the specialized high
schools. Is that truly the way to improve the education system, by lowering the bar or is that just a
way to lower the over-all quality of the education system? If there is any change that should be done
is our government seriously consider investing in quality education for all students within NYC. We
need to invest in hiring more qualify educators and invest in more modern education equipment for
all children. We need to invest more so that all children are capable to take any test and do well on it.
The government cannot just throws up its hands and say "oh well, we failed at preparing our kids, so
we will just make the numbers look good to the general public and call it a job done." That is insanity
if NYC wants to compete in a world where everyone is trying hard to prepare their children for real
life competition in jobs. If this passes, then it would only make our children less competitive in the
real world. We didn't land on the moon first because someone says landing in Arizona would be
close enough. We landed on the moon first because we invested a lot in our people and the right
equipment to enable us to solve that problem ahead of all other nations. Let's invest in our school so
that our children are well prepared for any assessment thrown at them and say NO to Resolution
422!
Respectfully,
-James Ng

Equity in Public School Admissions
Jennifer Weiss Friedman
public school parent
This fall our family has had the double task of applying to both middle school and high school in New
York City. The middle school process is challenging, but high school is practically mission impossible.
By the end of the process:




My son and I toured more than twenty-five high schools, and he will have missed some
school for about a third of those tours. My daughter toured nine middle schools.
My son sat for the two and a half hour SHSAT exam. My daughter will take a separate exam
and/or interview at each of her top school choices.
My son will have completed different essays for at least four schools, portfolios or a separate
application for at least five different schools; and an individual assessment exam and/or
interview for at least three different schools. My daughter’s 5th grade teacher has diligently
been helping her compile a portfolio of her best work, has helped her write an essay to
submit to schools, and will conduct practice interviews to prepare her.

All of this was time NOT spent learning the curriculum, playing sports, reading. And keep in mind,
we only applied to public schools. Welcome to “school choice”.
I recognize that having options is a privilege. There is a high school for just about every interest a
child can have. There are more traditional schools, schools with early college programs, schools
where the students develop their own curricula, schools that test students weekly and schools that
do not give any standardized testing. Not finding the “right fit” for your child is nearly impossible,
but to do so assumes that a parent:






understands the system and the way students are match to schools and each school’s
separate application process where applicable;
has the supports of a super-hero school guidance counselor;
has a child who can easily make up missed school work for those many days they miss due to
tours;
has no job because touring the schools, filling out the separate applications, taking the
student to the assessments and interviews, and putting together the portfolios is like a full
time job;
either has no other children or at least a partner who can help out, or has the means for a full
time caregiver for the other children in the family.

It is not hard to imagine who this system benefits.
High school admissions has been an overwhelming and daunting process for a part-time working,
over-educated parent like me. What of the parents who are single, navigating a new culture, or for
whom English is not their first language? How many of their children will have the opportunity to find
their “right fit” school? We hear over and over about the achievement gap yet we set in place
educational structures and policies that are inherently discriminatory against students who are
already at a disadvantage, ensuring that the achievement gap will only widen further.
Elementary school and middle school admissions are more easily fixed than high school and
solutions in earlier years will in fact decrease the need for solutions at the high school level.
Elementary schools are zoned in most districts. Enrollment, then, is greatly subject to external
factors such as housing policy and the housing market. In an effort to control for overcrowding in
some schools, the Office of Enrollment has increased rigidity across the board in following
Chancellor’s Regulations for admission, limiting access to out-of-district or out-of-zone families. This
has only ensured that school zones where housing prices have skyrocketed, and low income housing

has decreased, have seen a rapid digression from representing the district-wide demographics. For
years, educators and parent advocates have been discussing some simple yet effective solutions to
desegregate District 3 and ensure that all schools in the district become more representative of the
demographics of the district as a whole. This push for implementing a policy such as controlled
choice has gained no real momentum despite its effectiveness in other cities. In District 1 there was
a golden opportunity to implement controlled choice and yet they opted for open choice which, as
the data now shows, just exacerbated socioeconomic, racial, and “academic’’ segregation. A wasted
opportunity.
Middle schools are primarily an open choice system with no zoned schools. Again, despite the ability
to set in place policies that may encourage schools that are more representative of each district as a
whole, no action has been taken. Open choice has only exacerbated the disparity. It is shameful that
in my district there are four middle schools with 100% of their students qualifying for free or
reduced lunch at the same time as there are four schools that have between 9% and 18% of
students who qualify. There are eight schools with fewer than 30% Black and Hispanic students, and
ten with greater than 80%, in a district where 60% of students attending public school are Black or
Hispanic. I find it unacceptable that we continue to allow this racial and socio-economic segregation.
I question our role as parents in contributing to the problem, choosing schools where there are other
kids who “look” like our kids. With the current system of open choice, choosing a middle school
based exclusively on the “best fit” may mean your child is an “only” so the problem perpetuates
itself. Parents, whether consciously or not, are factoring in the racial and socio-economic background
of the other students when picking a school for their child, not focusing solely on what educational
philosophy and academic environment truly are the best fit for their student. Conversely, the
families who are actively choosing are ensuring that those who do not have the time or resources or
knowledge to more actively choose a school are left to a particular set of schools. As with many
situations, those who already have an advantage make choices that further disadvantage the others.
A controlled choice system, and setting the expectation that every school in a district should be a
model of the distribution of the entire population of that district, is essential to ensure that
advantages are equally distributed to all students not just to the already advantaged.
High school enrollment is a complex issue, with a large part of the problem being predetermined by
what I have just described in elementary and middle school segregation. Yet some simple and
obvious steps would help.
Currently there is no one source of information for tours and open houses. A parent has to check
each school’s website regularly to check their admissions pages. A central database and/or calendar
where schools are required to post such information and parents could check that single source
would be a huge improvement alone in increasing equity of access for parents (and guidance
counselors) to the necessary information.
Just as colleges moved toward the common application, eliminating separate applications,
interviews, and individual school portfolios or essays would also be a helpful step towards a more
equitable admissions process for high school. It is commendable that schools want to know who a
child is beyond their state test scores, but this information could just as easily be gleaned from one
common portfolio of work and one essay based on a predetermined prompt each year.
Provide translation at every step. I have been on countless tours for both middle schools and high
schools where I see families I know who do not speak English. I have translated or requested
translation for them wherever possible but many Spanish-speaking parents would not do this, out of
embarrassment, because they do not want to impose, or because they do not know those services
may be available to them. On one tour an administrator who I know speaks Spanish heard me
translating for families and just smiled at me. Did not offer to translate herself, did not offer to have
Spanish-speaking families go on the tour with the student who I know speaks Spanish. The message
then is clear, “No están bienvenidos aquí.’’ Or at the very least the message is that you can come to
our school but we will not take any extra measures to connect with you. In contrast, my son’s
middle school offers separate tours in Spanish, provides translation wherever possible, and makes

an effort to reach out to Spanish-speaking families through their elementary school guidance
counselors. Not surprisingly, then, my son’s middle school, which is one of the most closely aligned
to the district averages for all other demographics, is home to 46% Hispanic students (the district
average is 35%). Bienvenidos son.
School choice is a wonderful thing for being able to offer different kinds of programs for different
kinds of kids. However, we need to ensure that by offering choice we are in fact offering these
opportunities equally to all of the students in our community not just giving further advantage to the
already privileged ones. Now having completed our own high school application process, and again
applying to middle schools, I am convinced more than ever that the admissions procedures are
inherently discriminatory and greatly favor white, privileged families like mine, and I find that
unacceptable. The mission of public school should be to provide everyone with a high quality
education, not just to those who can pass the test of navigating the admissions process. True
representative diversity in the schools must be a priority and it begins with equity in admissions
starting before they walk through the door.

Resolution No. 442 Statement from John Kwok
Resolution No. 442 does not address credibly, the reasons why there are substantially few
Black and Hispanic students attending Bronx High School of Science, Brooklyn Technical High
School, Stuyvesant High School and the other five high schools which use the Specialized High
School Admissions Test. For this reason alone, it should be rejected, simply because it doesn’t
address why these students are not getting sufficient education in mathematics, science, as well
as the humanities, that would ensure their academic success at these academically rigorous elite
New York City public high schools. The New York City Council is wasting time and money by
considering seriously Resolution 442. Both would be spent better in addressing the real reasons
for sparse Black and Latino student enrollment at the eight elite high schools that use the SHSAT
as their sole admissions criterion. If Mayor de Blasio’s son Dante and American Museum of
Natural History Hayden Planetarium director Dr. Neil de Grasse Tyson could pass the SHSAT to
attend respectively, Brooklyn Tech and Bronx Science, then why replace it with less objective
admissions criteria for these schools?
Other proposed admissions criteria lack the objectivity which the SHSAT represents,
especially those like counting extracurricular activities and class rank, that do not reflect at all,
whether the students are sufficiently proficient in mathematics and the sciences to attend
Stuyvesant and its peers. While I deplore the pathetically low number of Black and Hispanic
students attending these high schools, jettisoning the SHSAT in favor of other, “fairer”,
admissions criteria isn’t the solution; improving the quality of middle school education is, as the
best means of correcting this historic imbalance. The New York City Council should demand
from both Mayor de Blasio and the New York City Department of Education, substantial
attention and credible results pointing to greatly improving middle school education, especially

in the sciences and mathematics, for all New York City public school students, so that everyone
– Black, Latino, White and Asian – can pass the SHSAT and excel at Bronx Science, Stuyvesant
and the other six schools using the SHSAT for admissions.
This is an issue of special relevance to me as a long-time member of the National Center for
Science Education (http://www.ncse.com) which is committed to fostering greater public
understanding of science with regards to biological evolution – especially when current
evolutionary theory is the key unifying theory of biology and remains poorly understood by most
Americans – and, most recently, climate science. I am appalled to have heard anecdotal evidence
from parents pointing out the abysmal quality of mathematics and science education in primary
and middle schools even in such relatively affluent neighborhoods as Mayor de Blasio’s former
neighborhood of Park Slope, Brooklyn. Greatly improving mathematics and science education in
primary and middle schools, not revising the admissions criteria for the eight elite public high
schools using the SHSAT for admission, should be the primary goals of the New York City
Council, Mayor de Blasio, Chancellor Farina and the New York City Department of Education.
Removing the SHSAT as the sole criterion for admission to my alma mater, Stuvyesant, and
the other seven high schools, in favor of other criteria like middle school class rank and Grade
Point Average (GPA) is a guaranteed recipe for academic disaster that will decrease the
academic rigor of these schools through the likely addition of remedial courses to ensure that
students could perform sufficiently well; an “experiment” that exists at Fairfax County, VA’s
elite Thomas Jefferson High School of Science and Technology
(http://www.washingtonpost.com/opinions/the-new-thomas-jefferson-it-includes-remedialmath/2012/05/25/gJQAlZRYqU_story.html) and an “experiment” that will be repeated at Bronx
Science, Brooklyn Tech, Stuyvesant and the other schools if the SHSAT is scrapped. It is also an

experiment that may be discriminating against potential students of Asian-American heritage
seeking admission to Thomas Jefferson High School (http://thebullelephant.com/tjhsstdiscriminating-asians/), and one likely to achieve identical results here in New York City if the
SHSAT is replaced by other, supposedly “fairer”, means of admission designed to increase Black
and Hispanic student enrollment. Although ample money has been spent towards increasing
Black and Latino enrollment at Thomas Jefferson High School, little or no improvement has
occurred. What seems to be missing is greater parental interest and involvement in their
children’s education and demanding high expectations from them by both parents and teachers;
traits which former Washington Post reporter – and fellow Stuyvesant High School alumnus Alec Klein noted in the concluding chapter of his book “A Class Apart: Prodigies, Pressure, and
Passion Inside One of America's Best High Schools” as those shared by the best American high
schools. Such lack of interest may be major reasons why few Black and Latino students take the
SHSAT, since I have heard from others, most notably Stuyvesant High School Parent
Coordinator Harvey Blumm, that many parents of these students are ignorant of the SHSAT
because teachers and administrative staff of their neighborhood schools - who have low
expectations for their students - have failed to inform them.
As someone trained in graduate school in invertebrate paleobiology and other aspects of
evolutionary biology, and as someone who has worked in epidemiological research, I find
especially compelling, attorney Dennis Saffran’s observation (http://www.cityjournal.org/2014/24_3_nyc-specialized-high-schools.html) that white student enrollment at
Bronx Science, Brooklyn Tech and Stuyvesant has declined almost as precipitously as Black and
Latino student enrollment, hovering now around 20% at these three schools:

“There is no dispute that black and Latino enrollment at the specialized schools, while always
low, has steadily declined since the 1970s. Blacks constituted 13 percent of the student body at
Stuyvesant in 1979, 5 percent in 1994, and just 1 percent the last few years, while Hispanics
dropped from a high of 4 percent to 2 percent today. Similarly, at Bronx Science, black
enrollment has fallen from 12 percent in 1994 to 3 percent currently, and Hispanic enrollment
has leveled off, from about 10 percent to 6 percent. The figures are even more striking at the less
selective Brooklyn Tech, where blacks made up 37 percent of the student body in 1994 but only
8 percent today, while Hispanic numbers plunged from about 15 percent to 8 percent.”
Among the reasons for declining enrollment may be lack of parental interest in their children’s
education, since Saffran echoes Klein in stressing the importance of hard work and high
expectations for their children’s education; traits that most likely account for Asians now
comprising 60% of the student populations of elite schools like Bronx Science and Stuyvesant.
Saffran’s essay noting declining student enrollment of Whites, as well as Black and Latinos,
at Stuyvesant and the other schools using the SHSAT, remains the most profound, and insightful,
examination of this issue. It stands in stark contrast, with the thinking behind proposed
Resolution No. 442, as echoed in these remarks that should be viewed as condescending and
racist by New York University Professor of Education Pedro Noguera, a fellow Brown
University alumnus (http://www.capitalnewyork.com/article/city-hall/2014/07/8548143/howaddress-stuyvesant-problem):
“I don’t think those schools are that great. I would not tell a top African-American student to go
to one of those schools, I would tell them to go to Medgar Evers Prep. It’s a much more
supportive environment and the quality of education is better.”

“If you graduate from Bronx Science with a C average, what college are you going to go to? It’s
a total sink-or-swim environment. That’s not what I would hold up as the model. And then
there’s an important issue are equity and access—do kids in poor neighborhoods have access to
good schools?”
The school which Professor Noguera praises, Medgar Evers Prep, ranks in the bottom half of US
News and World Report’s survey data for the top one thousand American public high schools,
whereas Bronx Science and Stuyvesant are in the top one hundred. Clearly Professor Noguera’s
rhetoric isn’t supported by data, and yet the New York City Council will be making a similar
mistake by adopting Resolution 442, instead of addressing the real reason behind declining Black
and Hispanic student enrollment; inadequate academic preparation, especially in the sciences and
mathematics, whose vast improvement would ensure for these potential students, academic
success at Bronx Science, Stuyvesant and the other high schools.
If Dante de Blasio and Neil de Grasse Tyson can pass the SHSAT entrance exam and
attend Brooklyn Tech (de Blasio) and Tyson (Bronx Science), then other Black and Latino
students can be admitted via the SHSAT. Yet this won’t occur via the “quick easy fix” which
those supporting the passage of Resolution 442 are advocating. Instead, drastic improvement will
come only when there is greater parental interest and responsibility in their children’s education,
emphasizing both high expectations and hard work, and substantial improvement in the quality
of mathematics and science education for all primary and middle school students, not just those
who are Black and Latino students. I urge the New York City Council to recognize this by
refusing to pass Resolution 442, and work instead towards greatly improving mathematics and
science education in primary and middle schools for all students regardless of their ethnicity.

To Whom Ever It May Concern:
I was, unfortunately, unable to make the hearing of New York City Council, Re: Resolution 442.
But, in writing this, I hope I am able to make my protest against changing the admissions process for
the Bronx High School of Science and the Brooklyn School of Technology clear. I don't believe that
removing the SHSAT, or supplementing with additional criteria such as grades, teacher
recommendations, and additional writing pieces will overall decrease the “racially discriminatory”
nature that the admissions process is being accused of. In direct contradiction to the arguments outlined
in Resolution 442, I argue that the SHSAT is one the better admissions processes, being that it is an
objective standardized test that does not test the depth or breadth of knowledge
(mathematical/logical/etc) but rather an individuals ability to work in order to obtain a goal. This is a
far better admissions criteria than anything that can be provided by far more subjective standards such
as grades, attendance, teacher recommendations, or state test scores.
First, I would like to address the accusations that the SHSAT is “racially discriminatory”. There
is nothing inherently racially discriminatory in the exam, no more than any other exam. Every exam,
quiz, class, etc. requires extensive effort, time, and dedication on the part of the student. Students who
do not have time to devote their skills to their studies or have mitigating factors (socioeconomic,
familial, medical, etc.) that prevent this kind of devotion to their coursework will generally not test
well, either on the SHSAT or on any other exam. If the percentage of Hispanic and African American
students admitted to schools like the Bronx High School of Science is so low (5%), this is not because
there is something wrong with the admissions process. Even colleges, especially Ivy League
universities, who utilize a wide spectrum of materials (SAT, grade point averages, extra curriculars,
essays, types of classes taken, teacher recommendations, and interviews) have very low percentages of
African American and Hispanic students1 despite keeping an artificially maintained demographic!
Even of these African American and Hispanic students, the majority of them come from wealthy
backgrounds or have parents who were born in a different country2. Clearly, despite the diversity of
their admissions process and their “race-sensitive admissions programs”, these universities are no more
able to enfranchise low-income African Americans than the New York specialized high schools. Thus, I
maintain that merely changing the admissions process to the specialized high schools will ultimately
change nothing. The low percentage of African American and Hispanic students speaks to a wider
social problem that needs to be resolved by providing African American, Hispanic, and other
disenfranchised students with more resources through which to kindle their interest in education as well
as means to maintain that interest. While I am opposed to changing the admissions process, I am not
opposed to instituting discovery programs that start as early as elementary school to provide
disenfranchised students with a greater means to get the most from a New York City public school
education.
Secondly, I argue that the inclusion of additional materials such as grade point averages, essays,
teacher recommendations, attendance, and state test scores will make the admissions process a highly
variable and deeply subjective process. Just looking at the variety of classes, types of teachers, and
varying level of difficulty across middle schools, the meaning of a grade changes drastically, even in
the same subject. Not all middle schools were created equal. Some are known for being more difficult
and keeping a better standard of academics than others, despite being all part of the same public school
system. Therefore, it is very possible that an individual who receives a B+ in a particularly difficult
class at a competitive and difficult school would receive an A in a much easier middle school with laxer
academic standards. Its clearly not the most “standardized” or even fair way through which to grant
admissions. Similarly, essays and teacher recommendations are also highly subjective. An admissions
1

For example, at the University of Pennsylvania, about 7% of the student population is of African American origin
2 http://www.jbhe.com/news_views/56_race_sensitive_not_helping.html

officer who reads one essay may not like it, but another person might. Teacher recommendations are
entirely dependent on the teacher's preference for the student and the teacher's ability to write a
convincing argument that this student is better than another. As mentioned earlier, like grades,
attendance and state test scores are dependent on the effort and time the student can or will place on
their education. It is entirely possible that a student can be brilliant, but due to other factors, this does
not show up in their grade point average, attendance, and state test scores.
In contrast to all these proposed “additions” to the specialized high school admissions process,
the current process which selects students based off just their SHSAT scores is the most objective and
fair method upon which to base admission into these specialized high schools. Because the SHSAT
does not test on material that is learned in the classroom, it puts every student who wants to take that
test at the same basic starting level. To succeed and gain admission, each student must face the same
struggle to learn the material. It is this ability to devote oneself, this ability to endure in order to
achieve a goal that the SHSAT is testing. I understand that this type of devotion to one's studies is not
feasible for all students due to a variety of reasons. However, this means that something must change
about our society and the city must better provide for its disenfranchised students so that they may have
the chance to devote themselves. By adding all these additional unnecessary, and sometimes harmful,
excesses and frills to the admissions process, by lowering the standards of admissions to get into
schools like the Bronx High School of Science, the city of New York isn't helping anyone – Not the
school and definitely not the students.
Finally, I would like to end with a personal story. I am an alumna of the Bronx High School of
Science and a current undergraduate student at the University of Pennsylvania, but I would never have
gotten here if it wasn't for Bronx Science and the fact that they base their admissions off of the SHSAT.
Looking back at my middle school years, I would not have had a teacher who could have given me a
particularly singular recommendation, and while my grades were good, they were nowhere near the
top. So, looking at my grade point averages and my rapport with my professors at the time, had the
admissions process been based off of these things, I would never have gotten in to one of the
specialized high schools and I would not be where I am today. But because Bronx Science was not
looking for a student who had wide depth of knowledge or an excellent rapport with their teachers per
se, but rather a student, who given the chance, will devote themselves to the pursuit of knowledge, I
was able to get in, and in many ways thanks to Bronx Science, I was able to turn my life around. Bronx
Science was the best four years of my life, being encouraged to explore the world, pursue the fields that
interest me, and being surrounded by people who loved to learn as much as me. Reading this, I hope
you understand why I want to preserve my school and the admissions process the way that it is, the best
way that it can be.
Sincerely,
Kavya Timmireddy

Dear Council Members,
I would be very interested in speaking at the oversight committee meeting, but my
job will not allow participation at the time of the meeting. The specialized high
schools of New York City have provided the highest level of education to gifted NYC
students for many decades. Admission to these schools has always been based
purely on merit. This is why these schools have achieved and maintained national
recognition as some of the finest schools in the country. Changing the admission
requirements for these schools will by definition lower these high standards. The
"Crown Jewels" of the educational system of NYC will be destroyed.
It has need so difficult to keep qualified students in the system of public education in
NYC. This change will only serve to drive more of these students into the private
school system, as well as to the suburbs. And for the families who can't afford these
options, you will have dismantled the last remaining option for obtaining this level
of education in NYC.
I am completely in favor of creating additional programs to better prepare students
of all backgrounds to reach the academic level necessary to EARN admission to
these schools in the same way that everyone else does. But to admit less qualified
students (and therefore exclude more qualified students), you will only serve to
destroy these marvelous schools. Rather than change the admission criteria, efforts
should be made to raise the level of education at the middle and high schools
throughout the city.
As a proud graduate of the Bronx High School of Science, I implore you to leave the
current admission test as the impartial and objective measure of which students
truly deserve admission to these specialized schools.
Thank you for your time.
Sincerely,
Dr. Kenneth Citak
Bronx HS of Science
Class of 1978

From: Lauren Coleman-Lochner [mailto:lsclochner@gmail.com]
Sent: Wednesday, December 10, 2014 12:28 PM
Subject: Testimony urging a vote against Resolution 442-2014
Respected council members:
My name is Lauren Coleman-Lochner. I am a parent of a current
senior and a Stuyvesant graduate, and a former co-president of
the Stuyvesant Parents' Association. While Stuyvesant certainly
has its flaws, I urge legislators not to tamper with the aspect
that is so important to the school: The fact that the actor, the
athlete, the chess player, and the politician's child all got
into the school by the same measure. Stuyvesant is a very
particular type of school, with a heavy emphasis on testing.
When the school experimented in the past with lowering cutoffs,
students admitted under the lower measure struggled. Using one
criterion for admission also creates a very special climate of
respect at the school. Every student knows his or her peers
earned admission in the same manner.
We all share the goal of increasing the number of
underrepresented groups in the school, and Stuy has increased
its outreach in recent years, and should do more. However, the
solution is not in changing the admissions process. It is in
making sure that all children get the rigorous pre-k-through-8
education that my kids were so fortunate to have. Students with
that foundation can pass the test and thrive at Stuy regardless
of their background.
Nor are Stuyvesant and the tested schools the be-all and endall. We are really fortunate to have seen the opening of
numerous excellent public high schools in recent years, and
talented students with various learning preferences and styles
now have many compelling choices. We should preserve this
diversity and not try to homogenize our successful schools.
When Thomas Jefferson High School in northern Virginia, which
was probably Stuyvesant's closest peer, changed its admissions
process, the number of remedial courses given went from
basically nothing to one-third, according to a Washington Post
opinion piece by a TJ teacher that chronicled the decline of the
school following the changes. The school, always a contender
with Stuy as a top math team, has fallen out of the top 20. A
change of this nature would devastate Stuyvesant, which already
struggles to secure the resources it needs to meet the demand
for advanced classes and research for its students.

