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Oversight: Gifted and Talented Programs

On Wednesday, March 2, 2005, the Committee on Education, chaired by Council Member Eva Moskowitz, will conduct an oversight hearing on gifted and talented, or “TAG,” programs in the New York City public school system.  The Department of Education (the “Department”), the United Federation of Teachers, advocates, parents and others are expected to testify.

Background And Reason For This Hearing

TAG programs are an important component of public school education in New York City.  Using a broad definition of TAG programs, they serve approximately 50,000 students in grades K-8.  It also serves 10,000 high school students in the 7 “specialized” high schools (Bronx Science, Brooklyn Technical, etc.), 24,000 students who take Advanced Placement exams (many at the “specialized schools”) and thousands of others who engage in some form of enriched education after school, during lunch, or in “honors” or other programs.

Within these numbers lie several important issues for parents and for the Committee.  First, gifted and talented programs are administered regionally, and before 2002, by each school district.  Thus, the definition of “gifted and talented” changes with each new school board, district superintendent and principal (and, now, Chancellor).   So, too, do admissions criteria and funding priority for TAG programs frequently change.
  As a result, parents rarely know whether they will have access to quality TAG programs in their local schools, year to year.  It does not help that the Department does not know how many children are enrolled or the total number of programs citywide.
  

Such concerns also generate persistent rumors that the Department is eliminating TAG programs for budgetary or pedagogical reasons, or that it is “watering down” TAG programs to include more, but less qualified, children.
  Changes in the admissions process, like the Department’s aborted effort to raise the cutoff for admission to selective middle schools, have a similar effect.
  The fact that none of the approximately 160 new high schools that the Department has opened or will open this year are academically selective, fuels such speculation as well.

Second, TAG programs tend to be clustered in areas where school administrators favor them, or where parents demand them, or where they were initially opened.  As a result, they are not always located where the need is.  Approximately 13,500 students in grades K-8, or one in every four, has no program in their zoned school.
  The same problem occurs at the high school level, where 8,100 students at the specialized high schools (64% of that population) and an unknown number of students in academically screened high schools attend classes outside the borough in which they live.
  

The following chart, based on the Department’s incomplete data, shows the regional disbursement of the “self-contained” TAG programs in grades K-8:

	Region
	# of Schools
	# of Students
	# of Programs

	1
	
18
	
3,039
	
21

	2
	
6
	
1,195
	
6

	3
	
34
	
6,085
	
34

	4
	
5
	
2,004
	
6

	5
	
27
	
4,050
	
27

	6
	
60
	
13,587
	
63

	7
	
30
	
9,070
	
30

	8
	
13
	
2,944
	
13

	9
	
9
	
2,505
	
9

	10
	
16
	
3,244
	
16

	Totals:
	
218 
	
47,723
	
219


The chart obscures the uneven geographic disbursement of TAG programs by school district and neighborhood.  As Deputy Chancellor Fariña recently stated:  “Today, in New York City, we have a wide array of G&T programs in some districts . . . and no programs in other districts.”
   As a result, children who live far from TAG schools must either travel long distances to attend a TAG program or forgo that opportunity.  

Uneven geographic dispersion of TAG programs also raises concerns about equity and discrimination, as programs may be clustered in certain neighborhoods to the exclusion of other neighborhoods.   Similarly, parents and advocates are concerned that poor and minority parents, whose children are under-represented in TAG programs, are not told about TAG programs and that administrators do not market these programs to all parents equally.  They also believe that minority parents who do ask about TAG programs are steered away from them, and that parents are unable to organize effectively to demand these programs in their schools.  Fair, uniform access to TAG programs citywide is an important concern for the Committee.

The Committee wishes to examine these issues at today’s hearing.










� Source:  Data provided to the Committee by the Department of Education.


� Department responses to Committee information requests, pp. 4, 5.


� The Department relies upon self-reporting by schools, and its answers to the Committee’s information requests make clear that its data is incomplete.  


� Speech by Deputy Chancellor Carmen Fariña, Feb. 16, 2005.


� E.g., “Good Isn’t Good Enough,” The Daily News, Oct. 28, 2004.


� Department responses to Committee information requests, p. 7.


� Id., p. 8.


� Speech by Deputy Chancellor Carmen Fariña, Feb. 16, 2005.
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