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Proofs? Foci? Locus? What’s that? 
I’m still at inequalities!

Many students, who went to mid-
dle schools that o"ered the Algebra I 
Regents, start their high school Math-
ematics careers by taking Geometry. 
However, there are freshmen who were 
not given that opportunity and must 
take Algebra I, even if they already took 
a similar course during their middle 
school years. %is situation creates a 
disparity between freshmen in Algebra 
I and those in Geometry.

Although many students took Al-
gebra and other Regents courses in the 
past, most middle schools do not o"er 
courses as di&cult as those required.

Mary Karroqe ’16, a student in 
Algebra I, said, “%ere’s a lot this year 
that I’ve learned that I didn’t cover last 
year, and there de!nitely would have 
been a gap for me when I got to Alge-
bra II.”

Jesse Chen ’16, another student 
in Algebra I, said that although the Al-
gebra I course is more challenging and 
more in-depth, retaking the course is 
unnecessary because some “have al-
ready learned it in middle school.”

Some believe that Algebra I helps 
students gain a better and more cohe-
sive understanding of the subject. 

Adina Redzic ’16 said, “I de!nite-
ly understand it [Algebra] more this 
year than last year and I’m hoping that 
it prepares me for Algebra II.”

Algebra II/Trigonometry is a dif-
!cult course, so it is important to have 
a strong foundation in Algebra I to be 
prepared for Algebra II. 

Completing Algebra I in middle 
school, lacking con!dence in the sub-
ject matter, or barely passing the course 
can cause problems in future classes, 

where expectations are higher. “If it 
[Algebra I] was ine&cient, then maybe 
they can choose to take it again,” Chen 
commented.

In the high school curriculum, 
there is a yearlong gap between Algebra 
I and Algebra II. Students o#en forget 
the core topics of Algebra I during the 
year they take Geometry.

Eric Smith, a Math teacher, ob-
served that some students have had a 
hard time in Algebra II and some have 
done well. “Some of them passing Alge-
bra with a lower grade tend to struggle 
more in Algebra II at Tech,” he said.

Not all students came from mid-
dle schools specializing in math, so 
Algebra I should be more challenging 
than the subject matter they learned in 
the past.  

“%is is a specialized school,” 
said Edward Orna, an Alge-
bra I and Geometry teacher, “so 
there is more expected of you.”  
Karroqe added, “It’s ninth grade Alge-
bra, not eighth grade, so it’s obviously 
supposed to be more challenging.”

%e stress felt by many Algebra II 
students would likely decrease if Alge-
bra I was taken freshman year by more 
students. 

“I feel like it would be better to 
start o" with Algebra even if takes an 
extra year,” said Geometry student Lexi 
Murman ’16. “Every teacher teaches 
di"erently so if we started o" with the 
!rst step at ‘Tech level,’ then we will be 
used to it for years to come.”

Although students who take Alge-
bra I in middle school are o"ered many 
of the same Math classes throughout 
their four years, taking Algebra I in 
high school allows students to be bet-
ter prepared for more advanced 
Math courses.

It has been a while since you have had the opportunity to pick up a print 
issue of "e Survey, leaf through its pages, maybe get a couple ink stains on your 
!ngers, and learn about your community. As some of you may know, we’ve dedi-
cated much of our e"ort this year to establishing and running our website, www.
surveybths.com.

A#er 90 years of only producing print issues, this is obviously a new devel-
opment for "e Survey, one that excited many of the alumni we met at Home-
coming on April 20th. Our online capabilities allow us to constantly improve 
and add to our content, as opposed to our previous system that relied solely on 
print.

However, the reason "e Survey made this move to the online format was 
because we received news of our budget from the Student Government Organi-
zation in February of 2013, instead of September of 2012. 

%e SGO and its advisors need to be held accountable for this standstill in 
funding. I asked classmates in the SGO what was going on, and the response I 
got every time was vague and discursive. %ey had the money, but they were fail-
ing to appropriate it.

We depend mostly on the money we receive from the SGO to print our 
paper. %e supplemental funds we raise ourselves do not cover the cost of 2,000 
print copies of one twelve-page issue.

You may have noticed that I wrote 2,000, when there is more than double 
that number of students in this school. %e funding we receive limits us to that 
small amount, which leads to a lack of recognition of the newspaper. 

Some people claim they have never heard of "e Survey, but that’s because 
we have been limited to distributing copies through English classes, because the 
administration fears that handing them out by the school entrances or in the 
cafeteria would result in a mess. %e English class system should theoretically 
work. Every student must have an English class each semester. But many English 
teachers do not want to deal with disrupting their classes to hand them out

It is a great feat for us to get this 24-page issue out this year. %e budget 
we received in February was just enough for us to create this issue. To make up 
for months of not printing, we decided to do a year-in-review section behind 

the May issue. In this section you will !nd articles we felt highlighted important 
events this year and were worthy of special publication.

On a di"erent note, one of my !rst editorials as Editor in Chief was about 
what I saw, as a sophomore, as an apparent lack of school spirit. In late April, the 
US News & World Report released its rankings for the nation’s top public high 
schools. When I saw the headline on the Tech website, it reminded me of that 
editorial. 

Tech is ranked at #69. Some may see that as low in comparison to our fel-
low specialized high schools, but this ranking is wholly based on numbers. As 
Principal Randy Asher notes in the website announcement, the system used to 
compile this ranking system disregards Tech’s “courses beyond Advanced Place-
ment and our entire engineering program.” 

Also, as one of the largest schools in the nation, Brooklyn Tech loses points 
because of its sheer size. Our student to teacher ratio is much larger than those 
of the schools ranked above us. 

%e Dallas School for the Gi#ed and Talented, which was given the honor 
of !rst place, has a student body of 240. Obviously, 240 students are easier to 
manage than 5,400. With 5,400 students, there is a greater chance that grades 
will drop, fewer APs will be taken, and standardized test mastery won’t be 
achieved, all of which are factors taken into consideration by US News & World 
Report.

%e methodology used and, as always, our size, are the reasoning for our 
ranking. %is perennial issue on the growing enrollment numbers at Tech de-
serves its own editorial. A few sentences here do not do the topic any justice.

Take this ranking in stride and know that our school’s value isn’t deter-
mined by its numbers. 

       Sincerely,
       Hazel Millard
       Editor in Chief
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