Please also note that while there are clearly underrepresented
groups at Stuy, it is a highly diverse population, both
ethnically and economically. And it is by no means affluent -- a
significant percentage of the student body qualifies for free
lunch. I urge you to preserve a system that has thrived for
decades. In closing, I urge you to vote against Resolution 4422014. Thank you for your attention.

Hi,
I am your constituent and I urge you to vote NO on Council Resolution 442 which supports state legislation to scrap the objective Specialized High Schools
Admissions Test and substitute other subjective criteria. The current test
guarantees that students are selected for admission without favoritism or bias
and solely on the basis of merit, that is to say their demonstrated capacity to do
the advanced college level coursework required of all students in the specialized
high schools.
While I agree that more can be done to improve diversity in the specialized high
schools, the proposed legislation (S7738/A9979) is seriously flawed because it
fails to tackle the root causes of under representation of African American and
Latino students. Please vote NO on Res. 442 and instead work on real solutions
that will increase diversity by improving the quality of the education in the Latino
and African American communities, improving the Discovery Program for
admitting disadvantaged youth as well as providing free test preparation for all
who want it.
Simply scrapping the test will not automatically achieve greater diversity at these
schools. According to the Daily News the student bodies of NYC's top
performing schools using multiple criteria are "whiter and wealthier" than the
specialized schools. Moreover, according to the NYC Comptroller, the schools
using multiple criteria often fail to follow their stated criteria for selecting students
for admission. This means favoritism, bias and fraud in the admissions process
cannot be ruled out.
I urge you to vote NO on Res. 442 and instead work to develop a thoughtful
solution that these schools - and more importantly, the children of this City need and deserve.
Sincerely,
Lixu Chen
1751 2ND Ave,
New York, 10128

Hearing on Diversity in New York City Schools
and Proposed Int. No. 511-A, Res. 453 & Res. 442
New York City Council Education Committee,
Chaired by Council Member Daniel Dromm
Thursday, December 11, 2014
Testimony by: Lizabeth Sostre
Former Middle School Choice Coordinator, CSD 3
Steering Committee member, Broadway Democrats

Res No. 442

How to increase the diversity of the student population of the specialized high schools is
an important goal, but the road to achieve the goal is far from easy. The benefit of using
one test for admission is that tests are objective. A student either has the score
necessary for admission or does not. Everyone applying has an equal opportunity to
gain entrance and the admissions procedure is standardized. Or do they?
In April of 2012 Chancellor Walcott launched DREAM-The Specialized High School
Institute http://schools.nyc.gov/Offices/mediarelations/NewsandSpeeches/2011-2012/DREAMSHSI.htm) to address the lack of diversity in the student population in the specialized high
schools. It is an excellent move in the right direction. We have not seen the impact of
this program because the first group to be admitted to DREAM has not yet taken the
admissions exam. Professional test prep has always been a significant obstacle to
diversity since those who have the means to hire professional tutors have a distinct
advantage over those who do not have the financial means to purchase those services.
We have to wait to see how significantly the Chancellor’s initiative affects the lack of
diversity in the student population.
However there are still other serious issues that are at play. Is the information about
DREAM being disseminated to all children? Before DREAM, the applicant pool was
composed solely of students whose parents knew about the specialized high schools
and/or whose middle schools had guidance counselors who counseled students to take
the test based on their academic record. It is my concern that many students who do
not have “informed” parents or do not attend schools with adequate guidance
counselors will miss the opportunity to apply to DREAM. How do we remedy this?
Guidance counselors in all our middle schools must be trained to identify and
encourage potential applicants to apply to DREAM if they meet the financial criteria to
take the test for the specialized high schools. That means that counselors in the middle
schools must be given the time to do high school articulation. Without counselors whose

job it is to do high school articulation, students from “uninformed” parents will remain
uninformed and their children deprived of the opportunity to be accepted to DREAMSHSI and to take the test for admission to the specialized high schools.
It has been suggested that the current test no longer be the sole determinant for
admission. Please remember that if we add report cards, that report cards are very
subjective. A 95 in one middle school is not equivalent to a 95 in another middle school.
Hopefully with the continued commitment to the Common Core Curriculum, in time we
will have a uniform curriculum. That is not true at present. The curriculum varies widely
from school to school. I like using portfolios of student work as part of admissions
processes; however when the number of applicants is as high as it is for specialized
high schools, who is going to review and score all those portfolios? Relying only on
report cards and portfolios will not work. Those are too subjective or time-consuming.
I strongly believe that students in middle schools that offer high school algebra courses
where students take the HS Regents exam at the end of the 8th grade have more
qualified applicants for the specialized high school exams. Much of the test is algebra
so the students in accelerated math courses have an advantage. The new Common
Core Curriculum in Mathematics does address that to some degree because the 7 th
grade mathematics curriculum is definitely more rigorous, but this is still a problem.
More middle schools need to offer students the option to take accelerated mathematics.
Finally we need to look at the test itself to see if it can be reformed without being diluted.
The test is 50% verbal and 50% mathematics. The mathematics section is composed of
50 multiple choice questions. The verbal part is more complicated. It starts with five
scrambled paragraphs (10%) and ten logical reasoning questions (10%) and then there
is standard reading comprehension (30%). The problem here is that it is close to
impossible to do well on the scrambled paragraphs and/or logical reasoning without test
prep and lots of practice. Perhaps the Verbal section should be completely reading
comprehension without the scrambled paragraphs and logical reasoning. If the test is
composed solely of multiple choice reading and multiple choice math and reflects the
standardized tests that all students are yearly subjected to, it will provide a greater
opportunity for a more diverse student population.
So let me review my main points:
----better dissemination of information regarding DREAM-SHSI, which provides test
prep for academically able students who are financially needy
--middle school guidance counselors trained in high school articulation and given the
time to provide services

--option to take accelerated math courses in all middle schools and a more accelerated
math curriculum for all students (Common Core)
--changing the test itself to reading comprehension and mathematics, eliminating the
scrambled paragraph and logical reasoning sections.
I

Dear Ms Viverito,
Thank you your email. Unfortunately I will be out of New York City on
business tomorrow and am sorry I will not be able to attend the hearing.
As an alumnus of the Bronx High School of Science, I firmly believe that
the admission policy for the Specialized High Schools should remain the
same. With all of the problems that confront our educational system, our
attention should be given directly to where the problems exist, rather than
to an area that has proven to be so successful. Bronx Science counts 8
Nobel Laureates among its graduates, a remarkable achievement
unequalled by most of our finest universities. Historically the school has
evolved over time from all male, to male and female, to a majority of lower
to middle class Jewish students, and now to a majority of Asian students.
These changes have come about naturally, without any outside attempt to
diversify the student population. Black and/or Hispanic students may
well become the majority in the future.
I whole heartedly encourage every effort to help the potentially
academically gifted student to realize his or her maximum ability. We are
making huge strides now beginning with pre K schooling. We still need
well constructed schools with cracker jack teachers and guidance
counselors who recognize the needs of these special
students. These young men and women also need free help in test
preparation in order to give them that vital leg up. Changing the admission
requirements won't do that. Excellent pre K, elementary schools and
middle schools are the ones to do the job.
A lot has been said about the fact that 70% of the students in our public
school are black or Hispanic and received 5% and 7% admission to the
selective schools respectively. What we need to know is how many
students in every group actually took the admission test in order to make a
reliable comparison.
It is very difficult to level a playing field in any aspect of our lives.......a
strictly colorblind gender, ethnic, religious etc policy is about as fair as we
can get. Of course a disadvantaged student has a harder job, but not
harder than the students I went to school with.... students who had
immigrant parents who did not speak English.... students who worked
after school and still did the rigorous homework requirements demanded
by Science, and students who went on to college, as I did, and paid their
own way by scholarships and jobs. Many colleges at that time had finally

just abandoned the quota systems that we battled against. Are we going
back to that?
I want to help.....not by changing school admission requirements but by
helping those students to get there. There is zero prejudice in the
present system, reverse or otherwise. Let's keep it that way.
Thank you for letting me speak my mind. New York should be proud of
these schools, they are the jewels in our crown and open to all.
Respectfully,
Marilyn Abrams, a grateful alum

Thank you for keeping me updated on public oversight hearing on diversity
in NYC public schools and changing the admission criteria for specialized
high schools.
As a parent of 4 alumni of Staten Island Technical High School , a
specialized high school, I am strongly against the resolution proposal to
change the admission criteria. Admission to the specialized high schools is
merit based and the current test is an objective measure of merit. This
resolution is open-ended and would allow too much subjective criteria to be
added to the current admission criteria ( SHSAT). This could result in
a measure for admission that may admit students who are not able to
succeed at the high academic level of course work in the specilaized high
schools. The test alone remains an objective measure of academic ability.
The fact that there are already courses offered to "under-represented"
minorities is a sufficient "removal of impediments to diversity". The goal of
this resolution is to change the admission criteria and thus results in
order to increase diversity in the schools. I strongly feel that diversity
should not be the goal of admission criteria for a merit based program. In
addition, I feel that changing standards to make diversity a priority in
admission policies for a merit based school is the very essence of racism.
Please consider voting no on resolution 442.
Mary Koeth

From: mmbauer4 [mailto:mmbauer4@gmail.com]
Sent: Tuesday, December 09, 2014 2:15 PM
Subject: Written Testimony in Opposition to Res. No. 442, calling to change the admissions criteria for New
York City’s Specialized High Schools.

Written Testimony in Opposition to Res. No. 442, calling to change the admissions criteria for
New York City’s Specialized High Schools.
As a New York City public school parent and NYC public school graduate, I am writing to express my
opposition to New York City Council Resolution No. 442, calling for the NYS Legislature & Governor
to change the admissions criteria for New York City’s Specialized High Schools.

I support the position of The Parent’s Association of the Bronx High School of Science, which is noted
below.

Cordially yours,
Matthew Bauer
68-20 Manse Street
Forest Hills, NY 11375

The Parents’ Association of the Bronx High School of Science opposes S 7738 Felder that proposes
changing the mandated admissions process of the specialized high schools in the City of New York. We
stand for an admissions process that is a pure meritocracy, with one standard that is transparent and
incorruptible. The suggested changes to the admissions process do nothing to address the root cause of
inequity in elementary and middle school education. Further, the proposed new admissions criteria are
deeply flawed. Disparities in academic outcomes start very early on.


Using multiple criteria such as a student’s GPA assumes that all middle schools are equal. By
the Department of Education’s own school grading system, this is clearly not the case. The
Schools are not equal and therefore, GPAs cannot be compared fairly.

Bronx Science has for over seventy-five years been a home for gifted and hard working students of all
backgrounds to attain the American Dream. With a population that is a wonderfully diverse as New
York City itself, Bronx Science is a home for students across racial, ethnic and socioeconomic groups.


Bronx Science (and its fellow schools Stuyvesant and Brooklyn Tech) has a long history of
serving immigrant and economically disadvantaged communities



The current admissions process is color blind and immune from corruption and politics.



Nearly half of the student body at Bronx are eligible for free or reduced lunch, a metric that
captures families that live near or below the poverty line in New York City.



More than half of families currently at Bronx Science do not speak English in the home at all,
including 568 students who are immigrants themselves.



Our students and their families make tremendous sacrifices to attend Bronx Science, most of
whom travel more than an hour each way to get to school.

As parents, we believe strongly in exceptional education for all of our children. The SHSAT is not the
cause of the problem, but rather a symptom of an unacceptably flawed and inequitable elementary and
middle school education system. We agree that the underrepresentation of the African American and
Latino populations needs urgent attention. We believe the following proposals would help address the
root causes of underrepresentation of African American and Latino students in the specialized schools
while maintaining the incorruptible method now in place.


Dramatically improve middle and elementary school education for all. This is the number one
cause of this issue and must be immediately addressed by the Department of Education. Every
child, regardless of ethnicity, deserves an education of equal quality that will inspire each to
reach his or her potential.



Offer the SHSAT to all 8th graders during the school day and eliminate the current process
where students have to register for the exam on a Saturday.



Provide access to free tutoring and test prep programs for any interested student to hone their
skills and confidence in taking the exam.

The specialized high schools are the jewels in the crown of our education system. With a myriad of
problems facing our public schools today, focusing on schools that are thriving fails to address the root
causes of educational inequity. In 1971 our wise state legislators realized that the admissions process
for the Specialized High Schools needed to be protected by law from the tides of politics, pandering,
and poor planning, passing the Hecht-Calandra Act. Changing a meritocracy and already fair
admissions procedure deflects from real failure to fairly educate every student equally and only further
hurts all of our children.

As a graduate of the Bronx High School of Science, I strenuously object to
the proposed admittance ‘modifications’. It will result in the dumbing down
of all the special schools. Address the issue not the results. Improve the
education in the lower and middle schools. Provide extra help for
‘promising’ students so that they can gain admittance the same way other
students do who are not disadvantaged by class or race.
I also attended the City College of New York before it was dumbed down
by an open enrollment plan. Learn from the past. Do not change the
current selection process for the special schools.
Nancy Bender
Bx Science 1958

My name is Neil Cohen and I am a 1978 graduate of the Bronx HS of Science. I am unable to
attend the City Council meeting of December 11th. I appreciate the offer to have my remarks
included in the record.
The academically rigorous program at Bronx Science was a result of the high admission
standards of the school and the competitive student body. The admissions test was and is an
important equalizer. Everyone took the same test and was admitted to one of the specialized
high schools based solely on their abilities. Lowering the admissions standards of these schools
will lower the academic level of the student body and diminish the educational experience of
academically gifted and talented students competing with their academic peers.
Diversity is a noble goal. New York City is a diverse place. There are 400 high schools in the city
allowing for tremendous racial diversity. Socioeconomic diversity is also important. The
Specialized High School Admissions Test facilitates socioeconomic diversity at the specialized
high schools. There is too much variation in grading at NYC’s junior high schools to realistically
use class rank, grades or attendance to impact admission to the specialized high schools. There
is no racial or ethnic bias to the test. Every admitted student knows that he or she earned their
place.
I urge the council to allow Bronx Science, Stuyvesant and Brooklyn Technical to continue to be
places where the brightest students in New York receive challenges that other public high
schools can’t offer. I urge the council to consider why these three high schools have 14 noble
prize laureates as graduates. I urge the council to consider that the enriching experience of
these schools is dependent on the admissions process and use of the test. I finally urge the
council to consider that by lowering the admissions standards they will be diminishing the
educational experience.
Thank you.
Neil B. Cohen, D.C.

From: rkohn@cleantechcorridor.org [mailto:rkohn@cleantechcorridor.org]
Sent: Tuesday, December 09, 2014 11:19 AM
Subject: Proposed Changes to entrance to special high schools.

I agree that there is not enough diversity in the special high schools but the solution is not to
lower the bar. The solution is to fix the system. That is, spend a greater effort to educate our
children. Of course that means investing in education and in understanding that a large
cohort of New York’s student body needs a different program; one that addresses the lack of
values given to traditional education--reading writing and arithmetic--in their respective
communities. We need special programs to raise the status and value of the kind of education
that leads to children wanting to excel in school. .
The question has to be asked why did the Jews yesterday constitute such a large component
in these schools and why does the Asian community do so today? Its not about race and its
not about intelligence but it is about values. Mostly these kids come from homes which stress
the power of education. If we want to have more children from Black and Latino families join
them we need to inculcate the power and value of this kind of education not merely devalue it
and cheapen it by opening the gates or lowering academic standards.
When Mayor Lindsay led the charge to open up the City University by introducing openenrollment it did not take long for that institution to sink to oblivion and have its degrees
devalued. Now after many years of work the City University is coming back--thank goodness.
With all due respect. New York City High schools have combined for some 30 Nobel prizes.
Bronx Science alone has 8. What makes anyone think that the system is broken?
I recall standing in line in a snowstorm several years ago with my child then 12 years young
with several thousand other parents and children waiting to get into Hunter’s testing. Atth
etime I thought since all of tehse children were “invited” to take the test because they had
done so well in their respective schools h0w sad that only 180 of them will get to attend
Hunter (mine did not). I thought then and I still think now. The demand is there build more
Hunters, more Bronx Science. That is the best solution. After all its much cheaper to
spend money educating our children then incarcerating them later in life because they got a
crummy watered down degree that was good for no job.
Ran Kohn
917 488 5289

Dear Ms. Mark-Viverito,
Thank you for inviting me to the hearing on diversity in NYC public schools
tomorrow. Unfortunatley, I cannot get off work to attend but I would like to offer
my opinion.
I am a parent of very different children. One did only what he had to to maintain
his place on school honor rolls. He ended up graduating Tottenville High
School. The other has a drive to excel and go further with an insatiable thirst for
the challenge and learning experience offered at our specialized high schools.
I have had experience with both the Catholic high schools (for which there is also
an entry exam which is also merit based) and the public school systems having
had children in both. My son Robert is currently in the 10th grade at Staten Island
Tech. He and all the other students that are enrolled there and in other
Specialized High Schools have worked very hard to get a seat at one of these
fabulous schools.
Using a test for enrollment to one of these Specialized schools ensures an
admissions system free of favoritism and bias since the selection is based solely
on merit. Which means that the individual child must adequately display the
capacity to do the advanced level course work which is required of ALL students
in Specialized high schools.
If you change the admissions standards for children who may not have the drive
or hunger for the learning expericence that current student are reveling in, you
are essentially forcing the specialized schools to lower the exceptional bar that
they have set for these children to maintain. Thus, they no longer will be
SPECIALIZED high schools. They no become your average NYC Public High
School.
I beleive that even more racial and ethnic diversity can be acheived at all
specialized high schools if the New York City Department of Education improved
not only the quality of education provided to students in Latino and African
American communities but held the principals of those filter schools accountable
for communciating and enrolling high acheivers in programs that provide free
test preparation for all who want it.

Take a walk through our halls at Staten Island Tech, you will be surprised at the
ethnic diversity alive and thriving in our school. Basically, what I want to say is if
you have a system in place for educating and producing near 100% graduation
rates, why are you going to mess with it! There is plenty of merit in the saying "If
its not broke, don't fix it". It would be a travesty to all students currently
enrolled in all 8 specialized high schools in New York City. These are exceptional
students who worked hard and passed a fair test to get where they are.
I trust the panel will take this all into consideration and come to the only wise
decision to leave the Specialized High School Admissions Test ALONE!!!
I would greatly appreciate being kept up to date on this matter.
Sandy Nicosia
Staten Island NY 10312

Dear Ms. Mark-Viverito and members of the City Council,
Each time the controversy over the admissions policy to the NYC specialized high schools makes the news I feel as
though the worthiness of the students that walk the halls of these schools needs to be defended. Media coverage
implies that wealthy parents have bought their child’s seat with expensive test prep. It is simply not true, because a
summer of test prep prior to the Specialized High School Admissions Test will not earn a child a seat. Instead,
preparation for admission to high school begins well before a student enters middle school. Students that earn a seat
in one of the 8 specialized high schools have been preparing for the opportunity for most of their young lives. Some
students start their educational careers in Gifted and Talented programs in elementary schools. Other students will
attend their local zoned school, which offer enriched curriculum and have a proven success record. Each of these
schools has their successes and challenges. Our education system in New York is not perfect and has gaps that need
to be closed so the success of our schools will no longer be measured by the zip code in which one lives.
While test prep may provide a small edge, it is the years of dedication and hard work in academic studies that
prepare students to take the SHSAT. The Department of Education levels the playing field for underprivileged
students by offering two opportunities to prepare and earn access to Specialized High Schools. A 22-month
extracurricular program known as DREAM - Specialized High School Institute, is available to eligible 6 th grade
students with free lunch status, providing rigorous coursework to help students prepare for the Specialized High
School Admissions Test. The Summer Discovery Program, gives eligible disadvantaged students of demonstrated
high-potential an opportunity to participate in the Specialized High School program. Access and opportunity is
available, and certainly could benefit more students if more programs like these were created in all neighborhoods
throughout each of the 5 boroughs.
Mayor DiBlasio and Chancellor Farina have already taken positive steps in addressing this problem by making
Universal Pre-K available to all 4 year olds and by focusing on improvements in middle-schools. It may take some
time to see the results of these initiatives, but I believe they will have a favorable impact.
Our city should work to increase the representation of minority groups within the specialized high schools, not by
manipulating the admissions criteria to achieve the desired outcome, but instead by providing all students access to a
high quality education in their zoned elementary and middle schools. Doing so will not only help to increase the
diversity within the specialized schools, but also maintain high standards, and better prepare all NYC public school
students for their high school and post-secondary careers.
Should the consensus of the Council be that a change in the admissions criteria to the Specialized High Schools is
necessary I still implore you to reject this resolution. Bill S.7738/A.9979 is filled with flaws that jeopardize the
future of these schools. First, there is no specific weight assigned to any of the criteria listed. The bill should be
rewritten with specific percentages assigned to all admissions criteria, and the SHSAT should have the majority of
the weighting. Secondly, subjective criteria should be removed from the bill. A student should not loose points for
attendance because access to transportation is not equal throughout the city. Some students who choose to attend
magnet programs in schools well beyond their zoned school will be penalized because it is not safe for them to
travel to school on days when there is inclement weather. School grade point averages are subjective as well. Even
within the same middle school, two different teachers of the same subject can have a different grading standard.
I believe that a better bill can be written with the input of all interested parties that will achieve the desired outcome
while maintaining high standards.
Respectfully,
Daniela Schroeder

From: Nachman, Sherrie [mailto:snachman@kpmg.com]
Sent: Monday, December 08, 2014 10:11 AM
Subject: diversity resolution hearing on December 11
I am the mother of twin boys in 6th grade in a New York City public middle school. While I do support
diversity in our schools, I do not support S.7738 / A.9979, to change the admissions criteria for
New York City’s Specialized High Schools. In my opinion, that resolution would replace an
effective and objective criteria with an unpredictable and largely subjective set of criteria.
In order to increase diversity in our specialized high schools, it would be much more effective
to actively recruit applicants from diverse racial and economic backgrounds and to offer them
assistance with test preparation. (Khan Academy is doing this for free for college applicants).
I also believe that the new law would be subject to multiple lawsuits and would have a good
chance of being found unconstitutional by New York State courts.
Thank you for considering my opinion.
Sherrie Nachman
T: 212-954-3952
M: 646 483 7622
F: 212 954 5112

Education committee
To Council Member Dromm and Education Committee members,

Thank you for the opportunity to submit testimony on the proposed Resolution 453-2014.

Having been a product of the civil rights movement that included bussing in NYC to achieve racial
diversity during my elementary school years I find it very disheartening that, as progressive as our nation
has become, we are now regressing to the conversation of diversity as being a viable solution to the
achievement gap in communities of color. Jim Crow laws prohibited Black and Brown children from
attending schools of their choice based on the color of their skin. These laws no longer bind us in
relation to school choice, but due to steering laws and red lining of communities of color where groups
of people of the same ethnicity were, and are relegated to specific areas, producing black and brown
neighborhoods hence black and brown schools. These neighborhoods have thriving families that reside
within these borders and, quite frankly, are not truly convinced that re-zoning schools to have their
children travel far from their neighborhoods for the sole purpose of diversity is the answer to the
problems that their zoned schools face. Socio-economic disparities will not be solved by relocating
children of color for eight hours a day and placing them in middle to upper income environments then
releasing them back into the same poverty stricken environment after three o’clock. This only manifests
feelings of inferiority, use education as a means of escape and perpetuate the myth that their inherent
culture is one to be shamefully denied and to aspire to become “like” the dominant entitled group in
which they will be subjected to daily. The benefit to the white student will be one of learned
benevolence and sympathy.
A better plan of action would be to address the root cause that has been allowed to fester and inundate
the public school systems in these communities to widen the achievement gap which is poverty. Since
there is an expediency to address the decline of graduation rates, college readiness, etc., the community
at large cannot wait for the state of poverty to be eliminated on a community level. The issues of jobs,
housing, health care and education will take a concerted effort to move away from doctrinaire practices
and embrace functional tools needed to solve these problems. We ask for many solutions in our
community as far as education, but we are offered diversity.
Waiting for poverty to be eradicated in our community to address the issue of education is unrealistic
but If making a change in the lives of the children that live under these conditions is the goal, then there
are steps that can be taken to allow them to be well learned, culturally rich, socially conscious, morally
upright and producers of strong communities. Increasing culturally relevant social workers and
counselors, professional development workshops facilitated by The People’s Institute for Undoing
Racism, partnering with community organizations, preventative services, drug prevention programs,
financial literacy programs, mental health organizations, tutoring, male mentoring programs, juvenile
prison prevention and cultural organizations throughout the NYC area when aligned with those at risk

groups of children within the public school system would better serve the community. The time and
effort taken for re-zoning, admissions overhaul, etc. would be better served investing in the wealth that
the communities themselves have to offer.
Is anyone willing to do the work or is it easier to put a proverbial band aid on a problem that will only
reach a few to further alienate them from the communities in which they live.

Respectfully,
Sheryl Davis
345 Clinton Ave 11E
Brooklyn, N.Y 11238

Suggested Resources:

The Fatherhood Initiative/ Brooklyn Fatherhood
Ifetayo
My Brother’s Keeper
Safe In My Brothers/Sisters Arms (SIMBA, SIMSA)
The Blue Nile
Community Partnership of ENY
Crisis Intervention- Henry Street Settlement
Children’s Aid Society
Community Service Society
The Bowery Mission
Family Youth Center

Dear Sir/Madam,
Thank you for your email. I am sorry that I cannot attend this hearing because I
have to work, but please let them know that I support the staten island high
school's action.
Thanks again.
Sincerely
Xiaozhong Xiong

From: Adele Doyle
Subject: Please stop Resolution 442
Dear Councilman,
Our family is asking for your support to stop Thursday’s Resolution 442 from passing. As parents of four
children in the New York City Public School system, we feel that dismantling the standardized test
admission process for Specialized High Schools is a grievous fault which should not be allowed to occur.
The fallacy of this new leg up model is in that instead of promoting equality, it further segregates our
students and links ability or disability to meet a standardized measurement to skin color. Instead of
encouraging achievement, it promotes mediocrity.
To claim ethnicity as a qualifying factor for a handicapped admission score is a misconceived notion of
productive educational reform. Instead of race, why not claim poverty, but before you do, explain why
60% of my sons' Middle School qualifies for free lunch and yet continues year after year to excel
academically. If reform is required, reform the schools. Academic rigor and student accountability are
the answer, not breaking the only standardized measure of top academic performance in a DOE which
focuses more and more on lack of achievement while denigrating it’s highest performers.
The standardized test works best (not perfectly no, but best) because it is standardized and not socially
promoting.
The test, despite misconception, is open to all. Educate parents to avail themselves of that
opportunity. Do not take from my children the opportunity they have worked so hard to achieve. Do
not take from them what they know is within their reach, not because of the color of their skin, but
because of hard work; not only hard work but their understanding that they matter as much as anyone
else, because they studied, because they learned, and took numerous tests across the curriculum which
proved that and prepared them for the one test.
But finally, yes, they know they will be subjected to the same test that everyone else will have had an
opportunity to take.
What message do you want to send to our students? High Achievement matters. Send that message.
Please stop Resolution 442.
Thank You.
Sincerely,
Adele J. Doyle
Teacher and Mom to
Thomas age 12, William age 11, James age 9 and Angelina age 7

Council Speaker Melissa Mark-Viverito and Members of the City Council:
I am writing to you to implore you to vote NO on Resolution 442 which will alter the admissions
process for the Specialized High Schools for the following reasons:
1) A multiple criteria admissions process may not (and depending on the criteria most certainly
will not) alter the under-represented populations that the change in procedure claims seek to
enhance. The Comptroller's office report (http://comptroller.nyc.gov/wpcontent/uploads/documents/MH12_053A.pdf) found that nearly 80% of screened schools with
multiple criteria could not even explain how they ranked students. Furthermore, there are
examples where multiple criteria admission schools results in gender inequity and no tremendous
change in ethnic demographics. To illustrate this point, one can look at the demographics of
Townsend Harris High School. The current student population is 70% female (which isn't
necessarily a bad thing, but it does make you wonder why the criteria results are so skewed) and
only 6.18% Black and 11.57% Hispanic which is far below the overall NYC DOE demographics
of 28.3% Black and 40.2% Hispanic.
In short, where is the data that shows that a multiple criteria admissions process will result in the
desired effect of greater diversity?
2) The test is not biased. It is completely objective where answers are either correct or
incorrect. Students identities are unknown to the machine that calculates the scores.
While there is no denying that Black and Hispanic students are not performing well on the test,
the test itself is not the problem. Lack of preparation is the issue. I have a suggestion to remedy
that issue. How about providing resources for middle schools to run SHSAT prep programs in
their own buildings? It would be a matter of providing materials, teacher training and funds for
principals to pay teacher's for morning or after school programs.
If schools in high Black and Hispanic neighborhoods had the support and resources to properly
prepare students for this intense and rigorous exam the number of students in each ethnic group
would increase thereby increasing diversity in the Specialized High School.
3) The test does the job it is supposed to do. The goal of the Specialized High Schools is to bring
together exceptional students to do exceptional work. The test is the means to that end. Any
change to the objectivity of the admissions criteria would diminish the caliber of students at
these institutions.
In closing, I would like to state that I have been involved in the DREAM - SHSI program and it's
previous iteration, SHSI, since 2007. I have spent many hours prepping students for the exam. I
also am the parent of a Brooklyn Tech graduate. I truly feel that testing is the best option for
selecting students to attend these prestigious schools. Everyone is troubled by the lack of
diversity in these institutions. That being said, we need to ensure that we are not just making
changes for the sake of making changes and HOPING that those changes yield the desired
results. If the changes being proposed cannot be guaranteed to result in more diversity (and they

cannot), then the answer is to bring diversity by better preparing the students. That can be
achieved by promoting preparation programs in the middle schools.
Thank you for your time in this matter.
Sincerely,
Aleccia Braithwaite
Physical Educator - IS 220
DREAM - SHSI (Site 10)
Parent of Brooklyn Tech Grad (Class of 2014)

12/11/14
Amy Stuart Wells, Professor Teachers College, Columbia University
Testimony for to the New York City Council Hearing on Diversity in New York
City Schools and Proposed Int. No. 511-A and Resolution 453.
I am testifying in favor of the proposed legislation, Int. No. 551-A, and the
proposed Resolution 453 because of my expertise in areas of school diversity and
desegregation.
I argue there are three main reasons why the leadership in New York City – the
City Council, the Mayor, and the Chancellor – should support and implement
these proposed policies:
 Demographics
 Data
 Doing the Right Thing
1. The changing U.S. demographics across urban-suburban boundary lines in
many metro areas, including New York, open new possibilities for achieving
racially and economically integrated schools that prepare children for the 21st
Century
For the first time in our nation’s history, White students no longer constitute a majority
of k-12 public school enrollments; in fact, less than half of the total U.S. population will
be White, non-Hispanic by 2042.
In the last 30 years both city neighborhoods and suburbs have grown increasingly
racially diverse, as more adult White “children of the suburbs” have moved into the
cities their grandparents fled decades ago and families of color populate inner-ring
suburbs.
The new racial makeup of the country and the city-suburban migration patterns have
contributed to changing racial attitudes: opinion poll data reveal that Millennials (ages
18-34) are more accepting of people of multi-racial families, neighborhoods, and
schools.
The rapid pace and confluence of these circumstances opens a rare and finite moment
of opportunity for fostering school environments that adequately prepare children for
the 21st century by providing the educational and social benefits of diversity.

2. Data and analysis – basically, reams of social science evidence – support the
goal of creating and sustaining more racially diverse public schools and
communities
Research evidence on Why Separate is Inherently Unequal in terms of material and
structural conditions of public education is ample. Structural Issues examined in this
research include Disparities in Access, Opportunities, and Resources across racially
isolated educational settings. Inter-generational legacies of unequal educational
opportunities, etc. Newer research has examined the self-fulfilling prophecy of high
minority and low ses schools as “bad” once they experience white flight, and “good”
teachers leave, the local tax base erodes, etc.
We also have a large body of evidence on the Academic and Mobility Outcomes of
Desegregation for “Minority” Students, which include strong positive effects of
desegregation on black and Hispanic students’ Achievement Levels, Graduation Rates,
College Going Rates, Income and Professional Mobility in more racially diverse and
predominantly white and more affluent schools
Since the mid- to late-1990s, there is a rapidly growing body of evidence on the Social
and Attitudinal Outcomes of Diverse Schools for ALL Students. These include improved
Racial Attitudes, Ability to Get Along with Others, Comfort Level with Difference and
Cultural Boundary Crossing, Deeper Understanding of Complex Issues, Ability to
Examine from Many Perspectives, Reduction in Stereotype Threat related to Critical
Mass
A smaller, but interesting and important body of research explores How Diverse
Educational Settings Enhance Learning and Pedagogy. This fledgling body of research
begins to ask questions too long ignored in research on desegregation and divers
schools: What are the conditions and variables that help educators to assure better
educational outcomes for all students? What are the cultural as well as instructional
dimensions of diverse educational settings in which all students feel valued and thrive?
What evidence to we have that of the relationship between institutional and classroom
level diversity and cross-racial understanding and the breakdown of stereotypes and
microaggressions? What do we know about the relationship between diversity in
educational settings and these outcomes? What factors are key for this connection?

3. Doing the right thing amid demographic changes is not always easy; schools
and communities on the front lines of demographic change face significant
obstacles to realizing these benefits. What is needed is a new vision, new

leadership, and a new set of policies to sustain and support schools that are
becoming more diverse through community-level migration patterns.
Our twentieth-century civil rights policies developed to address racial segregation in
housing and education are not only under attack; they are also outdated in light of the
profound demographic and attitudinal changes.
Urban history suggests that when a racial group begins migrating to a new community,
the existing population is likely to flee or be pushed out, setting into play a perpetual
cycle of segregation and resegregation.
At the heart of these cycles are public schools with educators who are rarely prepared to
facilitate the “educational benefits” of a diverse student body – a concept supported by
research and the federal courts.
In several local communities within NYC, where demographics are changing, strong public
policies to support and sustain vibrant and instructionally strong public schools can make
all the difference in the world. Do we have the leadership to find out?

Hello, my name is Ayanna Behin, and among other things, I am a parent of 2
children who attend Arts & Letters public K-8 school in Ft. Greene.
I am here asking that the City Council work with A&L and other schools in the NYC school
system to increase diversity in our public schools. First by giving Arts & Letters permission to
set aside seats for 40 percent low income students in the incoming K class after sibling and
inclusion preferences are taken into account. And second, that you allow the sibling preference
to extend to the current A&L middle school students.
Today A&L is one of the most diverse schools in the city and we appreciate what this diversity
gives to our children daily in their understanding of themselves and the world, as well as in their
accumulation of skills as classroom learnrrs. We do not want to loose this diversity that we
value so highly. And we must be able to take steps today to ensure its diversity tomorrow. The
rapidly changing demographics of our neighborhood require us to make a conscious effort to
keep our school diverse.
A&L is in District 13, we have seen the success of PS133 and our CEC in using this set aside to
deal with issues of segregation in our schools. We too want that 40 percent set aside conscious
choice and as a K-8 school, we need to make sure that the sibling preference applies to the entire
K-8 population.
Thank you.
You already know how important diversity in a school and in the classroom is to boosting
achievement for all students.
Exposure to other races, socioeconomic levels, skill levels, physical abilities is the one thing
that had always given this city an edge in the world of ideas and problem solving.
A&L has 493 students, or close to 300 families. We sent a petition to our families yesterday and
we now have 132 signatures. The petition reads in part:
"1. Thank you for undertaking a hearing on the resolutions proposed to address the critical issue
of diversity in our city's schools.
2. We, the undersigned parents of the A&L community, are extremely eager to see increases
movement at the NYC Department of Education to ensure that all NYC schools reflect the
diversity of the city in their enrollment, and that our be supported in efforts to reserve space for
Black and Latino students and students eligible for free and reduced price lunch.
3. We are eager, as a school community, to educate and engage or families in understanding
how such policies can benefit the learning of all students enrolled in our school. "
With your permission, we would like to submit our petition along with a paper by The Century
Foundation "Boosting Achievement by Pursuing Diversity. "
Thank you.

I am a constituent of Council Member Levine's and my son is a 9th grader at the High
School of American Studies at Lehman College (HSAS). At HSAS, one of the city's
tremendous specialized high schools, a conversation has been ongoing throughout the
school community for over a year about our regrettable loss of diversity over time.
Generally and with regard to increasing school diversity, I strongly support the call for
the city to improve our regular public elementary and middle schools so that each
child finishes 8th grade having had similarly solid and enriched preparation for high
school. In addition, I endorse now-dormant city programs that find middle schoolers
who might need a little extra support to excel during the admissions process for
selective- and other high schools.
I believe that the above can go hand-in-hand with using the SHSAT to place students
in specialized high schools. Increased diversity may even be a result. It has certainly
not been adequately demonstrated to me that switching away from the SHSAT to a
multiple measures system will get high schools the increased diversity we would like
to see.
That said, I can only support ongoing admissions by test if the city begins to make a
longer-term investment in young kids in every neighborhood:
- The DOE should undertake intense efforts through networks and superintendents to
inform parents and students of the SHS option and should re-train guidance
counselors, as needed, on all aspects of exmissions.
- The city should look to identify and replicate best practices at the underperforming
middle schools that somehow manage to send a child to a specialized high school
every year.
- The city should try automatically signing all 8th graders up to take the SHSAT and
giving them practice materials
- SHSAT preparation should be offered in every one of the city's free middle school
afterschool programs.
- The city must work with current high school educators and principals to refine the
SHSAT to eliminate any potential areas of bias or exclusion and to make its content
more reflective of the skills taught in/required at specialized schools.
- The ideas of automatically giving every public middle school valedictorian a
specialized seat offer and of setting aside a small percentage of seats for school-based,
portfolio admissions should be further explored.
I believe that creating a larger, qualified applicant pool through better K-8 schools,
family outreach, guidance counselor training, and targeted student support efforts,
would be more beneficial to the kids and ultimately to school diversity than would
initiating a more subjective admissions system.
Thank you.
Beth Servetar
219 W. 106th St. #5e NY NY 10025

December 10, 2014
In Defense of the Specialized High School Entrance Examination (Stuyvesant, Bronx Science,
Brooklyn Tech). I urge you to vote no on Resolution 0442-2014 and Resolution 0453-2014.
1) Diversity
A recent New York Times article (R. Kahlenberg's op-ed, 6/22/14) shows clearly
disproportionate representation of African-Americans and other students of color at Stuyvesant, which
many blame on the entrance examination, arguing that it unfairly favors certain verbal traditions and
economic echelons. There are two reasons why eliminating or devaluing the test is not the way to
promulgate diversity at Stuyvesant. First, if African-Americans and other minorities in New York City
public schools are not being prepared for the exam, that is a failing of our school system. Many Harlem
and Bronx students, for example, report being surprised by the Stuy test – they realized that they had
not been properly warned and prepared. Tutors and teachers in all school districts have a responsibility
to accept and embrace opportunity for their students. Stuy alums have also offered to help rectify this
unequal preparation.
Secondly and most importantly, elite public schools have always offered an opportunity
untarnished by favoritism of any kind, and this has proven a rare find for minority students. The
specialized schools test has been unique in its resistance to favoritism, nepotism, and cronyism,
offering a shining example of equal opportunity (as Cassavetes' famous film Shadows shows).
Minorities who have attended Stuyvesant can point to a credential that spells excellence: it is an
achievement that cannot be traced to any kind of prejudice, favorable or derogatory.
2) Public School Flight
Private schools have come to recognize diversity as a value in itself as well as a component of
comprehensive learning; they have begun to offer scholarships to bright minority students. Although
the increased opportunity might have a very slight impact on economic imbalance, it also has a more
substantial institutional impact on the public school system. For years, top public schools provided
access to quality programs and a diverse peer group – a unique social and intellectual opportunity. As
schools like Dalton, Chapin, and Andover skim top minorities, however, our public school system
suffers. Elite public schools are the only answer to this weakening of public education's peer discourse.
When top students leave the public school system, they eliminate the intellectual diversity of
our melting pot, choosing instead to embrace a culture of economic success. Who can blame them? The
unfortunate result is that our public schools prepare students only to join an underclass. As scarcity
increases our national dependence on meritocratic educational standards, an intentional move to
weaken public schools (by removing the exams that would allow a public-school elite option)
exacerbates the cultural, economic, and intellectual chasm between haves and have-nots. Moreover,
public school-educated intellectuals offer a perspective that is sorely lacking in other elite institutions.
One need look no further than Attorney General Eric Holder and Supreme Court Justice Elena Kagan to
see how public school testing has fostered the development of individuals who share and understand
this perspective. If you do away with top public school choices (and their potential effect on the public
school community), a few public school students will still succeed, but only by escaping the public
system.
3) Fairness to outliers: a commitment to difference
There are other admission criteria that can ensure excellence, some will argue. Grades and

portfolios are oft-cited possibilities for determining entrance; such approaches also rely on teacher
recommendations, overtly or implicitly. But this is precisely what the Stuy test circumvents,
definitively and effectively. Gaining entrance to Stuyvesant is not like winning a popularity contest or
running for office (unlike most awards and privileges in New York City, unfortunately). Accepting
criteria that require teacher endorsement undermines the principle of fairness to those who are different.
The first educational reality that Stuy kids know, especially if they have attended public schools
(often with up to 35 or more classmates in each grade), is that not every teacher will have the same
time to engage intellectually with their unique interests. In many cases, gifted students will have
abilities that match their teacher's or the teacher will simply be unprepared to encourage a student's area
of strength. How do public school teachers deal with this? It seems clear, both logically and
experientially, that the answer depends on whether a certain teacher likes a certain kid.
Think about it. When someone is your intellectual equal (at half your age), it can be
intimidating. It takes a leap to accept that kid and push her forward, to encourage her success. Of
course, teachers will say: “But that's why I became an educator.” Even when this is true, recognizing
one's limitations and the boundaries of intellectual authority is a complex personal process. It might be
easier with cute kids, nice kids, kids whose success comports with one's social and economic political
agenda (prejudices that are different for every teacher, and often unconscious). The fact is that smart
kids fight these biases in public school all the time, and public school testing offers a safety valve that
rewards achievement despite teacher bias and unacknowledged favoritism. Why remove such a safety
valve? A friend of mine from elementary school, for example, always (inadvertently) used words his
teachers never knew. He got terrible grades right up until he took the Stuy test, partly because his
teachers resented him (perhaps others were slightly better at avoiding his social pitfalls – but why
should success in middle school be determined by one's sensitivity to a teacher's emotional
eccentricities?). He is now a successful lawyer, despite elementary school report cards full of N's and
U's.
4) Difference can lead to excellence
By catching unpopular or strangely socialized kids, testing also adds to the intellectual diversity
of an academic discourse. If we trust teacher recommendations and the portfolios teachers choose to
help kids build, we could easily create a pool of well-adjusted students devoid of social outliers. But
outliers, with their unique perspectives, are famous for scientific innovation. Those whose genius is
often difficult to predict (like Einstein's) may include first generation Asian students, culturally isolated
Jewish students (like generations before them), or perhaps increasingly, ghetto-bound AfricanAmerican or Latino/a students with few social influences outside their neighborhoods. Their unique
cultural experiences may prejudice people (within their communities, in their schools, and in the larger
job market) against them, and may make their social participation awkward. If they receive equal
preparation however, and their strengths show up on the entrance exams, these outliers may offer
unpredictable contributions, the kinds of insights science schools are designed to produce.

Bill Kroeger
Stuyvesant HS, 1992
Carleton College, 1996
SUNY New Paltz, (MA) 2014

From: Binmei Moses
Dear City Council Members,
I am living in Staten Island as a parent of an S.I Tech school student. I
strongly oppose this act. The reason being that this is actually discrimination in
itself- certain people can get in with lower grades than others. These Specialized
High Schools are the pearl of the city, and the pride of the city. With the new act,
it will tarnish these schools. In fact, the minority students of these schools think
that it’s a good idea to admit a student based solely on the test because it’s a fair
game for everybody who has the ability. Thanks.
Sincerely,
M. Moses

Dear Speaker Mark-Viverito:
I am a graduate of Brooklyn Technical High School.
For many years, Brooklyn Tech has admitted students solely on the basis of the
Specialized High School Admissions Test.
This test is color-blind, race-blind, ethnicity-blind and now, gender-blind as well.
There are no other criteria for admission, nor should there be.
Brooklyn Tech had a New York City championship football team, but the test
didn’t care if you could play football or not. The test only cared about the quality
of your brain.
Sabotage this test with “other criteria” and you will eviscerate the best public high
schools in the country.
Sincerely yours,
Bruce P. Reiter, M.D.

From: claire bienen
Subject: Proposed Changes to the Specialized High Schools Admissions
As a parent of a student at Bronx Science, I would like to submit my strong
opposition to the proposal to change from a single objective test for
admission criteria to the SHS. I don't disagree that the current statistics of
racial breakdowns at the Specialized High Schools is very disturbing but
changing the admissions criteria won't fix this problem and will rid NYC of
basically the only purely transparent high school admission process that
now exists.
Coming from a District 2 middle school, I was appalled at the process of
admission to the selective screened schools. Those schools used multiple
criteria and none of it was transparent. As the recent Controller's audit
showed the process was rife with corruption. Who did the parents
know, did the parents serve on the PA. etc... I could go on and on. It was
not always about the strongest student by any means. GPAs are not
objective. Grades vary hugely from school to school. There is much
subjectivity in teacher grading unfortunately- even something that seems
harmless such as giving extra credit for helping a teacher clean up a room
actually is unfair when the GPA is then used for admissions to selective
high schools. That is no longer a fair assessment of a students academic
abilities. Essays are not objective nor are interviews. As a parent having
gone through the high school application process there was at least some
comfort in knowing that there was one set of schools where whatever the
outcome was the process was transparent and everyone was subjected to
the same admission standard. The Specialized schools are highly
successful and something to be proud of on many levels. The truth is the
NYC public school system overall is failing many, many children by not
providing a quality education from K-12. This is the hard truth- prepare all
the students well enough to compete for admission to selective high
schools. Have more excellent schools available to all children. These are
the hard fixes. Changing a test or an admission procedure is an easy fix
and a smokescreen for the huge problems that are really at the core of this
issue.
Respectfully,
Claire Bienen

Claire Bienen

From: Crystal Velasquez
Subject: Written testimony for the record at Thursday's hearing on 0442
Please Vote NO on Resolution 442
I graduated from Stuyvesant High School in 1993, and even then I was one
of not very many Latinos at the school. But more than two decades later,
the number of black and Latino students is even lower, which concerns me.
Although I have considered the alternatives, I no longer believe that getting
rid of the admissions test as the sole criteria of admission is the answer to
creating more diverse specialized schools. After all, based on the
requirements the bill proposes, I don't think I would have made the grade,
and I would have missed out on an educational experience that proved to
be transformative. Especially for students who come from disadvantaged
areas or who are facing tremendous personal challenges, there are any
number of reasons why their grade point averages may not be the highest
in the class, or why their attendance record may not be perfect. And
speaking only for myself, there is no way my family could have afforded to
hire private tutors for me. In fact, had my family remained in the Bronx,
where I had been living prior to fourth grade, I doubt I would have even
heard of Stuyvesant or the admissions test. It was my good fortune to have
moved to Flushing, Queens, where many of my classmates had been
preparing for the test for years, and where the school curriculum supported
our chances for admission. I believe if that were the case in every
neighborhood, if awareness of and free preparation for the test were
increased, and if things like the Discovery program were reinstated, the
numbers of black and Latino students at specialized schools like
Stuyvesant would rise once again. The requirements the bill proposes
assumes that all things are equal at the middle school level, and that all
students have the same circumstances and opportunities to succeed,
which, unfortunately, is simply untrue. I now work at one of the largest book
publishing companies in the world and have published books of my own. I
can honestly say that Stuyvesant played a big role in my future success,
and I would hate to see generations of black and Latino students miss out
on that experience.
Thank you,
Crystal Velasquez

Delphina Feige
December 11, 2014
SHSAT Testimony
As a 2013 graduate of Brooklyn Technical High School, the proposed legislation to revise
the admission process into an elite Specialized High School is a personal matter. Any individual
— current student, faculty, or those who have graduated as myself and my father have — can
attest that the Tech community is a family. From the moment we step through those doors, to
walking through the hall of distinguished alumni, to the final goodbyes at graduation, the
message that we are walking in the footsteps of legends is ingrained in our minds.
Tech is a school unlike any other. Despite the rigorous curriculum and demanding
academics, the real lessons went beyond the classroom. At my four years at Tech I learned more
than just the quadratic equation, how to describe hydrogen bonding, what year the Roman
Empire fell, and the various forces of evolution. Tech has given each of its graduates more than
anything the opportunity to make connections and meet people from all walks of life. The four
years I had at that school have taught me more about who I am in the world around me than any
guru could. The opportunity to broaden my horizons and recognize the world from a different
perspective has been a huge part of my maturity. Even more so, a fundamental part of Tech is
the Alumni Foundation. Each year thousands of dollars are donated in providing the current and
future students with the necessary resources to not just learn in a 21st century classroom, but to
extend that learning into the real world. Countless times there have been internship opportunities
and job fairs. These fiscal and personal responsibilities are what make those four years special.
I talk about all of this to say that a successful school depends not only on the types of
students but the community supporting them. To have a great Alumni Foundation, you first need
great students. But even before the students we need great parents. Schools need parents who
are educated, involved, and active in their child’s success. It is imperative that parents are
educated about the types of schools available and ultimately choose one that best fits their child’s
needs. We have the New York City high school handbook as well as the various high school
fairs. These resources are indeed helpful but now parents face the dilemma of whether or not to
send their kid to (a) the zoned school and get mediocre grades (b) the zoned school and
rigorously compete for honors and advanced courses (c) pay for private education or (d) take the
Specialized High School Admissions Test (SHSAT). Parents know full-well that if there is a red
line to get into that school they should do anything in their power to prepare. For those parents
that are just as engaged as their children are about learning, they have the power to access and
even advocate for tutoring centers, online programs, workbooks and other helpful resources to
achieve academic success.
It is not the exam itself but what parents and students are doing to prepare for it. The
SHSAT is a test of endurance and it effectively screens out those who did not put in the proper
dedication and effort. If one did not try hard to get into the school in the first place, it is simply
impossible to do well academically once he or she is enrolled. Congratulations on getting good
grades and having enthusiasm in the classroom. Now envision five thousand students just as
passionate. Grades, behavior, and interest are in no way an indicator of how well you can adapt

to an accelerated and competitive environment where everyone is just as smart and passionate
about learning as you are.
Point blank the SHSAT prepares you for the real world. In other words, get ready to
prepare and compete if you want the golden ticket. Metaphorically speaking, every child should
have the opportunity to purchase the chocolate bar and win the golden ticket whether or not they
purchase one, twenty, or none at all; however, certain kids should not be given the golden ticket
just because they could not afford to purchase the candy.
The students, graduates and alumni who are part of the Tech family are there because
they put in the work before, during, and after walking through those doors. The two hour train
obstacles just to get to class on time, the informative lectures, the heated discussions, the active
club meetings, the intense sports rivalries, the sleepless nights doing homework, and challenging
exams did not choose us. We chose them.

Testimony of Dennis D. Parker
Hearing on Diversity in New York City Schools and
Proposed Int. No. 511-A, Res.453 and Res. 442
City Council’s Education Committee
December 11, 2014
Good morning Chairman Dromm and members of the City Council’s Education Committee. My
name is Dennis Parker and I am the Director of the American Civil Liberties Union’s Racial
Justice Program. I speak today on behalf of the ACLU and the New York Civil Liberties Union in
support of proposed legislation designed to promote diversity in education in New York City.
I have for the last twenty-five years litigated school desegregation cases throughout the United
States. During that period, I have been puzzled and embarrassed by the fact that, despite their
history of legally mandated racial segregation, the schools in Alabama, Mississippi, Georgia and
other southern states are far less segregated than the schools in my own native New York.
One school desegregation from another state in the north holds lessons which may be relevant
to New York City as it considers way to address the extremely high level of segregation in its
schools. In Sheff v. O’Neill, a group of lawyers including ones from the ACLU and the NAACP
Legal Defense Fund challenged racial and ethnic isolation in schools in Hartford, Connecticut,
whose schools were over 90% Latino and Black while in the immediately surrounding suburbs
many of schools were overwhelmingly white. Connecticut’s highest court found that the
maintenance of segregated schools violated that state’s constitutional guarantee of equal
education opportunity stating “[i]n order to provide an adequate or proper education, our
children must be educated in a non-segregated environment.” In so holding, the Court
specifically cited the importance of preparing children to live and work in an increasingly
diverse society and global economy. In the years following the decision, many of the concerns
raised about New York City were raised as explanations for segregation in the Hartford
Metropolitan region. Housing segregation, the strong preference for neighborhood schools by
parents and the fact that there were numerous political entities involved were factors invoked
as barriers to achieving substantial levels of desegregation. Despite these barriers, there has
been some success in breaking down the racial and ethnic isolation and poverty concentration
that characterized the region. Although progress has been slow since the Court’s decision in
1996, today nearly fifty percent of the Hartford-resident school children of color attend
desegregated schools. Significantly, changes in the degree of racial segregation only occurred
when a comprehensive plan was implemented that clearly stated a goal of creating diverse
schools, that sought to coordinate efforts between the twenty-three wholly separate

municipalities, that carefully examined all programs to determine how different programs and
policies contribute to racial and ethnic isolation and, perhaps most importantly, created clear
goals and timetables for changing long entrenched segregation. Issues in the implementation of
desegregation efforts continue to be raised and much remains to be done. But without those
important first steps, which resemble in some ways the proposals being considered today by
New York City, even the limited progress which has occurred thus far would have been
impossible.
For the Connecticut students who were affected by efforts t reduce racial and ethnic isolation,
the benefits associated with attending diverse schools are, for the first time, a reality.
Significantly, these students performed extremely well when compared with the state average
for all students and particularly well in relation to the Hartford students of color who are not
yet in diverse school children. The students show higher test scores in every subject, including
reading, writing, math, and science, significantly exceeding state proficiency standards (and
with a substantial number of students meeting or exceeding state academic “goals”). New York
City’s students are no less deserving of the opportunity to reach their potential in diverse
schools of every kind, including in the city’s specialized high school).
New York City has long prided itself on its racial and ethnic diversity. That diversity has led to
the economic progress, artistic innovation and overall high quality of life that makes New York
City one of the greatest, most exciting cities in the world. That same diversity is a potential
educational resource which has, sadly, been squandered for far too long. We can and must use
that resource to prepare our city’s children to reach the highest level of achievement of which
they are capable and, by doing so, benefit themselves, this great city and the country as a
whole. For these reasons, we fully support these three resolutions.

Hello
. This is further to my letter to the Speaker regarding Resolution 442. Diversity
should not be the focal point of any activity. We do not seek it out in sporting
activities, whether the sport is golf, basketball, football, tennis or even
yachting. We seek to obtain the “best” for each sport. We want our teams to
win. We want to root for their success. Why should not the same rules apply to
academia? Those more qualified should be given the opportunity to find ways to
cure cancer or improve life in general for all of us on earth. Let us continue to test
to get the best.
Sincerely
Douglas Buck
Douglas Buck, C.P.A.
Buck, Sturmer & Co., P.C.
5 West 37th Street, 9th Floor
New York, NY 10018
Voice: (212) 697-7333 Ext. 312
Fax: (212) 986-1201
E-mail: dbuck@bucksturmer.com
Web: http://www.bucksturmer.com

December 11, 2014 NYC Education Committee Hearing regarding short-sighted and imprudent
Resolution 442-to support eliminating the SHSAT as the sole admissions criteria for NYC
Specialized High Schools
Chair Dromm, Members of the Committee, Councilmember Lander, Good Morning. Afternoon,
evening. I am Elizabeth Eilender and am here on behalf of my grandfather, Stuyvesant Class of
1938, my father, Brooklyn Tech Class of 1960 and my daughter, who is currently a senior at
Council Member Chin’s alma mater, Bronx Science. Chair Dromm and Councilman Lander,
thank you for being here so late in the day. I am disappointed that other committee members are
not present to hear my testimony and testimony of others in the community, but nonetheless,
thank you both.

The proposed bill in the state legislature creates more problems than it
solves. Notably there is scant input here from any current administrators or
faculty from the specialized high schools clamoring for change in the admissions
process. In fact, they have been conspicuously silent.
The proposed changes to the admissions process fail to address the root of
the problem which is a systematic failure in K-8, particularly in the middle
schools. Changing the admission process to include multiple measures in an
attempt to correct the low numbers of Black and Hispanic students is attacking
the issue from the wrong end and in doing so, discriminates against Asian students
and may in fact be illegal.
As I have been told by guidance counselors in the specialized high schools,
the problem is in the elementary and middle schools. They ask, “what is going on
in K-8?” Why is it that the black and Hispanic children in many communities
cannot perform well on the SHSAT?
I have also been told that enrichment programs are non-existent in many
schools and even in those that have so-called programs, the smarter kids are put to
work “teaching” the other kids and are even bullied as it’s “not cool to be smart.”
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I was stunned to learn this morning from Councilmember Rose that she has
ZERO enrichment or gifted programs in her entire district. How is that possible?
That has to change. More must be done for enrichment and test preparation in
these underserved communities.
The effect of changing the admissions requirements without first addressing
the failures in the elementary and middle schools will have a ripple effect. It will
not only stigmatize those students who are accepted as it may be questioned why
or how they got in but also college admissions offices will take notice. I have been
told that they would likely no longer consider a NYC specialized high school
diploma with the same regard or value. Now, a diploma from one the NYC
specialized schools is a badge of honor. Professionals, CEO’s, Nobel Prize winners,
all have their specialized high schools on their resumes. As my daughter says, “it’s
a thing, mom.”
In addition, the proposed process is woefully vulnerable to manipulation,
cronyism and fraud. Can’t you imagine, Chair Dromm, getting a call from a friend
or neighbor or a campaign donor to “make a call” to get someone in?
What could be more fair than a single test, blind to race, religion and
gender?
What the current admissions policy does is expose a systematic
injustice served to Black and Latino students by this administration and the
UFT that is a violation of their civil rights. Don’t destroy something that
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exposes an injustice so as to keep it hidden. Instead, demand that this
injustice is righted. Demand that this administration and the UFT provide an
equal and equitable education, and a superb one for all children, regardless of
race so all can excel in whatever path they take. If they finally provide Black
and Latino children with a high quality and inspiring education starting when
they enter the system, the halls of our specialized high schools will soon
reflect the make up our City and everyone there will be there because they
deserve to be. 1
The decision whether or not to dismantle the crown jewels of the NYC
Public school system is not even a close call. I urge this committee and the entire
council to vote “NO” on the resolution and to not support the current bills in the
state legislature.
Law Office of Elizabeth Eilender PC
225 Broadway, 24th Floor
New York, New York 10007
Tel (212) 227-2174
EEilender@lawjaros.com

1

This paragraph in bold is an excerpt from the written submitted testimony of Adam Stern, former Co-President of
the Bronx Science Parents Association who was present at 9:30 am at City Hall but unable to stay until he was
called to testify very late into the early evening. At Mr. Stern’s request, an excerpt from his written testimony was
incorporated by Elizabeth Eilender in her verbal remarks at approximately 5:45 pm on December 11, 2014.

From: Ellen Chan
Subject: DO NOT CHANGE THE STANDARDS FOR SPECIALIZED HIGH
SCHOOLS IN NYC
Good Morning,
We are asking that you do not change the standards and requirements for
future interested students to enter the specialized high schools. Current
and past students of specialized high schools studied hard to get into these
prestigious public schools. And they all deserve to be in there. I am a
parent of two teenage boys who were fortunate enough to get into Bronx
Science. They did not sit on their behinds and play video games all day to
get into Bronx Science. It took at least 1 1/2 years of preparation of
studying for this. Yes, they deserve to be there and yes it was fair. I am
personally a product of public education. I did not get into a specialized
high school. My husband, however, made it into Stuyvesant H.S.. I am
perfectly okay with this. I am not less successful because I did not make it
into a specialized high school.
Let's focus on fixing and improving the standards of underachieving high
schools rather than changing the standards and requirements for students
to get into specialized high schools. Please do not lower the standards of
these specialized high schools. This is what you will be doing if just any
student can walk into Bronx Science, Stuyvesant or Brooklyn Tech.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Ellen and Thomas Chan

I am an alumni of Brooklyn Tech Class of 1976. The tech education was the
foundation to a wonderful career at both Hewlett Packard and Merrill Lynch.
The entrance exam is the foundation to maintaining these high schools as the
merit based avenues for people from all races and social economic backgrounds.
Our family's roots go very deep into NYC history to when my Grandfather came
here and as a laborer (undocumented) built the IRT. He and the others from all
over we're proud that anyone could come to NYC, work and study hard and be
successful. You did not have to be rich, have connections or come from any
particular Ethnic background to be successful in NYC. Civil Service exams took
the politics out of civil service and made it the merit based. The high school
entrance exams serve a similar purpose.
53 percent of the students entering theses high schools are Asian, 5 percent
African American and 7 percent Hispanic, and this does not look like NYC, which
has many concerned.
Destroying the meritocracy of the system is not the answer to that problem.
Efforts to scrap the test or add a variety of subjective criteria is very much subject
to the sort of politics that for so long discriminates against those that do not have
special political access and will be ripe for abuse.
Instead of tearing down a system that for 70 years enabled people from all races,
backgrounds to climb into the middle class, let's fix the root cause. Actions such
as expanding the head start programs and a greater focus on preparing the
middle school students in under represented areas is the solution government
can affect.

Best Regards
Frank Robertazzi
Brooklyn Tech 1976
201-819-1383

From: Gabrielle Garcia
Hello. I'd like to say that we are all proud of our specialized highshools and
consider it an achievement to pass the test and be accepted into these schools. The
fact that the test does not know what race you are, your past grades, or your social
status proves that if you got accepted, it was based solely on the test and your
ability to complete it. Once you add in other factors, specifically your race and
wealth, then theoretically, anyone can be accepted into these schools. Therefore, it
will no longer be an accomplishment to be accepted into the specialized
highschools because it will not be based on pure abilities, but on factors that should
not matter anymore. People of all ethnic backrounds are fully capable of learning
and passing the specialized highschool admissions test and we see proof of it in our
halls every day. If there is such a strong belief in racial diversity, then educate the
minority races better. However, even that may not do the trick. In the end, it all
comes down to the individual student themselves and whether or not they are
willing to learn, study and work hard. By doing those three things, every student is
fully capable of passing the test. Resolution 442 promotes favoritism to minority
races and hands them what is now considered an accomplishment, instead of
encouraging them to work towards it. How do you think this will make the students
that worked hard and actually passed the test, knowing that someone else was
accepted for other reasons than intelligence? They may not be as proud and the
reputation of the schools themselves may not be as great as they once were. Less
and less people will congratulate or compliment someone who is accepted into a
specialized highshcool and will not associate every student there as really
intelligent people. Everything these schools worked for in increasing their
standards and making them become some of the top-rated schools in the country
will slowly begin to deminish. All of this work will be lost over pointless statistics
and will only hurt the progress of specialized highscools.

Testimony Submitted for the Public Hearing on Resolution 442
December 11, 2014
My name is George Lee. I live on 311 Greenwich Street, New York, NY 10013.
I oppose Resolution 442.
I believe that the SHSAT, which is the single, uniform, transparent, objective, meritocratic academic
test, brings the best motivated and best prepared students into the Specialized High School, in the
fairest possible way. I believe that an opaque, corruptible, unaccountable holistic admission process
leads to manipulation, abuse, patronage, and erosion of excellence.
In my testimony I address three common arguments against the SHSAT single-test process that are
blatantly false.
1) “Stuyvesant is not diverse”
The SHSAT is blind to socio-economic status, race, ethnicity, religion, and sexual orientation. It is
therefore not surprising that Stuyvesant draws from a variety of socio-economic strata, races,
ethnicities, religions and, based on opinion pages in the student newspaper (The Spectator), sexual
orientations, or at least sexual orientation sympathies. The dictionary definition of diversity being
“showing a great deal of variety”, Stuyvesant is diverse.
Rebuttal 1: Socio-economic Diversity
Critics of the SHSAT like to lie that Stuyvesant is an elite school for the rich and privileged.
Stuyvesant certainly has rich kids. Rich kids can be smart and work hard too. But the rich do not have
a monopoly on brains or the work ethic, and about half the students at Stuyvesant come from Title 1
families – families with income low enough to qualify for free or reduced lunch. Many of the parents
are immigrants, do not speak English, and work at one or more minimum-wage (or lower-paying) jobs.
Some of them are undocumented.
Why this false narrative of wealth and privilege at Stuyvesant? Because critics of the SHSAT then
claim, falsely, that kids get into Stuyvesant thanks to expensive test-prepping that only the rich can
afford. But the immigrant poor also can, and do, send their kids to cram schools: their local K-8 public
schools do a bad job preparing kids for rigorous high school programs, and cram schools are not
expensive (some programs are even free).
That poor kids, through hard work and smarts, are getting into Stuyvesant in large numbers is the
inconvenient truth that critics of the SHSAT don’t want people to know.
Rebuttal 2: Ethnic Diversity
Take a walk around the halls of Stuyvesant around parent-teacher conference time, and you will
eventually hear Arabic, Bengali, Cantonese, French, German, Greek, Hebrew, Hindi, Japanese, Korean,
Mandarin, Persian, Russian, Spanish, Tagalog, Turkish, Ukrainian, Urdu, and of course English.

Anyone who thinks this does not fit the dictionary definition of diversity needs to take English lessons.
Rebuttal 3: Racial Diversity, or “Diverse” vs “Racially Representative”
There are also African-Americans in Stuyvesant: they are about 1% of the students. This adds another
group to the great variety of students at Stuyvesant, thus making Stuyvesant even more diverse.
But when critics of the SHSAT say that Stuyvesant is not diverse, what they really mean is that
Stuyvesant is not racially representative. The two characterizations are very different. It is evident that
Stuyvesant is diverse. There is a great variety of peoples, including African-Americans. Let’s now look
at the separate question of whether Stuyvesant is racially representative.
But first: why don’t the critics use the correct terminology and say what they mean? There are two
reasons.
First: if Stuyvesant is not racially representative, then how many Black and Latinos would make
Stuyvesant racially representative? The SHSAT critics must know that number, if roughly, for them to
make the accusation. When Mayor DeBlasio said “Stuyvesant doesn’t look like New York City”, he
has some idea how many more Blacks it takes to make him say: “Now it does!” But having those
numbers in mind takes them perilously close to quotas, and quotas are worth a trip to the Supreme
Court. So, even though they mean to say that Stuyvesant is not racially representative, and do have in
mind a quota against which Stuyvesant falls short, they dare not say the words. They will only say that
Stuyvesant is not diverse – which isn’t true.
Secondly: racially representative relative to what reference population? Critics of the SHSAT want you
to take, unthinkingly, the entire population of African-American 8th graders in New York City. If you
fall into that trap, you will of course think that Stuyvesant’s 1% Black is not racially representative,
since Blacks are far more than 1% of New York City 8th graders.
But that is downright stupid. The relevant reference population to consider, for admissions into a top
STEM high school like Stuyvesant, is the population of top-performing 8th graders, not all 8th graders.
Here are the facts, for 2014. Of all Blacks in 8th grade, nearly 98% -- that is, almost all of them – just
pass, or worse, fail, the New York State assessment (that’s Level 3, just passing, or below). Only 2.1%
attained Level 4, which is “better than passing.” (The proportion for Latinos is about the same, at
2.8%.) Now, Level 4 is just above passing; this is still not the population of top performing students,
which is the valid reference population for Stuyvesant. Although I do not have access to further
breakdown, it is more than generous to assume that not more than a third, and certainly under half, of
Level 4 is top performing, since in the top always has fewer people than the middle plus bottom.
Now, if only 2.1% of Blacks attain Level 4, isn’t Stuyvesant at 1% Black racially representative
already? There’s even a chance of over-representation!
So when SHSAT critics cry outrage over the lack of “diversity” at Stuyvesant, they are engaged in
subterfuge and equivocation. They want to demand that Stuyvesant be racially representative, but they
can’t say they want to apply quotas -- which trample on other people’s right to equal protection under
the law – and they don’t want to point you in the direction of catching them using the wrong reference

population – which makes them look stupid – so they bastardize the word “diversity” and hope to fool
you.
But among us honest, plain-talking folks who use words for what they mean, Stuyvesant is diverse.
Furthermore, Stuyvesant is arguably racially representative, when the relevant reference population is
used to determine what “representative” means.
It is a separate question why only 2% - 3% of Black and Latino 8th graders in New York City public
schools attain the “better than average” level. The critics of the SHSAT, who profess such concern for
Black and Latino educational challenges, and many of whom are responsible for K – 9 education
themselves – why don't they propose something constructive to fix the problem? That is the far bigger,
worse, and more urgent, problem!
Rebuttal 4: The Mystery of the Disappearing Blacks, or Help where Help is Needed
To critics of the SHSAT: would you be satisfied if every year, 500 Black and Latino kids excel in the
SHSAT and take their seats at Stuyvesant, Bronx Science, and Brooklyn Tech?
I think their answer should be a resounding “yes.” The problem is to find these kids.
Here is a suggestion. Go to the online magazine DNAinfo for Amy Zimmer’s article “Minority Kids
Get Intensive Test Prep to Win Spots in Elite High Schools,” dated October 27, 2014. At the bottom,
you will find the story of an African-American kid who tested into Stuyvesant, but chose to go to
Northfield Mount Hermon School in Massachusetts, where he will join the crew and ski teams. He says
it is a thrill to turn down Stuyvesant.
This is not an isolated case. Every year, Prep for Prep, A Better Chance, Oliver Scholars, and other
programs quietly whisk the best of the brightest Black and Latino students off to tony, $45,000/year
private and boarding schools in New York City and New England, at $0 cost to them. This happens at
the end of 8th grade, but starts as early as 4th grade. These programs are very secretive about their
numbers; the 500 figure is just an educated guess.
Critics of the SHSAT do not want you to hear about these programs because they demonstrate an
inconvenient truth: Black and Latinos who are motivated and bright have an abundance of attractive
options. These high performance kids do not need help. It is the rest of the Black and Latino kids who
need help. The vast majority of Blacks and Latinos – 84% of them – in 8th grade aren’t academically
prepared for even their neighborhood high schools, and these schools themselves are often failing
schools by New York State Regents standards. What does the grand-stand on abolishing the SHSAT do
for these Blacks and Latinos who really need help? Exactly nothing.
The rebuttal here, then, is that the agitation of critics against the SHSAT under the false pretense of
diversity does not help the vast majority of Blacks and Latinos who urgently need substantive
educational help just to attain basic literacy and numeracy, while the Blacks and Latinos who are
already motivated and smart, who can actually benefit from a rigorous, fast-paced Stuyvesant STEM
education are already well taken-care of.
2) “If holistic admissions is good enough for Harvard, it is good enough for Stuyvesant”

Critics of the SHSAT like UFT Presedent Michael Mulgrew and Councilman Ritchie Torres tried to
justify their support for holistic admissions over the SHSAT by citing Harvard as an example.
Rebuttal 1: Holistic admissions is not good for Harvard – Pinker
On September 4, 2014, world-renowned Harvard Psychology professor Steven Pinker published an
article in The New Republic titled “The Trouble with Harvard.” Professor Pinker specializes in
cognitive science, or the study of the mind and its processes, including how intelligence works.
In this article, Professor Pinker argues that holistic admissions is not good for Harvard, that Harvard
should instead use results from a uniform, transparent, objective, meritocratic academic test, like the
SAT, as the single admission criterion. This is exactly the opposite of what Mulgrew and Torres are
pushing for.
Professor Pinker offers the usual and familiar critique of holistic admissions. What is interesting is his
scientific rebuttal of the usual demagoguery against standardized, objective tests like the SAT.
To critics who say that the SAT doesn’t test anything other than test-taking abilities, Professor Pinker
states:
Camilla Benbow and David Lubinski have tracked a large sample of precocious teenagers
identified solely by high performance on the SAT, and found that when they grew up, they
not only excelled in academia, technology, medicine, and business, but won outsize
recognition for their novels, plays, poems, paintings, sculptures, and productions in dance,
music, and theater.

So by testing, not just classroom material, but also general cognitive skills such as logical thinking and
sentence ordering, a standardized objective tests can predict success in a wide range of endeavors –
exactly what Stuyvesant needs.
To critics who say that the SAT is just a redundant measure of parental socio-economic status (SES),
presumably because a privileged upbringing “buys” high SAT scores, Professor Pinker states:
Paul Sackett and his collaborators have shown that SAT scores predict future university
grades, holding all else constant, whereas parental SES does not. Matt McGue has shown,
moreover, that adolescents’ test scores track the SES only of their biological parents, not
(for adopted kids) of their adoptive parents, suggesting that the tracking reflects shared
genes, not economic privilege.

That is, SAT scores and parental SES are not equivalent, because one predicts grades while the other
does not. Furthermore, when children are adopted, the wealth circumstance of the child's upbringing
has nothing to do with his SAT scores – a privileged upbringing does not “buy” high SAT scores -- but
the wealth circumstance of his biological parents do, suggesting the role of innate, genetic attributes in
SAT scores.
Given the empirically evidenced validity of objective, standardized testing against the known
vulnerabilities of holistic admissions, Professor Pinker says: holistic admissions is NOT good for
Harvard.
Rebuttal 2: Holistic admissions is not good for Harvard – Blum

On November 17, 2014, holistic admissions got Harvard into legal trouble. Students for Fair
Admissions, representing one or more Asian plaintiffs, filed suit against Harvard College alleging that
it applied numerical quotas to suppress Asian enrollment.
It would be interesting to see how Harvard defends itself. Since holistic admissions leaves no tracks –
one of its attractive features -- Harvard will not find it easy to document how its 3-minutes-perapplicant admissions review can somehow engender such complete understanding of applicants that
they end up with the same lopsided outcomes against Asians year after year.
There is no question that critics of the SHSAT want to perform racial “mischief”, as Professor Pinker
called it, with holistic admissions. This lawsuit points to the perils to such an approach.
What is not good for Harvard is not good for the NYC Department of Education.
Rebuttal 3: Even if holistic admissions were good enough for Harvard, it would still be a bad idea for
Stuyvesant.
Finally, much as Mulgrew and Torres fancy otherwise, Stuyvesant is no Harvard.
As discussed earlier, bright and motivated Blacks and Latinos – the ones that make sense for
Stuyvesant -- are in scarce supply but high demand. Everyone fights over them. In this fight, the
Harvards are the $45,000/year private schools in New York City, or the similarly priced boarding
schools in New England. They are the ones with the shiny buildings, bright lawns, exotic athletics,
accommodating administrators – and all that at an irresistible price of $0.
Stuyvesant has the broken escalators, the Department of Education bureaucracy, and one of the lowest
expenditures per student in the system. In this analogy, Stuyvesant is more like UC Berkeley or U
Michigan. They get the leftovers, after the Harvards, Yales, and Princetons of the world have had their
pick. That’s Stuyvesant's current 1% - 2% Blacks and Latinos.
Holistic admissions at Stuyvesant will not change the hard reality of these numbers, because
Stuyvesant will never be Harvard. Holistic admissions will only give Stuyvesant its known ills:
patronage, corruption, and now, legal risk.
A warning: both UC Berkeley and U Michigan now operate under state ban from using race in
admissions. See Proposition 209 for California and Proposition 2 for Michigan.
Rebuttal 4: Holistic admissions reduces socio-economic diversity
New York City has several good high schools – Townsend Harris, Beacon -- that use holistic
admissions already. The Department of Educations' numbers, widely quoted in news articles and blogs,
show that these schools are “richer and whiter” than the SHSAT schools. This makes very good sense.
Packaging a kid for holistic admissions is very expensive. The application advisors, the essay tutors,
the sports coaches, the art instructors, the purchased summer community services – all that cost money
and requires parental savvy. It's a setup that plays to the strengths of the wealthy.

Switching Stuyvesant from SHSAT to holistic admissions will be a huge blow to the poor, immigrant
communities, whose children thrive at Stuyvesant – without helping the multitude of Blacks and
Latinos who languish in an atrocious educational system and really need advocacy.
3) “The SHSAT is another stressful high-stakes test”
This is a “first world problem.”
Rebuttal 1: The SHSAT is not stressful
Preparing for the SHSAT need not be stressful, because it is spread out over K – 8. On no one given
day need one freak out, because the contribution of any one day is too small. By the time test date
comes, what matters is not how well you memorized dates, names or formulas in the past week or
month, but what have you done with your mind in the past 10 years, so it’s futile to stress out. And
then, the whole thing is over in one morning. The kids are not stressed if the parents are not.
Yes, there are over-protective helicopter parents, and their immense stress is contagious. To them I say:
the SHSAT is not an impossibly hard test. Thousands of students do well in the SHSAT – enough to fill
up all the available seat at the eight Specialized High Schools. These “gifted parents” just need to deal
realistically with the possibility that their special snowflake may not be one of those thousands of kids.
Rebuttal 2: Holistic admissions is even more stressful
It's a fantasy that holistic admissions is the stress antidote to objective testing. Students and parents are
so stressed by the uncertainty, capriciousness and corruption in college holistic admissions that they
now “apply by the dozen” (New York Times headline), and this fall, November 2014, Common
Application reported a student applying to a record 86 colleges!
Similarly, newspaper articles document that admission – all holistic -- into New York City private
schools, even at the kindergarten level, is turning out to be extremely stressful, mostly to parents.
It would be a giant step towards more stress, not less stress, to replace the single SHSAT by holistic
admissions.
In conclusion, I oppose Resolution 442.
Thank you.

From: Heather Higgins
Subject: OPPOSING resolution 422
Please vote NO on Resolution 422. Objective, blind admissions to
specialized high schools, that permit any student of any race or
income level to attain entrance to a specialized high school is
democracy made flesh: 60% of the students at Stuyvesant
(where we have two sons attending presently), Bronx Science,
and Brooklyn Tech qualify as economically disadvantaged.
“Holistic” entrance standards are subjective, and will yield over
time to political pressure and a diminished level of academic
achievement in these schools, thereby hurting ALL the students
who attend, much as was done to the CUNY system decades ago.
There are real problems, but the problems are not with the tests,
but with the educational system which ill-prepares students to
take not only the SHSAT, but even to adequately pass the State
Assessment. To support Resolution 422 is to take the cheap,
harmful, and selfish political route that ignores the real problem,
harms hard-working students and their families, and will hurt
students who are admitted to a school where they aren’t
prepared adequately to succeed.
Those members who care about real students and real outcomes
more than cheap grandstanding should vote NO on Resolution
422.
Sincerely,
Heather R. Higgins
35 N. Moore St.
NY, NY 10013
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Education In the Age of Ferguson
An ICOPE (Independent Commission On Public Education)
Op-Ed Statement
www.icope.org
What happened in Ferguson, Missouri –and most recently right here in New
York City with the Eric Garner police killing- is evidence of massive failures
in many sectors of our society, from the policing of communities of
color, the criminal justice and the court systems, to the very way this
country educates its youngest and most impressionable citizens and
residents.
In this article we present some thoughts on how transforming our
education system through a human rights framework could, over time,
positively change our social system.
The Mis-education of The American Citizen Breeds Racism
Like so many in deadly positions of authority, Darren Wilson lacked the
intellectual and emotional tools to navigate an encounter with a Black
teenager. For their part, Black youth are also unprepared to navigate
their way in a racist society that condemns them for everything from the
color of their skin, to their dress, music, language, behavior and mere
presence, when no crime has been committed. The pervasive mindset
that permits the racist hostility, beatings and, too often, loss of life at

the hands of the police indicates the extent of the problem. The
violation of human rights is completely unacceptable.
We must act swiftly to rid the nation of the terrorism enacted upon
Black/Brown people. The frustration of living in a police state, rather
than a democracy is compounded by our president repeating as he did
recently, the myth that we are a nation of laws and a nation of
immigrants. This completely distorts the true nature of the United
States by erasing the millions of indigenous Native Americans and tens
of millions of us who were forced to endure the horrors of the Middle
Passage and slavery.
It is the nation’s education system with its lack of cultural knowledge,
understanding of history, empathy, human caring and concern that
ought to be on trial. Its failure to teach the historical realities of this
nation along with the capacities for self-awareness and critical thinking
is what produces individuals like Darren Wilson, NYPD officer Daniel
Pantaleo (who used the illegal chokehold to kill Eric Garner) and	
  those
who sat on both grand juries.
We need only to reflect upon the nature of lies told to children about
Christopher Columbus discovering America, the erasure or glossing over
in our history books of the genocide committed upon Native Americans,
the omission of the barbaric Middle Passage and enslavement over
hundreds of years and generations of kidnapping human beings from
Africa, to understand where we are today. We need only to see the
historic connection between the blood, sweat and tears of Black men,
women and children held captive in the past- and still trapped today by
poverty, foster care, homelessness, ghettos, unemployment, miseducation and
prisons -to understand that this nation's racist foundation of oppression
and supremacy remains intact.
The Mis-education of The American Citizen Breeds Ignorance
of Our Human Rights and Our Power
Our schools have failed miserably to teach and practice human rights
and democracy so that young people are prepared to live, work, and
thrive in a multicultural and antiracist society.
Racism is historically imbedded and perpetuated in the societal fabric of
this land. It is with this lens and along with the failure to properly
educate the next generation that we view the situation in Ferguson-- a
city like many in this country, where white people police, judge,
incarcerate and execute young Black/Brown men (and women) in
alarming numbers and get away with it. Ferguson is also like many other
cities where Black children go to substandard, severely under-resourced
schools, white children go to private schools, parochial schools or
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schools outside the district, and families whose children attend the
public schools have little or no voice in how these schools are run or
financed.
What and How We Teach and Who Has the Power Are Key For
Educational Excellence
If we are committed to racial justice, equity, and democracy over the
long haul, we need to be making radical changes in what we teach our
children, how we teach our children, how we structure the system, and
who has power to make these decisions.
We have to learn about each other and each other’s histories. We need
to understand and find pleasure in each other’s music, art, literature, and
other cultural ways. We need to appreciate the contributions and
understand each other’s struggles against oppression and for dignity and
respect. We should all understand the conflicts and struggles which have
contributed to the advances that have ever so slowly so far been
‘bending’ this nation towards equity and justice.
We need to teach our young people more civics so they can learn how to
access the levers of power; the arts so they can find comfort and express
themselves in positive ways as well as appreciate different styles;
social/emotional education so they can manage their emotions and
handle conflicts nonviolently; history so they can understand the forces
at work around them; and health and physical education so they can
learn habits of health, teamwork, and good sportsmanship. When
education is limited to math and reading, as it is currently in our testdriven education environment, our young people are stunted.
Teachers need to know their students and their cultures well if they are
going to teach them well. This is because students connecting what they
already know to something new is the richest form of learning. A
teacher who doesn’t understand his or her students can’t help them
make these connections. This is a clear finding in education research.
Black scholars such as Lisa Delpit, Joyce King, Gloria Ladson-Billings,
and Theresa Perry, provide more than ample evidence that if you want
to teach Black students well, you need to know about their lives and
interests, their families, and their culture. You need to understand them
and truly respect them. As Gloria Ladson-Billing says, “culturally
responsive teaching is just good teaching.”
Research has also found that teachers generally have lower expectations
of Black and Brown students. There is much work to do, especially when
so many of our teachers are white while an increasing majority of
students in our cities are of color.
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But the problem of mis-education can’t be solved purely at the classroom
level. The education system as a whole needs to be transformed so that
education actually empowers the children and their communities. It
matters to an education system who has voice and who makes the
decisions regarding who gets to be a teacher, and what they need to
know to be able to teach young people well, particularly those different
from themselves. It matters who makes decisions about the curriculum
and how these decisions take place.
Since Mayor Bloomberg took control of the NYC schools in 2002, the
people of this city, particularly parents, have been outside the decision
making process. There has been little dialogue, little working together,
as decisions are simply handed down from on high. Parents are treated
like consumers while the children are treated like products. It has been
dehumanizing and undemocratic.
Mayoral control ushered in changes centering around privatization, high
stakes tests, common core standards and curriculum developed mainly
by the private sector, in this case, Pearson. Legislators and state and city
departments of education have been lobbied and bought off, in the
interests of maximizing private profit.
What Can We Learn and Do About These Tragedies?
One of the things we can learn from Ferguson and the Eric Garner
travesties of justice is that we the people must take charge. Our
schools and the education of our children must fundamentally change so
we have police who respect the humanity of Black teenagers and Black
teenagers who feel connected and proud of their cultural roots.
Ultimately we need a shift of power that will allow us to work across
race, culture, and class to develop a common vision for our schools that
include the full human development of each one of us within a
framework of dignity and respect for all of us. This is what a human
rights approach to education means.
The tragedy and horrors of both the killings of Michael Brown and Eric
Garner along with the twisted and biased work of both the Ferguson and
Staten Island grand juries SHOULD BE a wake up call for deep
reflection, antiracist education, increased organizing, and action for
racial justice in the United States. We need to take control of our
schools and our school systems so their potential for transforming our
society can be realized.
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Hello,
My apologies for the late reply, but I still would like to present my standpoint. As an alumni of
Bronx High School of Science (2010), I believe that the Specialized High School Exam is not
biased to a particular race or gender. Instead, I believe that it stems from cultural values. I grew
up with parents who spoke little or no English and worked tirelessly to pay the bills. One
important value they have emphasized was to excel in school. Therefore, I have always wanted
to be admitted to one of the prestigious Specialized High Schools. I prepared myself through
borrowing text preparation books in the library and attended the free "SHSI" program that was
held in Townsend Harris High School for at least a year and a half before taking the exam in
November of my 8th grade.
I believe that we should keep the test since it is merit-based and does not favor the rich or
privileged. If that was the case, then why are at least half of the students under the reduced or
free lunch program in these schools? These same students also get their Advance Placement
exams and some college application fees waived. If the Specialized High School Exam were
removed, then the application process would be changed to personal essays, interviews,
extracurricular activities, and recommendations. With the new process, each school will have to
hire its own admissions committee and allocate a budget for it. This change will not only
increase the workload, but will also increase the stress level for middle-school students. How
could one expect a middle school student to apply to a high school that has a similar
process as applying to college? Is it reasonable to have this expectation from them? With the
increasing numbers of students who take the exam each year, how would each school have the
sufficient time to effectively review each student's application? I urge the council to reconsider
as this meeting will affect generations to come.
Thank you for your time and consideration in this crucial matter.
Best,
Irene Li

My name is Isolde Sommer Blum..

I am 81 years old and I am a Holocaust refugee and a graduate of the first class
of women at the Bronx High School of Science.

When I came to the United States in 1938 , I was 5 years old. We were allowed
to come into the US, and escape the Nazis, as long as my father had a
guaranteed job here..Thankfully, that had been arranged.

My 84 year old grandparents were not allowed in ..They mighthave been what
was called ‘on the dole’..on welfare or some form of public assistance..and so
they were denied entry, taken to Theresienstadt concentration camp, gassed to
death and their bodies then burned in the ovens..

I went to P.S. 190 on east 82nd street, JHS 96 on York Ave and 80th street.. My
parents did not speak one word of English when we arrived here..but both of
them worked as many jobs as they could, in order to pay rent of $32 a month in a
walk up tenement..and put food on the table..

Were we what you would call ’disadvantaged’???
We never thought so and never felt that. And absolutely NEVER, EVER asked
anyone for financial or any other kind of help..

This was a country of opportunituy as long as you worked for it.

When I started kindergarten at P.S. 190 , I did not speak one word of English..
My American teachers made fun of my foreign name which they could not
pronounce.. And Ifigured out, at that early age, that I would not get help from
anyone but myself..that no one would give me a special pass to get something
that I, myself, did not earn,..did not work for.

When I was in 8th grade in JHS 96, a supportive teacher told me I was bright
enough to take the test for the Bronx H.S. of Science. My parents did not even
know I was taking that test. They were too busy working day shifts and night

shifts just to pay rent and buyfood. I, myself, had no idea what this high school
was.

I took the test without ever telling my parents. Sometime later, that lovely teacher
told me I had been accepted..the only student from my JHS to make it…in 1947..
into the first class of women at the Bx HS of Science.

When I was accepted to the Bx H.S. of Science, my parents did not even know
where I was going to high school or why..but I did know, from inspiratinal public
school teachers, that education..striving for a good education, was my way of
insuring my future in this land of opportunity.. Opportunity for anyone who
WORKS for it.

In my high school class, we have 3 Nobel prize winners, the CEO of PayneWhitney, the CEO of a major cosmetics company, a Hollywood screen writer, a
Hollywood producer, doctors, teachers, judges, a famous landscape
photographer, and so many successful people of ALL ethnicities, it is hard to
recount them all.

My question to the Council today is: What defines ‘disadvantaged’? .Who is
disadvantaged when students of all colors and ethnicity are given the same
opportunites to get a free, good public school education pre-high school?

No one called me ‘disadvantaged’ and no one made one special conscession for
me. I went to the school that became the pivotal influence inmy life, that gave
me the pride and the inspiration to go on to college..a city college , and then on
to graduate school ..also at city college.

Who was more disadvantaged than the immigrants who came here from all
corners of the world..in the 1920’s and 30’s..who worked in factories for pennies
an hour..and yet emphasized striving and education as the way to rise out of their
disadvantaged status.

Again..I need to ask..What does ‘disadvantaged’ mean?

Why are only black and latino children being referred to as ‘disadvantaged’? If
ethnicity is an issue, why are children of Asian descent not also so labelled?
Asian children succeed beyond measure in all the special high schools..and a
great many of them come from families that reside in walk-up tenements and live
below the average income level in NY.

Can you explain that to me?

What are we teaching our children..those you want to give a special pass to ..to
go to a special high school that others had to strive and struggle to attend?

Are we telling them that if your skin is a certain color , you get special treatment?
Can you explain that to me or to the Asian children who work so hard in school
and do so well?

That if you speak Spanish at home, you get special treatment ?
What is the lesson in that logic?

And yes, I am fully aware of how politically incorrect these questions are.

Are we teaching the American Way?? That hard work, a drive to succeed, a
vision of a promising future as a reward for that hard work are the way to live? Or
are we teaching them that external features of our personal culture determine
where we go and how we get there? And I have not even mentioned the
concept of reverse discrimination..

I am 81 years old..and thankful for the public education I received. I still work as
a psychotherapist, helping persons with cancer or with cancer in their families.
My life is rich and full of great gratification because of the education I
received..free, from kindergarten to graduate school..but not without hard work
and my EARNING it..all the way through.

I have a quote from a classmate who is 83 next Saturday, a doctor, a radiologist,
in Colorado, who still flies in small airplanes to outer regions in the West to

provide free medical care for Native Americans and other communities that need
his help..

From Dr. Rober Kahn: with his permission..

Thanks for doing this. Of course I feel removed physically
from all this,
but emotionally I am still with it. Interesting that many
of us
"disadvantaged" by being Holocaust refugees gained so much
from our
education at Bronx Science, and with our hard work continue
to serve
humanity in our way, at age almost 83{this Saturday} I
continue to work part
time in the health field also.
I remember the test that I struggled to qualify for
scholastically, as I
had just recovered from Rheumatic Fever which had limited
my school
involvement while I had to make up the time
Bob

END: what defines ‘disadvantaged’ when childen of all colors and ethnicities are
given the same opportunities to get a free public school education? and are given
the same right to apply to a special high school ..along with ANY other child who
strives for good grades and who passes the entrance exam? Who is the judge
of what defines ‘disadvantaged’..and why are some children considered that and
others not? Who decided that color and ethnicity give children an entitlement to
get something that others do not get? Who decided that color and ethnicity
override hard work, good grades, and passing a universally applied entrance
exam that has worked for decades in selecting the brilliant students who attend
our spcialized high schools? ?

From: Jim Protos
Subject: Parent Testimony - Opposition to Resolution 442
Dear Ms. Atwell,
I am writing as a parent of a 9th grade student at the Bronx High School of
Science, one of New York's globally heralded Specialized High Schools, to submit
testimony on behalf of the current testing and admissions protocol and in
opposition to proposed City Council Resolution 442.
The current system of testing has been in place for generations and has produced
some of the country's and the world's greatest minds and leaders. It is a merit-based
approach that recognizes the hard work and commitment of the city's best and
brightest. It advances diversity. It is egalitarian. It is fair.
What is not fair is the current state of education in New York, which does a poor
job of supporting the most underserved communities. Instead of changing the
current SHSAT-based admissions process, I support efforts to improve our city's
schools to engage a wide range of students of varied ethnic and racial backgrounds,
particularly the underserved, such as free test prep and programs such as
Discovery, which was abandoned by the Bloomberg Administration.
Don't replace these rare and great places of achievement with the misguided and
unproven model that 442 represents.
Jim Protos
238 President Street
Brooklyn, NY 11231

From: Wang, Jingyu
Subject: The admissions criteria for NYC Specialized High
Schools
I’m strongly against the change of The admissions criteria for NYC
Specialized High Schools for the following reasons.
1. Thought not perfect, the SHSAT is the only standard fair for
everyone.
2. NYC Specialized High Schools are proud of their high academic
standard. People who could not meet the cut off scores of SHSAT
are not ready for these schools.
3. Even now, a lot of students have dropped off from the schools
because of academic weakness.
4. If you let more academically not strong enough students get
admitted into these schools, eventually, you either lower the
standard of the schools or let people drop off.
New York public schools education is already at the bottom nationwide,
you don’t want to tank it further more.
Thank you,

From: John Lupiano
Subject: SHSAT testimony-excellent as is
To: Bronx Science Parents' Association <president@bxsciencepa.org>
Greetings:
Reso 0442-2014 calls on the New York State Legislature to pass and the Governor to
sign S07738 / A09979 to change the admissions criteria for New York City's Specialized
High Schools. I disagree. I believe strongly, that using the SHSAT to competitively
identify high achieving students is appropriate because it is unbiased, objective, and
transparent. I further disagree with Reso 0453-2014 as it relates to the specialized high
schools admissions, setting diversity as a priority.
The dismally low enrollment of Blacks and Latinos at these specialized high schools can
be blamed on the abysmal state of public education in NYC and negligence—in 2014
only a paltry 2.1% of Blacks and 2.8% Hispanics in eighth grade scored high enough on
the State Assessment[1] to be considered better than just passing!
Don't hurt our students and schools. Don't change the objective test as the single
admissions criterion to New York City's Specialized High Schools.
The SHSAT tests needed skills: The SHSAT tests eighth graders on basic math, verbal
and reasoning skills needed to succeed in the Specialized High Schools.
The SHSAT is fair and objective: The SHSAT allows no subjective or manipulable
criteria to taint the test. Everyone takes the same test. No bias in grading happens. Who
a student's parents are, how wealthy or poor, what religion, race, or jobs are in a
student's background don't count.
Changing the single objective test hurts the poor: About 60% of the students at
Stuyvesant, Bronx Science, and Brooklyn Tech are economically disadvantaged,
qualifying for reduced or free lunch. Many of these Title I students are from poor
immigrant families, whose parents work in minimum wage jobs and don't speak English.
Holistic admissions would penalize the poor student and family who must often work all
hours to survive and cannot afford time or money for extracurriculars.
Changing the single objective test hurts successful hard-working STEM students:
Currently there is a high percentage of Asian-Americans; formerly the largest
percentage was Jewish. Now the Bangladeshis are the fastest growing group. Over
time, the students' backgrounds change, but the students all share academic
achievement and interest in the STEM areas that allow them to succeed at these STEM
schools. Students not interested or able in STEM have many other options.
Changing the admissions criterion and focusing on diversity only hides problems.
K-8 education is failing large groups in the city: Black students used to attend the
Specialized High Schools in higher numbers. But now, when 88% of 8th grade Black

students in NYC fail basic state academic requirements,[2] the pool of Black students
who can pass the SHSAT test and then succeed at the Specialized High Schools is
small. Only 2.1% of Black and 2.8% Hispanic eighth grade students do better than
passing basic state math requirements. The pool is made even smaller when many of
the best Black students choose other options such as private prep schools. Fix the K-8
schools. That would increase the pool of Blacks and other underrepresented groups
who pass state academic requirements, and better yet, exceed the state requirements.
Diversity as a simplistic end only harms: To force diversity without considering the wide
range of issues involved would only further mask the root problems that need to be
addressed. It does not solve the main problem that some schools are producing only
students who are not high-performing. It does not address the question of merit.
Diversity without improving K-8 only perpetuates and worsen the problem of failing
students and schools. Thus, Resolution 0453 is short-sighted as written and should not
be passed.
Using a single, objective test admissions criterion for nearly a hundred years is the
successful process that produced generations of contributors to STEM and fourteen
Nobel Prize winners – it in fact gave New York two high schools that have graduated
both the greatest and the second greatest number of Nobel Prize Winners from
individual high schools around the world. By changing the test for reasons outside
academic skills, you risk destroying the best schools in the city.
Fix the K-8 problem to help the under-represented groups; don't destroy the test which
reveals the problem.

Thank you.
John D. Lupiano
Parent

From: Kevantae Slade
Subject: Diversity at BNS
This email is written in support of diversifying the students admitted to
BNS. As a child, I was never exposed to different nationalities and as a
result feel that I have been cheated! This has caused me to feel
intimidated and uncomfortable around other races- why should any
child go through life feeling as if they can not relate to another human
being?
The world is a melting pot and our public schools should reflect the
world that we live in. I'm sad to see that in within the last 2 years, our
school has become less and less diverse.
I am a result of living in a cultural bubble and do not intend to have my
child or any other for that matter, miss out on the experience of living,
learning and loving people for their differences.
From Kevantae,

From: lai lai <lailailand@yahoo.com>
Unfortunately I will not be able to attend but would to have the
following remarks included in the record for Thursday's meeting:
Resolution# 442 seeks to change the admissions criteria for New York City's
Specialized High Schools in the belief that black and Hispanic students are
disproportionately excluded from New York City’s most selective high schools
because of a single-test admittance policy that is racially discriminatory.
The following statistics are offered to back up this premise: 2013-14 school year
black students were offered only 5% of the seats at the eight schools and
Hispanics 7%, even though 70% of the city's public school students are black or
Hispanic; Asians were offered 53% of the seats, while whites were offered 26%,
therefore the single-test admittance policy is racially discriminatory.
Now, I could use the above mentioned statistic to make the argument that black
students were only offered 5% of the seats at the eight schools and Hispanics 7%
because they not as smart as Asians and whites; and the test results would bear
out my argument. If you find this argument offensive and subjective; it is no more
offensive or subjective that the one that the poor entrance rate must be due to
racial discrimination.
Let the present criteria stand. The single-test admittance policy is one that is
unbiased, transparent and objective. Let us all be judged by our hard work and
drive to succeed, and not by your misguided attempt at “diversity” through
quotas.
I ask you to vote NO to Resolution 442.
Thank you.

Thank you so much for your attention for that matter. I believe the
system we have now, which is based only on the test results, is fare and
equal for all the students. All you need to do is studying and public
libraries
Provide all the books you need for that exam for free. It is not true that
tutoring and money would make a difference. I am talking from my own
experience. I have two kids and my oldest one is in college now. She
went to private elementary school and to Mark Twain middle school.
We were paying for private tutoring for SAT exam and guess what, she
didn't pass it, however her friend who was going to public school and
didn't have money for tutoring pass and was accepted to Brooklyn Tech.
All that girl did was studying using books from library. I believe it's
great that all it takes to get to these amazing schools is knowledge. The
school entrance need to be base on the score and nothing else. If your
score is not high enough to get into school that means you would not be
able to upkeep with the workflow of the school. I believe we are all
equal and the skin color or minority status should not have anything to
do with test scores, otherwise it's discrimination. How you would
explain to the child that he/she got higher score but the child who got the
lower score would be accepted to school base on minority/skin color
criteria. Don't you think it's discrimination. I would love to see our
schools entrance exam being judge strictly on scores and nothing else.
That is the only fare option.
Truly yours,
Lana Yuffe

From: Ling Anderson
Subject: Vote AGAINST Res. 442!
I urge you to vote AGAINST Res. 442
Recently, there has been discussion within the city as to whether the current
system of entrance exams for New York’s great specialized high schools actually
discriminates against disadvantaged students who can’t afford the expensive
preparatory classes that are regarded as necessary these days in order to obtain a
passing grade sufficient for entrance into Stuyvesant and the other specialized
high schools. In the case of Stuyvesant, however, the opposite is true: Because a
large % of Stuyvesant families receive some form of public assistance, the SHSAT
is viewed as an equal opportunity gateway that allows hardworking, highachieving students from any background to attend a great public school.
Another important fact to keep in mind is that, for most of the last 100 years of
Stuyvesant’s history, it is precisely the entrance exam that has made Stuyvesant
the great place that it is: Stuyvesant does not receive special budgets or
dispensation from the City. Stuyvesant is the special place that it is precisely
because the entrance exam has selected out those students who have shown
they can handle the rigorous courses and heavy workload necessary for success.
This student body, in turn, has often drawn highly motivated teachers who want
to work with such talented and hardworking students. Removing the entrance
exam means dismantling the very mechanism by which Stuyvesant has become
special.
On the other hand, it is clear that Stuyvesant has become more ethnically
homogeneous in recent years, with an increasing majority of students originating
from East or Southeast Asia. However If we wish to increase the diversity of
Stuyvesant’s student population, the answer isn’t in removing the open and equal
pathway that the entrance exam represents. Rather, opportunities should
become more widely available for disadvantaged students from every background
to receive better education at an earlier stage of their lives. let’s not
inadvertently dismantle the great system that is the very cause of the historic
excellence of Stuyvesant and its students. I urge you to vote AGAINST Res. 442.
Regards,
Ling Anderson

LISAH.JONES=========================================
11214 Huston St #3 •North Hollywood, CA 91601
917.676.3594 • jones.lisa.h@gmail.com

December 10, 2014
VIA EMAIL
The Honorable Melissa Mark-Viv erito
Speaker, The New York city Council
250 Broadway, Suite 1856
New York, NY 10007
Re:

Opposition to Resolution 442 I NYS S.7738/A.9979
Specialized High School Admissions Test

Dear Speaker Mark -Viverito:
As a proud graduate of Stuyvesant High School, the current lack of div ersity
truly breaks my heart. What made Stuyvesant special, like nothing I' v e
experienced since, was the diversity coupled with our acceptance of one
another as equals precisel y because we all cleared the same hurdle for
admission . No one was treated with disdain because of the assumption that the
bar was lowered to accommodate them. As an African American and as a woman,
this has been my experience from the halls of my Ivy League alma mater to
every elite institution of which I've been a part. And this is not my
experience alone. The recent, "I, Too, Am Harvard" campaign, along with the
dozens of subsequent similar projects at universities on at least four
continents, bears witness to this all too common alienation of minorities.
The di v ersity of Stuyvesant is clearly not what it was when I attended in the
eighties and I this definitely needs to be addressed, but adding more
subjective criteria to the admissions process would change the very thing
which made it special . It would become like e v ery other selective institution
where minorities and often women are made to feel like they are less
qualified, less entitled or just plain less than. Diversity without that
acceptance breeds resentment on every side - resentment that you don't
deserv e to be here as much as I do - resentment of the assumption that I'm
less qualified. And you know what? It sucks!
My Stuyvesant experience let me know that something better is possible. The
experience of diversity with acceptance has caused me and all of my fellow
alums to show up carrying that possibility into the world and I think it's
important that the next generation of leaders be able to experience the same.
Respectfully,

~i-~
Stuyvesant Class of 1986

My name is Lisandra Ortiz (maiden name Feliciano) and I am a proud member of
the Stuyvesant H.S. Class of 2000. I wanted to share my journey to Stuyvesant as a
student of color.
I grew up in the South Bronx to a single mother of 4 who was struggling to make
ends meet. It was difficult for her, having only completed 4th grade before being
taken out of school to clean houses as well as only having a rudimentary grasp of
the English language. Needless to say, when it came to educational matters, she
relied on my school to take the lead.
In eigth grade, I was fortunate enough to have a math teacher who gave prep
classes for the Specialized High School Exam every morning before school started.
I was exposed to logical reasoning, among other topics, for the first time. The
material looked completely foreign to me as it was not part of the standard
curriculum. I had always been bright and diligent so I was able to obtain a firm
handle on the new concepts and ultimately master them in a few weeks. I was able
to use what I learned to receive a great score and gain admission to Stuyvesant.
Had the admissions criteria not been the exam, but a combination of interviews,
portfolios and recommendations, I would not have been accepted to Stuyvesant.
How can I be so certain of this? Hunter College High School and Prep for Prep had
admissions processes similar to the one that is being proposed for the Specialized
High School and I didn't get into either of the two. The reason was simple, I was
very intelligent, but had no idea how I was supposed to answer interview
questions. I was very honest and when I revealed things about myself like
watching a lot of television or enjoying time away from school, I gave the
impression that I was not a good candidate. This was despite being at the top of my
class.
I know that many poor minority students would be in a similar situation. Changing
the admissions criteria to include interviews and portfolios would merely replace
poor Asian students with affluent white students who will have professional
portfolios and will have been prepped in giving great interviews.
I commend the push to increase diversity at the Specialized High Schools,
especially in light of the continued decline in enrollment of minority students.
However, I strongly feel that the restructuring of the Admissions Process is not
how we will get there. I believe that access to free Test Prep for promising
minority students as well as the reinstatement and expansion of the Discovery
Program will serve to increase diversity.
Thank you for your time.
Cordially,
Lisandra Ortiz

Madeline Martinez
Diversity Committee Member
Stuyvesant High School Alumni Association
345 Chambers St.
New York, NY 10282
December 10, 2014
Chariman Daniel Dromm
Committee on Education
New York City Council
250 Broadway, Suite 1826
New York, NY 10007
Dear Chairman Dromm:
I am writing today as an alumna of Stuyvesant High School in hopes of convincing you
to reject Resolution 442 before the City Council Committee on Education. I grew up in
the Bronx and as one of the handful of Bronx students in my class, one of another handful
of Latinos, and the only student from my middle school. Nonetheless, I cherish the
inclusion in a tradition of over 100 years of exceptional public instruction, and as the
doors of opportunity for this education are opened further to other Latino and African
American students, it is pressing to ensure these new Stuyvesant students have access to
the same high quality of education I had the benefit of obtaining. There is a way to
preserve the legacy of the school, while also increasing underrepresented student
enrollment—and both these objectives should be met when proposing a reform to the
admissions criteria. Thus, I hope you may consider points on why hastily introducing an
expensive, subjective, and otherwise ill-timed multiple measure component to the
Specialized High School admissions process in NYC, as proposed by the language of
Resolution 442 before the Education Committee today, is not the proper solution to the
problem at hand. And instead, I hope your office considers the alternatives solutions I
suggest throughout this correspondence.
Firstly, Resolution 442, S.7738/A.9979 are unfunded mandates to introduce
qualitative measures to the SHS admissions procedure, that may overwhelm an
already understaffed Department of Education. Uniform quantitative benchmarks like a
single score on the Specialized High School Admissions Test (SHAT) not only lend
themselves more readily to generating the uniform outcomes sought by advocates of
Res.442., a sole criteria for admission is also less expensive for NYC to deploy over the
long-term. At the very least, it is important to proceed cautiously in supporting
Resolution 442, until funding at the state-level can be secured in to facilitate the
implementation of S.7738/A7798.
Secondly, I urge the committee not to support Resolution 442 as the first shortcoming of
our S.H.A.T. is the fact that material being tested on this exam is out-of-synch with
that taught to the majority of NYC's public middle schoolers, a fact unaddressed by

Resolution 442, or S.7738/A7798. Algebra, geometry, and logic may be taught in the
Dream Institute as well as Gifted & Talented classrooms, but it is not a part of the core
curriculum for all 6th and 7th graders in NYC public middle schools. As such the lack of
complete overlap between content on the exam and standard 6th and 7th grade curricula-not the fact that scores on an exam are used for admission--has been the systematic error
eclipsing the opportunity for a majority of NYC’s middle school population to attend
these prized secondary institutions. However, if the SHAT were meant to test only that
material which is taught across every public 6th and 7th grade classroom, high achievers in
every public middle school classroom, irrespective of whether they were in a gifted and
talent program or not, could train to excel on the exam without excessive amounts of
supplementary test prep. In such a scenario it would be more likely that the socioeconomic spread of all NYC public middle schoolers would be reflected in the student
body fof the SHs. Rationally-speaking, then, a modification of the content on the SHS
should be the first remedy sought by the Committee on Education before supporting the
addition of new burdens on the Department of Education.
Thirdly, the admissions test has not changed in the last decade, yet, minority
enrollment in the 3 most coveted high schools has dropped. Tellingly, reductions in
the budget to the publically-funded test preparation program—the Math Science Institute
and its successor The Dream Institute--have occurred while fewer African American and
Latino students enrolled in SHSs.1 At the present, participants in the DREAM Institute
can be selected out of the lottery because demand for a seat in the DREAM Institute can
exceed number of seats available for high-achieving, low-income middle-schoolers who
might benefit from public test preparation.2Accordingly, the Committee on Education
should be advocating for additional funding to the DREAM Institute that can
provide seats to the public SHAT test-prep program to all students eligible under
current guidelines. This too would be a less contentious solution to the problem of
under-enrollment of African American and Latino at SHSs than supporting Resolution
442 at this time.
Last but not least, I urge your Committee not to pass Resolution 442 because S.7738 and
A.9979 include an overly ambitious and counterproductive timeline for implementing
changes to the S.H.A.T. Under these State bills, the NYC Department of Education may
have less than one year to craft, vet, and introduce a multiple measure admissions process
across the city. More problematic still, 5 years after this multiple measure admissions is
rolled-out, the legal basis for multiple measures expires. A 5-year sunset clause of the
SHAT reform in S.7738 and A.7798 make little sense in the legislation, and for that
reason alone I urge the members of the City Council's Education Committee to
withhold their support for Resolution 442.

Shakarian, Katrina. "The History of New York City's Special High Schools." Gotham Gazette 23 Oct.
2014. Web. 10 Dec. 2014. <http://www.gothamgazette.com/index.php/government/5392-thehistory-of-new-york-citys-special-high-schools-timeline>.
2 Department of Education, NYC. "DREAM: Specialized High School Institute." Specialized High School
Institute. 1 Jan. 2014. Web. 10 Dec. 2014. <http://schools.nyc.gov/Offices/SHSI/default.htm>.
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All in all my message as a minority alumnus of Stuyvesant High School, is: Table
Resolution 442 today, and instead work transparently and collectively over the coming
months with a coalition of concerned alumni, parents, students and legislators to outline a
judicious reform to an admissions process that can ensure the best public secondary
school education this nation has to offer, not anything less, is what is made increasingly
accessible to New York City’s underrepresented youth.

Yours sincerely,
Madeline Martinez

Madeline Martinez
Diversity Committee Member
Stuyvesant High School Alumni Association
345 Chambers St.
New York, NY 10282
December 11, 2014
Chariman Daniel Dromm
Committee on Education
New York City Council
250 Broadway, Suite 1826
New York, NY 10007
Dear Chairman Dromm:
I am writing today as an alumna of Stuyvesant High School in hopes of convincing you
to reject Resolution 442 before the City Council Committee on Education. I grew up in
the Bronx and as one of the handful of students from the borough in my class of more
than 700 students; one of another handful of Latinos that year; and the only student from
my middle school to attend Stuyvesant between 2000 and 2004. Although I felt some of
the isolation other students of color are calling attention to in this effort to make the
admissions procedures apt to capture a cross section of New York City’s talented middle
schoolers, I believe it is equally important to ensure that as new and deserving students
are admitted into the Specialized High Schools (SHSs), they benefit from the same high
caliber of education that has set apart schools like Stuyvesant High School for over a
century. There is a way to preserve the legacy of the school, while also increasing
underrepresented student enrollment—and both these objectives should be met when
proposing a reform to the admissions criteria. Thus, I hope you may consider the
following points on why hastily introducing an expensive, subjective, and otherwise illtimed multiple measure component to the Specialized High School admissions process in
NYC as proposed by the language of Resolution 442 before the Education Committee, is
not the proper solution to the problem at hand. Instead, I hope your office considers the
following alternatives.
Firstly, Resolution 442, S.7738/A.9979 are unfunded mandates to introduce
qualitative measures to the SHS admissions procedure, that may overwhelm an
already understaffed Department of Education. Uniform quantitative benchmarks like a
single score on the Specialized High School Admissions Test (SHSAT) not only lend
themselves more readily to generating and measuring the uniformity in outcome sought
by advocates of Res.442., a sole criteria for admission is also less expensive for NYC to
deploy over the long-term. As such, at the very least, it is important to proceed cautiously
in supporting Resolution 442, until funding at the state-level can be secured in to
facilitate the implementation of S.7738/A7798.
Secondly, I urge the committee not to support Resolution 442 as the first shortcoming of

our SHSAT is the fact that material being tested on this exam is out-of-synch with
that taught to the majority of NYC's public middle school classrooms, a fact
unaddressed by Resolution 442, or S.7738/A7798. Algebra, geometry, and logic may
be taught in the Dream Institute as well as Gifted & Talented classrooms in NYC, but it is
not a part of the core curriculum for all 6th and 7th graders in NYC public schools. The
lack of complete overlap between content on the exam and standard 6th and 7th grade
curricula has been the systematic error eclipsing the opportunity for a majority of NYC’s
middle school population to attend these prized secondary institutions. If the SHSAT were
meant to test only that material which is taught across every public 6th and 7th grade
classroom, high achievers in every public middle school classroom, irrespective of
whether they were in a gifted and talent program or not, could train to excel on the exam
without excessive amounts of supplementary test prep. In such a scenario it would be
more likely that the socio-economic spread of all NYC public middle schoolers would be
reflected in the student body of the SHSs. Rationally-speaking, a modification of the
content on the SHS should be the first remedy sought by the Committee on Education
before supporting the addition of new burdens on the Department of Education.
Thirdly, the admissions test has not changed in the last decade, yet, minority
enrollment in the 3 oldest SHSs has dropped. Tellingly, reductions in the budget to the
publically-funded test preparation program—the Math Science Institute and its successor
The Dream Institute—have occurred while fewer African American and Latino students
enrolled in SHSs.1 At the present, participants in the DREAM Institute can be selected
out of the lottery because demand for a seat in the DREAM Institute can exceed number
of seats NYC Dept. of Education makes available for high-achieving, low-income
middle-schoolers who might benefit from public test prep.2Accordingly, the Committee
on Education should be advocating for additional funding to the DREAM Institute
that can provide seats to the public SHSAT test-prep program to all students
eligible under current guidelines before advocating on behalf of Resolution 442 at
this time--the former is a lower hanging fruit.
Last but not least, I urge your Committee not to pass Resolution 442 because S.7738 and
A.9979 include an overly ambitious and counterproductive timeline for implementing
changes to the SHSAT. Under these State bills, the NYC Department of Education may
have less than one year to craft, vet, and introduce a multiple measure admissions process
across the city. More problematic still, 5 years after this multiple measure admissions is
rolled-out, the legal basis for multiple measures expires. A 5-year sunset clause of the
SHSAT reform in S.7738 and A.7798 make little sense in the legislation, and for that
reason alone members of the City Council's Education Committee ought withhold
their support for Resolution 442.
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All in all my message as a minority alumnus of Stuyvesant High School, is: Table
Resolution 442 this Winter, and instead work transparently and collectively over the
coming months with a coalition of concerned alumni, parents, students and legislators to
outline a judicious reform to an admissions process that can ensure the best public
secondary school education this nation has to offer, not anything less, is what is made
increasingly accessible to New York City’s underrepresented youth.

Yours sincerely,

Madeline Martinez
Class of 2004-Stuyvesant High School
Diversity Committee Member-Stuyvesant High School Alumni Association

From: Maggie Spillane
Subject: Testimony concerning School Diversity

I appreciate the opportunity to comment on today's hearing and the proposed bills.
I fully support the Council's attempts to obtain more transparency from the Department of
Education concerning diversity, and to encourage the DOE to adopt school diversity as a formal
goal in its planning for new schools, admissions policies and preferences, and school rezonings.
I would strongly encourage the Council to consider amending its proposed bill to encompass the
following points:


The DOE must be encouraged to take into account school diversity in its Fair Student
Funding calculations and, to the extent permissible by law, its Title I funding
allocations. My children attend our diverse local public school - PS 9 in Prospect
Heights, Brooklyn, in District 13. Our school has 800 students, almost 50% of whom are
eligible for free lunch, and another 10% eligible for reduced price lunch. Due to
increased diversity, the school lost its Title 1 funding in 2012. Yet, our enrollment has
grown, leaving us with a school that is both more diverse, but also serving 400 low
income students -- more than in 2011!-- with far less federal funding and only
receiving 83% our Fair Student Funding allocations. The resultant financial gaps are
passed on to the parents, who want to keep the high quality education their kids have
been receiving. This creates pressure for a school to become filled with more affluent
and privileged parents, and to become more focused on raising money and less focused
on supporting a community of diverse families. Once a school has reached maximum
enrollment, this phenomenon can only reduce diversity.



The DOE's strategy for diversity must not be limited to "in each district." The DOE must
also have a strategy that addresses geographic regions holistically, which is how they
operate in the real world, and is how families view them when it comes to school
choice. Especially where so many residents are renters, with high levels of mobility,
families do not feel constrained by porous borders of Districts, and will often exercise
school choice across borders. This is especially the case where school
segregation between District 15 and District 13 have caused stark inequities - resulting in
a school that is 80% white with a $1.3 million dollar PTA budget mere blocks from one
that is 80% black with a budget of $20,000. For the same reason, the DOE needs to
consider the effects of charter school co-locations and sitings - many of which are rapidly
declining in diversity and "draining" the more affluent and privileged families
from district schools. For example, Brooklyn Prospect Charter school opened an
elementary school in District 13 and immediately became one of the most affluent
schools available to District 13, pulling kindergarten students not from the other affluent
schools like PS 8 or Community Roots, but instead from diverse and diversifying schools
such as PS 11, PS 282 and PS 20. Although I understand that the DOE has limited power
with respect to charter schools, it can and should create strategies to support diversity in

district schools that are faced with the "competition" of new, affluent charter schools that
result in increased segregation of district schools.



I would also urge the Council to specifically request that the DOE consider the effect of
choice imbalances on diversity. For example, children from affluent K-8 schools in
District 13 have first priority at ongoing middle school seats yet equal priority for other
district, borough- and city-wide middle schools. This structural advantage attracts
disproportionately privileged families to the K-8 schools. Similarly, a system that affords
broader middle school choice to an elementary school student attending school outside of
her district also contributes to consolidation of affluent and privileged students at certain
schools and in certain districts. There is not a logical reason to afford certain children
with more choices than others, and the DOE should closely examine how doing so
negatively affects diversity system-wide.

Thank you.
Maggie Spillane
159 St. Marks Ave
Brooklyn

From: Michael Ricci mrmorse1@yahoo.com
Thank you for allowing me to have some input into your decision regarding Resolution 442
which you will be discussing this morning.
I have read the Legislation Text of Res. 442 and agree that although it may be possible to have
other criteria used in harmony with the SHSAT exam, race should not be included as one of
them.
I have a child that has attended one of the specialized high schools in NYC and have experienced
firsthand how important it is for a student to be able to perform well academically. This key
ingredient for success is reflected on the SHSAT exam for admission. Typically, students are
required to develop beyond the standard of average and most students over their four years at a
specialized high school take not only several AP courses but have academic achievement in the
90 plus range and up. The ability to perform well academically and the willingness to do 2 to 6
hours of homework every night and part of your weekends is essential for a student to do well
and succeed alongside their classmates.
If other criteria is used in the selection of students that criteria must in some way support the
child’s ability and willingness to perform successfully within a specialized school environment.
To place students in these schools who do not have that ability or true desire would be a disaster
for the student and also bring down the standards of teaching at these schools.
The specialized schools in NYC have served as a true resource in allowing students with ability
to develop into some of the brightest graduates this country has to offer. The SHSAT exam is not
discriminatory as you infer in your text by reference to the New York Times article because all
students are allowed to take the SHSAT test and more importantly all students can get the
inexpensive study guide and study for the test.
I urge your committee to think long and hard about any decision made in changing any
legislation with regard to the way admission to the specialized high schools is made. These
schools are perhaps one of NYC’s most valuable and productive educational assets our city has
to offer and most importantly one of the few educational avenues to academic success.
Thank you,
M.R.
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Good Morning. My name is Nan Eileen Mead and I am an active public school parent
leader and public education advocate; currently I serve as First Vice Chair on the
Chancellor’s Parent Advisory Council (CPAC); Co-President of District 3 Presidents’
Council; and PTA Vice President at my son’s school, PS/IS 180 in Harlem. I graduated
from the Bronx High School of Science and served as the only African American on its
Alumni Board of Trustees for nine years. The opinions expressed today are mine and
do not necessarily reflect those of the aforementioned organizations.
In speaking with other African American alumni of specialized high schools, there is a
sense of pride among us that each of us had earned our place to be in that highly
competitive environment. We did not get there because of quotas or special
circumstances. We got there simply because we achieved the baseline raw score
applied to everyone in order to gain admission.
I ask that before the Council considers amending the specialized high schools
admissions process itself – which I am sure others will testify is a costly endeavor - that
you consider other alternatives. The DREAM –SHSI (Specialized High Schools
Institute) test preparation program for low-income students is one avenue that requires
closer examination. The program is administered by DOE’s Office of Equity and
Access. The program begins for 6th graders and runs for 22 months until those students
take the SHSAT. It meets at least weekly during the school year and several times a
week during the summer months.
The DOE website states that “offer letters to students for placement …will be generated
through a random selection process… Should the number of eligible applicants
exceed the number of available seats…participants will be randomly selected from the
pool of eligible candidates. Students who are offered a placement in the program must
attend a mandatory orientation with a parent or guardian to finalize acceptance of the
offer…DREAM – SHSI will be offered at 20 locations throughout the five boroughs.
Students who are offered a placement in the program will be advised of program
locations in their offer letter from the Division of Equity and Access.” The implication
here, of course, if that the DREAM program levels the playing field through its “random”
selection process and 20 locations.
What it doesn’t say is that Stuyvesant High School in lower Manhattan is only DREAMSHSI location offered to students at my son’s Harlem based school who are accepted
into the program each year. We do not know whether there are other sites in
Manhattan that may be more convenient, because the DOE does not publish the list of
sites. It is 9 miles between my son’s school and Stuyvesant and takes about an hour on
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the subway each way. I would argue that it is onerous to expect a 12 year old to travel
9 or more miles on the subway several times a month for the better part of 2 years. Is
this equitable if we are looking to boost participation of underrepresented minorities? If
there are 20 test sites across the city, why do none of them service upper Manhattan?
To date the DOE has not released a breakdown of demographic data based on
ethnicity of student applicants vs. those accepted vs those who actually attend.
So I will offer my own data points. The first is that in 2013, East-West School of
International Studies in Flushing proudly boasted that 28 of its 6th graders were
accepted in to the DREAM program. Middle school enrollment is 272, so approximately
90 students in each grade. While acknowledging that there are “feeder” schools, I
question whether the admission of a full third of one school’s 6th grade cohort could be
called truly random. Compare that with the 5 students at my son’s Harlem based school
(out of the 6 who qualified and applied out of a cohort of 60) who were accepted to the
DREAM-SHSI program this year. It is unclear as yet whether the 5 students will accept;
the primary reason why they wouldn’t is the travel time involved.
I respectfully ask that the council consider measures to encourage expansion of
the DREAM-SHSI program, to provide full transparency on the demographic
breakdown of students accepted into the program, the locations offered to the
students and their geographic proximity to the communities in which they serve.
Thank you for your time.
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Thank you for the invitation to the public oversight hearing on diversity and
NYS Resolution 442. Unfortunately, I will not be able to attend this hearing;
however, I'd like to testify via email.
My testimony concerns NYS Resolution 442, which seeks to change the
admissions criteria for the Specialized High Schools. I am against this
resolution.
The resolution seeks to add grades, attendance, and state test scores to
admissions criteria in an attempt to promote diversity. However, diversity
should not come at the expense of standards.
That racial/ethnic disparities in specialized high school admissions exist
does not mean that the SHSAT is flawed. Data from the National Center for
Education Statistics show that racial/ethnic "gaps" exist in the Advanced
Placement, SAT, and ACT exams, as well as the TIMSS and the "Nation's
Report Card," the NAEP. Incidentally, the gaps also exist in state test
scores. Are all of these tests "flawed?"
A secondary risk of modifying the specialized school admissions process
for diversity's sake is cheating. As the high-profile Atlanta Public School
system cheating scandal shows, placing emphasis on closing so-called
"achievement gaps" between racial/ethnic groups may worsen educational
outcomes rather than improve them.
Lastly, given that large proportions of specialized school student bodies are
of Asian descent, one can argue that the current admissions process
already promotes diversity, to a degree.
As a Brooklyn Tech alumnus of Hispanic descent (class of 2003; part
Dominican part Puerto Rican), I understand the difficulty of gaining
admission to a specialized school (I made it in by only 2 points); however, I
graduated with an 88.95 cumulative average. As such, I believe the SHSAT
works as a measure of merit - and the specialized school admission
process should remain merit-based. I maintain my opposition to Res. 442
on these grounds.
Sincerely,
Nelson Beltran

Testimony Submitted on behalf of Rhea Wong
Executive Director
Breakthrough New York
Hearing before the City Council Education Committee
250 Broadway, New York
December 11, 2014

Thank you for giving me the opportunity to submit this testimony.
Breakthrough New York (BTNY) is a six-year college access program committed
to getting high-potential, low-income students to four-year colleges. We provide
after-school tutoring and summer enrichment programs to New York City public
middle school students, providing them with the academic preparation and
guidance they need to be able to attend selective four-year colleges.
It’s worth noting, since diversity is a focus of this hearing, that out of BTNY’s 275
students, 38% are Black and 25% are Latino/Hispanic.
A crucial step in our program is helping students get into high schools that meet
our “college prep” standard, which is based on criteria such as curriculum rigor,
SAT scores, number of graduates who enroll in four-year colleges, and
counselor-to-student ratio.
Last year, all 52 of our eighth-graders were accepted at college prep high
schools, including 21 who were accepted at a Specialized High School.
Tragically, however, 421 of the city’s 452 public high schools are not college
prep, so the vast majority of students attend a school that doesn’t adequately
prepare them for college admission and success.
As a result, all students suffer. According to a 2010 Alliance for New York City
Schools study, only 9% of Black males and 11% of Latino males graduated
“college ready.” Meanwhile, students at college prep schools miss out on the
diversity and broad spectrum of perspectives that would enrich their learning
environments.
The most impactful solution would be large-scale improvements to the city’s high
schools, and increased academic rigor at the middle schools. But most
immediately, the city’s 31 college prep high schools must adopt and engage in
admissions policies and practices that increase their number of qualified Black
and Latino students.
For the Specialized High Schools, we support Resolution 0442. The admissions
criteria should be reevaluated – as long as it’s done thoughtfully, and changes do
not dilute the quality of student or quality of education. I would like to reiterate
this point: the Specialized schools are jewels of our school system, and I oppose
any action that would weaken them.
However, it is possible to alter the admissions criteria, keeping the test as a
central part of the process, while also considering other factors like grade point
average, attendance, and leadership potential. Such measures represent an
opportunity to strengthen the Specialized schools, not weaken them.

At BTNY, for example, we have many students who don’t score high enough on
the test to be admitted to a Specialized school, yet would have exceled at those
schools and enriched their learning communities. We have other students who
do score high enough but turn down Specialized schools because of their lack of
diversity. Last year, a BTNY student was one of only seven Black students
offered admission at Stuyvesant, but he opted to go to a Massachusetts boarding
school instead, partly because the student body was more diverse there.
With the test remaining a crucial part of the process, affordable test prep must be
made more available, particularly in Black and Latino communities. We provide
test prep to students whose families otherwise wouldn’t be able to afford it, which
is why so many of our students get into the Specialized schools.
Beyond the Specialized schools, there are 22 other college prep high schools in
the city. But many of these schools’ admissions processes are downright
secretive, with tours, application passwords, and interview dates that aren’t
publicized in many Black and Latino communities. These are public schools that
should be accessible to all who meet the admissions standards. Administrators
must increase – or in many cases begin – outreach to communities where
families haven’t traditionally considered college-prep high schools.
The City Department of Education deserves credit for expanding high school
admissions resources, but it can do more to help students identify which schools
will truly prepare their child for college. The DOE’s directory, for example, lists
the percentage of each school’s students who “enroll in college or career
programs after graduating,” but it doesn’t list the percentage of students who
enroll in four-year colleges, a better indicator of success. Average SAT scores
and counselor-to-student ratios also should be added.
The failure of most of the city’s high schools to prepare students for college
should alarm parents, educators and policymakers. Large-scale improvements
will require bold ideas and a long-term vision. The least we can do now is ensure
that admissions policies and practices allow more qualified Black and Latino
students to attend our city’s few college prep high schools.

Mr. Chairman and members of the Education Committee,
I am testifying in opposition to resolution 442. While increasing
diversity is laudable, altering the schools’ entrance requirements
will prove damaging to both future students and the advanced
educational programs at Bronx Science, Stuyvesant, and Brooklyn
Tech (hereafter “Specialized High Schools”).
To be fair, I should introduce myself. After attending public
schools in Queens; I sat for the SHSAT in the 1973/4 academic
year, I was accepted at Bronx Science, from which I graduated in
1977. As a senior, I was recruited to New York University by the
late Professor Jacob T. Schwartz (an alumnus of both City College
and Stuyvesant). I received my B.A. in Computer Science in 1981
and my M.S. in 1983 en route to my still uncompleted Ph.D. Since
then, I have published 10 book chapters and over 100 articles in
the field. I have also spoken internationally over 100 times. In
2004, the IEEE Computer Society appointed me to a three-year term
with its Distinguished Visitors Program. During that appointment,
I spoke at over thirty locations through North America, including
the Los Alamos National Laboratory and Canada’s National Research
Council.
I am certainly not a fan of high-stakes testing. I seriously doubt
that anyone is. That said, the SHSAT, PSAT, SAT, ACH, AP, GRE,
Written and Oral comprehensive graduate examinations have been a
backdrop to my academic life for over 40 years. Gateway
examinations are a fact of academic life.
We must be careful to distinguish between equality of opportunity
and equality of outcomes. An examination such as the SHSAT is the
only non-discriminatory, totally objective mechanism to create a
ranked list of candidates. The examination is blind to race,
gender, income, orientation, and political influence. If there are
identifiable biases, we must carefully consider their source. If
the source is cultural, the test should be fixed. Biases that
spotlight educational gaps (e.g., difficulties with fractions),
are not a problem with the examination; but rather expose problems
(and needed corrections) far earlier in the educational pipeline.
Assessing bias is complicated. The often cited statistics are
gross enrollment rates. However, a more accurate assessment would
be to compare the passing rates of students with comparable
backgrounds. If the SHSAT produces results distributed similarly
to those for the mandatory NY State Competency tests. I seriously
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doubt that students who achieve high scores on other tests find
the SHSAT difficult.
Other criteria (e.g., attendance, grades, and portfolios) are far
more subjective. Attendance speaks to dedication and good luck; it
says nothing about academic skills. Grading varies tremendously
between different schools and different teachers and classes
within schools. Portfolio evaluation is notoriously subject to the
biases of reviewers, something I regrettably have encountered
first-hand in my post-graduate career. I have seen reviewers rate
the same piece of work across the spectrum, from brilliant to
junk.
Other high schools have used other criteria for ranking candidates
for admission. If these methods yielded superior results, these
other schools would be out achieving the strict exam schools.
However, no one has suggested that this is the case.
There is also no proof that changing the admissions process would
produce the desired diversity. The decision to attend a
Specialized High School is based upon many factors. It is a
commitment to undertake an extended daily commute (in my case, 1¾
hours each way), a course-load heavier than at local schools, and
the corresponding extra homework.
My experience is illustrative. I attended IS 25 in
Bayside/Flushing, which at the time fed from Districts 25 and 26,
some of better school districts in our City. Approximately 25% of
the 600 students in my grade were enrolled in classes for
intellectually advanced students, designated SPE. Of those 125
students, only a handful opted to take the SHSAT, and, to the best
of my knowledge, only TWO elected to attend Bronx Science. I well
remember the discussion at the time. Most students considered the
extra work and long commute not worth the effort.
The perception that attending a Specialized High School is
significantly more work than a standard high school program is
often correct. Had I not dropped one of my three AP courses in my
senior year, I would have had a nine-period day each and every day
for 10th, 11th, and 12th grades (not including extra curricular
activities). My program was not unusual.
There has been much discussion about the impact of test
preparation programs. The belief that an expensive test
preparation class is necessary is, I believe, unfounded. I took
the SHSAT with no special preparation or study, as did many of my
Page 2
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fellow Science alumni. However, at that time all of us were
routinely achieving high marks on similar examinations.
My perspective on preparation has recently changed. Recently, I
had to sit for the GRE. Not having sat for a similar test in over
30 years, the experience was illuminating. I was surprised by how
much better I did on practice examinations after spending several
weeks taking practice examinations. Looking solely at scores
conflates at least two distinct issues. There are at least two
components to test preparation; familiarity with the types of
problems/test formats; and the requisite underlying knowledge.
Lack of familiarity with the test problems and their formats can
be quickly learned; gaps in fundamental knowledge are harder to
overcome.
Intervention in the 8th grade is far too late. Preparation for
intense academics is an extended, cumulative process. To improve
diversity, it is necessary to improve the foundation, starting at
elementary school-level. I remember reading The NY Times when in
1st grade.
Diversity changes over time. When I attended Bronx Science, the
Discovery program allowed disadvantaged students who almost made
the cutoff score to gain admittance. Anecdotally, I heard mixed
results. I surmise that those students closer to the cutoff did
better than those whose scores were lower in the band. I also
heard stories of some students who elected to transfer out of
Science due to the workload. This program was in effect for an
extended period, and the student’s records exist. Before
undertaking any changes, we should examine this data. The data
exists; there is no need to turn future students into guinea pigs.
The Specialized High Schools represent a unique resource. They are
one of the greatest achievements of public education in our city.
These schools have, and will hopefully continue, to produce Nobel
Prize winners, leading researchers, and other professionals.
I would not be where I am professionally had I not attended
Science. As I noted earlier, I was brought to NYU by a Stuyvesant
alumnus. Several of my professors at NYU were Science alumni. My
classmates are researchers, professors, physicians, attorneys,
teachers, and other professionals. One of the members of my
graduating class, Jean Donohue, Ph.D., is presently the Principal
at Bronx Science.
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In closing, the Specialized High Schools should retain their
present admissions criteria, with a revitalization of the
Discovery program in some form. Information about the
opportunities for advanced study at these schools should be made
available to ALL New York students, beginning at the elementary
school level. Enrichment and preparation should be available for
those who desire it. In their present form, with their present
entrance requirements, Bronx Science, Stuyvesant, and Brooklyn
Tech are vital resources for our City.

Robert Gezelter <Gezelter@rlgsc.com>
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Honorable Members of the City Council:
As a graduate of Brooklyn Technical High School and as a son of this city, I respectfully
ask that each of you, as our legislative leaders, preserve Brooklyn Tech’s entrance
exam, upholding my alma mater’s high standards. I believe this will afford future
generations a continued assurance of unparalleled educational excellence, all while
promoting the true fairness and diversity that accompanies true merit standards.
The City Council vote on Resolution 442, calling on the State Legislature and Governor
to scrap the Specialized High School Admissions Test and substitute subjective criteria
for gaining admission to the eight test-in specialized high schools in New York City,
deserves a NO vote for a simple reason: it will deprive future students of the knowledge
that their own academic achievement is inspired and measured against the best and
most deserving students in the city, and that each and every student among them —
regardless of race, creed, origin, sexual orientation — is unquestionably in that group
based on merit. This is especially so in the case of Brooklyn Tech, Bronx

Science, and Stuyvesant, which have long been held to this standard. Earlier
generations of Tech students, and the other schools' alumni, are all aware of
this. Don’t taint my school’s legacy and our future graduates with a degree
based on a watered-down, second-class, less rigorous standard.
The education at Tech provided us who experienced it with a foundation in and a
profound respect for mathematics, science and technology that we’ve incorporated into
our professional lives, which, in turn, has benefited New York City and the region every
day. The aptitude of those with whom we studied and their abilities had a profound
effect on our educational experience, along with our teachers’ knowledge that they were
holding a select group of students from every neighborhood, ethnic group, and
socioeconomic class to the highest standards. Using a test guarantees an admissions
system free of favoritism and bias because it bases selection for admission solely on
merit, and on an objectively demonstrated capacity to do advanced college level course
work required of all students. An education at Tech was, to my mind, better than any
education at any private or prep school. And that’s a public school-availability standard
to able kids from all walks of life that we don’t want to lose.

Robert M. McGee
7714 11th Avenue
Brooklyn, NY 11228
Graduate of Brooklyn Technical High School, 1970

From: Shanai Watson
Subject: Written testimony for the record at Thursday's hearing on 0442
Dear City Council Members,
Please vote no on Resolution 0442. As a black female alumnae of Stuyvesant High
School, class of 2003, I write to ask you, the City Council’s Committee on
Education, not to give up on the idea of black students gaining admission to
Stuyvesant through the Specialized High School Admissions Test (SHSAT). I
know that, with good intentions, you are currently considering a measure to change
the current admissions criterion to a new system consisting of multiple “objective”
measures of student merit. However, those measures – including grade point
averages, school attendance records, school admission test scores and state test
scores – are no more guaranteed to be objective than the SHSAT itself, and will
not solve the true problem.
While I applaud your efforts to encourage diversity, I must ask that you change the
methods to one more precisely aimed at the problem. Please focus on efforts to
increase the number of black and Latino students who are sufficiently prepared to
pass the admissions test.
I personally benefited from a public test prep program known as the Math Science
Institute (MSI). I was selected based on promising standardized test scores in
junior high, and subsequently spent over a year preparing to take the
SHSAT. During that time I went from minimal familiarity with the type of
mathematics on the admissions test to someone who not only learned to “beat the
test,” but a student who also genuinely improved her math skills to a more gradeappropriate level.
I know that, for various legal and financial reasons, MSI no longer exists. But
please focus on creating an updated equivalent. Do not abandon hope that there is
a way to give black and Latino NYC students the skills needed for admission to the
Specialized High Schools.
I cannot say that the current SHSAT is unbiased and completely objective – it
should still be verified, questioned, and perfected as needed. However, I do not
think that eliminating the test as the sole admissions criterion will do anything but
distract from the most important issue: black and Latino student preparation.

Attending Stuyvesant H.S. was one of the best experiences of my young life, and
has helped me become the person I am today. Please do not deny other black and
Latino students the opportunity to gain admission to a school that is partially
considered elite based on its current admissions criterion. If you change how
students are admitted and ignore the need for test prep programs for black and
Latino students, the heart of the problem will remain unaddressed. Diversity may
or may not increase, but our communities will be no better off if our children are
not caught up and prepared for that test.
Please, vote NO on Resolution 0442-2014.

Sincerely,

Ms. Watson, Esq.
Stuyvesant H.S., 2003
Harvard University, 2007
Stanford University, 2011
Stanford Law School, 2011
-Ms. Watson, Esq.
Stanford Law School, J.D., 2011
Stanford University, M.A.P.P., 2011
Harvard University, B.A., 2007

REMARKS OF SHERYL E. REICH TO THE NEW YORK CITY COUNCIL’S
COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION - HEARING ON RESOLUTION 442/2014
DECEMBER 11, 2014
I am a parent of a junior at Stuyvesant High School. We encouraged him to go to Stuyvesant
because we believed that Stuyvesant was a meritocracy, where students from diverse
backgrounds, all sharing a singular ability to focus and to work very hard, would come together
to form a stimulating learning environment.
We have learned that it is extraordinarily difficult to succeed academically at Stuyvesant. It
takes not just a bright and capable student, but a particular kind of student. Each student has to
want to be there and be willing to work hard every day – at the expense of his or her social and
cultural life. And also often at the expense of his or her participation in family events.
In our view, the SHSAT is the best measure currently under consideration for predicting the
likelihood of success at Stuyvesant. It is possible that there are additional criteria that would
refine the prediction of success, such as attendance history and grades. But the fuzzy criteria that
have been bandied about, including interviews, essays and teacher recommendations, are not
measures of success at Stuyvesant. Criteria that are intended simply to push more blacks and
Hispanics into the school are not appropriate academically and are, in my view, an insult to those
groups.
Make no mistake – it is a scandal that blacks and Hispanics are so profoundly under-represented
in the student body. But changing the criteria for admission for the purpose of increasing the
numbers is simply kicking the failure ball down the road. Or, worse, pressuring Stuyvesant to
dilute its standards when it finds it has enrolled students who not only have no demonstrated
ability to do the work demanded of them but in fact cannot do the work.
Moreover, I have seen no data on how many blacks, Hispanics or students identified with other
under-represented groups put Stuyvesant as their first choice. Until we know that the rate of
failure to be selected for Stuyvesant is disproportional it seems to me that the focus is on the
wrong end of the process. If they are not applying, then it is not the SHSAT that is keeping them
out.
Finally, even if it were, the problem would not be that the SHSAT, which is a successful
predictor of success, results in under-representation. The problem is that blacks and Hispanics
are doing poorly on the test or not taking the test at all. Stuyvesant is not for everyone. But for
those who want to go there, or who are encouraged to go there, the answer is preparing them for
the test, not doing away with the test.
We are at a moment where we can either face the fact that the elementary and middle schools are
themselves failing blacks and Hispanics, or we can take the destructive route of blaming it on
the test and letting the result be someone else’s problem to deal with later.
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themselves failing blacks and Hispanics, or we can take the destructive route of blaming it on
the test and letting the result be someone else’s problem to deal with later.

Testimony re:resolution 442.
Thanks so much for the opportunity to weight in on the resolution
to change the admissions criteria for the City's specialized high
schools.
I understand that the changes have been requested due to the
low number of blacks and Hispanics in these schools. These two
groups make up 70% of the population but only 12% of students
enrolled in the specialized high schools.
I am opposed to trying to level out the makeup of the student
population. These schools were designed for the cream of the
crop, the best of the best, and to separate them out from the
general population. Why would we wish to undo this by making
the population more homogeneous. Those students who succeed
in being invited to attend a specialized high school work very, very
hard to achieve this goal. Lets not take anything away from these
students, whether they be naturally gifted or extremely driven to
achieve high levels of academic performance.
Vote no on resolution 442.
Thanks,
Steve Minkoff

From: Tanya Khotin
Subject: SHSAT testimony
Thank you in advance for reviewing this.
Unfortunately, i'm unable to make the hearing, but i wanted to provide my testimony. This is
what i sent to a number of public officials:
All,
as a parent of a 9th grader and a 6th grader in NYC public schools, I urge you to Vote NO to
Resolution 0442-2014 and Resolution 0453-2014.
Reso 0442-2014 calls on the New York State Legislature to pass and the Governor to sign
S07738 / A09979 to change the admissions criteria for New York City's Specialized High
Schools. I disagree. I believe strongly, that using the SHSAT to competitively identify high
achieving students is appropriate because it is unbiased, objective, and transparent. I further
disagree with Reso 0453-2014 as it relates to the specialized high schools admissions, setting
diversity as a priority.
The dismally low enrollment of Blacks and Latinos at these specialized high schools can be
blamed on the abysmal state of public education in NYC and negligence—in 2014 only a paltry
2.1% of Blacks and 2.8% Hispanics in eighth grade scored high enough on the State
Assessment[1] to be considered better than just passing!
Don't hurt our students and schools. Don't change the objective test as the single admissions
criterion to New York City's Specialized High Schools.
The SHSAT tests needed skills: The SHSAT tests eighth graders on basic math, verbal and
reasoning skills needed to succeed in the Specialized High Schools.
The SHSAT is fair and objective: The SHSAT allows no subjective or manipulable criteria to taint
the test. Everyone takes the same test.
No bias in grading happens. Who a student's parents are, how wealthy or poor, what religion,
race, or jobs are in a student's background don't count.
Changing the single objective test hurts the poor: About 60% of the students at Stuyvesant,
Bronx Science, and Brooklyn Tech are economically disadvantaged, qualifying for reduced or
free lunch. Many of these Title I students are from poor immigrant families, whose parents
work in minimum wage jobs and don't speak English. So-called holistic admissions would
penalize the poor student and family who must often all hours to survive and cannot afford
time or money for extracurriculars.
Changing the single objective test hurts successful hard-working STEM

students: Currently there is a high percentage of Asian-Americans; formerly the largest
percentage was Jewish. Now the Bangladeshis are the fastest growing group. Over time, the
students' backgrounds change, but the students all share academic achievement and interest in
the STEM areas that allow them to succeed at these STEM schools. Students not interested or
able in STEM have many other options.
Changing the admissions criterion and focusing on diversity, defined in terms of african
american and hispanic students... clearly, there are a great many diverse ethnicities in the Asian
population, only hides problems.
K-8 education is failing large groups in the city: Black students used to attend the Specialized
High Schools in higher numbers. But now, when 88% of 8th grade Black students in NYC fail
basic state academic requirements,[2] the pool of Black students who can pass the SHSAT test
and then succeed at the Specialized High Schools is small. Only 2.1% of Black and 2.8% Hispanic
eighth grade students do better than passing basic state math requirements. The pool is made
even smaller when many of the best Black students choose other options such as private prep
schools. Fix the K-8 schools. That would increase the pool of Blacks and other
underrepresented groups who pass state academic requirements, and better yet, exceed the
state requirements.
Diversity as a simplistic end only harms: To force diversity without considering the wide range
of issues involved would only further mask the root problems that need to be addressed. It
does not solve the main problem that some schools are producing only students who are not
high-performing. It does not address the question of merit. Diversity without improving K-8
only perpetuates and worsen the problem of failing students and schools. Thus, Resolution
0453 is short-sighted as written and should not be passed.
Using a single, objective test admissions criterion for nearly a hundred years is the successful
process that produced generations of contributors to STEM and fourteen Nobel Prize winners
(including African Americans)– it in fact gave New York two high schools that have graduated
both the greatest and the second greatest number of Nobel Prize Winners from individual high
schools around the world. By changing the test for reasons outside academic skills, you risk
destroying the best schools in the city.
Fix the K-8 problem to help the under-represented groups; don't destroy the test which reveals
the problem.
And while you're at it, eliminate the priority status that District 2 non-specialized high schools
have currently in terms of admissions. D2 is double the size of the second largest district in the
city, making it the most politically powerful. Perhaps it's not a coincidence that it is also home
to 5 of the most selective non-specialized high schools in NYC. Students who live in D2 or attend
middle schools in D2 are the only students in the city that have the privilege and advantage of
having priority access to so many sought-after seats. By retaining the priority for D2 students,
these schools are simply off limits to students elsewhere in the city, regardless of those

students' qualifications, as the algorithm that's used puts Districts and Boroughs in different
buckets, whereby D2 is first, followed by Manhattan residents and then the rest of the
boroughs -- I have personally been witness to a school administrator telling a Queens and a
Brooklyn family not even bother applying (because D2 is top category, following by the
student's Borough). Given the geographic convenience of D2 schools (vs most of the specialized
high schools), it adds insult to injury.
This is the most egregious, unequal access opportunity situation we have in the city, not the
SHSAT. The D2 priority puts zip code above any other criteria. Focusing on the SHSAT, the only
completely objective system that exists in the city, while not even raising the D2 priority
situation, just underscores how politicized decisions are. Nobody is thinking about students,
just the next elections. Prove us wrong - prove that you're putting students first.
Vote NO to Reso 0442 and Reso 0453.
Thank you.

Theresa Leary
There are quite a few reasons that I do not feel admissions criteria should be changed.
1. The specialized schools are for the "gifted & talented", if a student cannot pass a test, they are
not gifted. If a student is a high achieving student and does not get accepted, they will still do
well wherever they go and may end up being the valedictorian at their second choice school,
something that has a slim chance of happening at a specialized high school.
2. Not all students who are regarded as academically talented in their middle school will perform
at a high level at a specialized high school. It is an adjustment going from middle school straight
to college level work.
3. Adding more supplemental portions to the application can make admissions skewed. For
example, at my brothers middle school only the PTA members children were in the "honors"
classes, leaving my brother boxed out as my parents work, despite him achieving perfect scores
on all city wide exams in elementary and middle school. My parents made numerous complaints
to the DOE and to the Chancellor of Schools only to have everyone they spoke to tell them it is
up to the administrators and Principal to choose which students are in certain classes.
4. Despite my brother having an overall 100% average GPA in middle school and achieving
PERFECT scores on his standardized exams, not receiving prep besides studying at the library or
receiving any resources from his school to take the SHSAT, he was admitted to SI Technical HS.
If he had to get a letter of rec. from his Principal or AP they wouldn't have written it because
they only favored the PTA children and believe it or not were upset when my brother and all his
friends in the regular classes were accepted into the Specialized High Schools and not one of
their precious honors kids. If it were based on transcripts and level of challenging courses, my
brother and his classmates from IS 7 wouldn't have been accepted since they were not given the
proper opportunity.
5. One test is the only fair way to gain admissions to the specialized high schools for the gifted
and talented so no other criteria or political nonsense of NYC may skew the admissions process.

Thank you so much for the invitation to testify concerning Resolution 442. However, at this late hour I find
myself unable to escape work obligations. I hope that you will not construe my absence to mean I do not
recognize the significance of Resolution 442. I certainly do.
I know that passing such legislation will reintroduce subjectivity to the Specialized High School
admissions process. As a result, bright students with little academic ambition as well as ambitious
students with little academic ability will crowd the halls of the Specialized High Schools and dilute what
had once been a scholarly environment. A place where students were driven by each other as much, or
more, than their teachers. The test provides a means to this environment for any student who possesses
the ability to pass it. Meritocracy. It isn't a bad idea, really. The end of the meritocracy. That is a bad
idea.
Subjectivity had been eliminated by the test that Resolution 442 now seeks to eliminate. Admission by
testing is not only straightforward, it is a competitive approach. In a sense, this means some kids "win"
while others "lose". My daughter spent hundreds of after school hours studying in the years leading to
her exam in 2013. She stressed for the weeks following the exam and in the weeks prior to the
announcement of results. We all found this experience to be extremely stressful. Her effort was not
passive. Her effort was intense. Her effort was focused. To say that I am proud of her is an
understatement. To say that another kid deserves her seat more than she does is unconscionable.
The test nets a pool of individuals who are both talented AND motivated. They are the catalysts for each
others academic achievement. Do all kids deserve an opportunity for admission into this
environment? Yes, they do. Are they owed admission? No, they are not. Is this opportunity denied by
the exam? No, it is not. The opportunity is denied to many of these children, repeatedly, before they
reach middle school. They are failed by their elementary education that never stimulated their
interest. They are failed by the various incarnations of the Department of Education, all of which seemed
bent on striving for sameness. They are failed by the politicians of this city, state and country who
misplace fault then waste time, energy and money fixing things that aren't broken and ignoring those
things that are but are too difficult to fix. Most of all, they are failed by their parents and guardians,
who do not adequately instill the importance of education but rather instill a sense of entitlement. The
opportunity to take an exam is guaranteed while the ability to pass it is must be mustered by the
student. It is not the fault of the exam that it can not be passed by every student who takes it. Any
student can take the exam. In fact, any fair student can pass the exam. However, only those who are
diligent in their studies will.
If we continue to strive for mediocrity, how can we expect to ever achieve excellence? I know that you all
recognize this fact. I believe some council members find the notion that some get and some do not is not
congruent with the platform of equality. (I noted the post script on the council's email... 'P.S. If you would
like to stay up-to-date and involved in the Council's efforts to help make New York a more equal and just
city, please click here or visit us online at www.council.nyc.gov.') Mediocrity is not the same as
equality. The council would better serve this city by developing programs to captivate and motivate
children who are seen as left behind by these exams. Promote academic excellence, do not condemn an
institution which does so. Please consider these thoughts when voting on Resolution 442.
Many Thanks,
Thomas Malloy

To whom it may concern,
I would like to take a moment now to stress the importance of the specialized
high school exam. I believe that it is possible to get an unbiased measure of a
child's ability from a single exam, from this single exam. This is an unbiased exam
that is solely based on their academic ability. In this case the test specifically
addresses, the knowledge the child has learned up to this point which will lead
them into their high school years and will evaluate them on their level of
preparedness for an accelerated program. Exams like this are utilized for
effectiveness to measure such qualities of a child.
To integrate subjective measures like GPA and teacher recommendations is not
necessarily fair because it makes the admissions process appear biased. Middle
schools do not share curricula or testing practices so this would allow biased
information and singular opinions into this process. A 4.0 in one school does not
necessarily equate to one in another school. Grading and evaluation techniques
vary from teacher to teacher and across schools. It is for these reasons that
STANDARDIZED exams and evaluations have been created as valid measures of a
child's ability and projected future competencies.
The easiest remedy to this issue is to continue with the specialized high school
exam and to provide opportunities to children who do not have the ability to
access “outside” resources for exam practice. I am however having a hard time
believing that any teacher anywhere would refuse a student extra help if they
asked! Perhaps it would be possible for the Council or the NAACP to fund some
programs in middle schools during school hours with exam practice, study guides
and additional tutoring for those who perhaps would have difficulties acquiring
additional help on their own. The make-up of the school has to remain consistent
with students who want and deserve to be there because of their hard work! The
machines that grade these tests are not discriminatory or biased and therefore
very objective!
Thank You,
Tina Tedesco
Parent and Educator

From: Tresa
Subject: Demand that the Mayor Support Diversity in City Schools: Testimony for
the City Council Hearing
My name is Tresa Elguera and I am a parent at Arts and Letters in Clinton Hill. I am
also a teacher and understand the value of having a heterogenous classroom. I
was born and raised in Brooklyn, as was my mother, and I've watched the
neighborhoods change and and the incredible influx of money in the last period of
time.
There is a problem growing in our neighborhoods, which is the increasing
desegregation of our schools. That is good for no one. The Mayor and the
Chancellor have the power to fix this. It is within their authority to organize
enrollment preferences that control for poverty. What Arts and Letters has asked
for is that 40 percent of the seats we have AFTER granting sibling preference be
reserved for lower income students. This is not even a large number of seats. We
would also like sibling preference to be extended to include younger siblings of
those already in our middle school, something which would have increased the
diversity in the current Kindergarten class by a significant percentage.
Given the domestic events of the recent period, it is ever clearer that black boys
and white boys need to be in the same classes, that people with little or no access
to financial resources need to be in the same classes as people who have those
resources. We need to learn from very early that we are all human, with strengths
and struggles and that we all have something to offer and something to learn.
The research on the value of diversity in the classroom is clear and you don't need
me to repeat it. The statistics on diversity in our city schools are also clear and do
not require repeating. What we ask is that you lead with your conscience, that
you set an example and demand that the Mayor and the Chancellor stand by their
commitments to diverse communities that serve all New Yorkers.
Leadership positions provide opportunities to make real differences. Let's use
those opportunities in ways that demonstrate our values and principles and that
can make a lasting difference in the lives of children and our city for generations.

To the members of the City Council of New York,
My name is Yusef Johnson. At the present, I am employed as a trajectory analyst at the Kennedy
Space Center, supporting NASA’s Launch Services Program. I have been here for two years,
coming here after the end of the Space Shuttle Program, where I supported 27 Space Shuttle
missions as a flight controller in NASA’s Mission Control Center. And I am proud to say that I
am a product of the New York City Public School System.

I write this letter in response after seeing an article in the Daily News, regarding the proposed
changes to admissions to the Specialized High Schools, which includes my alma mater,
Brooklyn Tech. I ask that you reconsider your proposal. In the opinion of many alumni,
including those like me who are Black and Latino, doing so would do a disservice to those
schools, and the students that have attended them throughout the years. Ask any of us, and you
will get a resounding NO to your proposal. Doing so would cut to the very heart of the schools,
and the excellence that they represent.
We see the drop in Black and Latino students at the school. All of us will tell you that the lack of
Black and Latino students is the first thing that we notice when we visit our schools. It pains all
of us. But changing the admissions process is not the answer.

The test is color-blind. The test is gender-blind. And from what I understand, great care is taken
in the preparation of the test to insure that questions are not unfavorable to those in lower
economic strata. To the contrary of what many on the outside believe, the test has provided an
opportunity to many children, who like myself, hailed from very low places on the economic
scale of New York City. I spent my early years in Crown Heights (living in Albany Projects) and

spent my teenage years in Section 8 housing on the Lower East Side. Yet I was able to meet the
standard for admission to Brooklyn Tech.
How was I able to meet this standard, but yet so many children today cannot? It is indeed a
multi-faceted problem that needs to be attacked from many vectors. I will discuss only a couple
here.
First off, so many children who come from majority Black and Latino neighborhoods are trapped
in schools that do not adequately prepare them. This is fact. What truly saddens me is how
schools that were traditional pipelines of Black and Latino students to the Specialized High
Schools, such as Phillippa Schuyler, have been in serious decline in recent years. I’m not an
educator, but there are more than enough studies detailing the deficiencies in schools in
Brownsville, Bed-Stuy, the Lower East Side, the South Bronx, and similar neighborhoods. A
change to the admissions process will not change this. To the contrary, it will do the student
more of a disservice to admit them to a Specialized High School when they are ill prepared to
perform the rigorous work.

Second, I’m sure that we could have a long discussion regarding parental priorities. The sad truth
is that too many Black and Latino parents do not take a proactive approach to the education of
their children. I’ll let others discuss the various socio-economic reasons for this, but the sad truth
is the truth. I personally can tell you about my working single mom went up at the school on a
regular basis, making her presence felt. Heck, I can tell you a story about how a guidance
counselor at JHS 104 tried to tell me that I would’ve been better off at a vocational high school
than Brooklyn Tech. The police had to be called when my mother went up there the next day.
How many parents would have just taken that guidance counselor’s words and just accepted it?

Or even worse, how many teachers will tell you about the lack of Black and Latino parents on
open school night, or the lack of participation in PTA activities? This has nothing to do with the
admissions process.

I could go on and on about the reasons why Black and Latino kids are not getting into the
Specialized High Schools. I would suggest that you read a white paper drafted by Larry Cary,
president of the Brooklyn Tech Alumni Foundation. In it, Mr. Cary details steps that the
Department of Education should take in order to increase the Black and Latino population at the
schools. You can read it at www.bths.edu. Tech alumni are already at the forefront trying to
address the issue, by hosting free test preparation at points around the city.

Scrapping the test is but a cosmetic solution to the bigger problem of failing elementary and
middle schools, and lack of parental involvement. I respectfully ask that you reconsider your
proposal and spend your resources on fixing the true problems.

Thank you for your time and consideration,
Yusef Johnson
Flight Design Engineer
Launch Services Program
Kennedy Space Center
Yusef.johnson@nasa.gov

W.L."Zev" <wlzev@aol.com>
The admissions test for Stuyvesant provides fair and impartial admissions criteria.
What is needed is both better education at the elementary, middle and junior
high levels for those students showing academic promise. It is at those lower
levels that more subjective criteria can, and should, be used to Identify gifted
children and place them in programs that will prepare them to take the entrance
exams for the various specialized high schools. Just as a music student must
practice a candidate for Stuyvesant must read read and read while also taking the
math and science courses available. These. Courses, together with widely
accessible libraries should be made available to all lower as school students
throughout NYC.

