 Withdrawal/Redaction Sheet
Clinton Library

DOCUMENT NO. SUBJECT/TITLE DATE RESTRICTION
AND TYPE
001. list Re: Preliminary List Names Still Coming In (partial) (3 pages) n.d. "P6/b(6)
002. list Council of the Great City Schools (partial) (1 page) n.d. P6/b(6)
COLLECTION:

Clinton Presidential Records

Domestic Policy Council

Michael Cohen (Subject Files)

OA/Box Number: 13364
FOLDER TITLE:

City Letters [1]

2012-0160-S
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RESTRICTION CODES

Presidential Records Act - |44 U.S.C, 2204(a)]

P1 National Security Classified Information |(a)}(1) of the PRA|

P2 Relating to the appointment to Federal office [(a}(2) of the PRA]

P3 Release would violate a Federal statute |(a)(3) of the PRA|

P4 Release would disclose trade secrets or confidential commercial or
financial information [(a)(4) of the PRA]

PS5 Release would disclose confidential advice between the President
and his advisors, or between such advisors |a)(5) of the PRA|

P6 Release would constitute a clearly unwarranted invasion of
personal privacy |(a)(6) of the PRA]

C. Closed in accordance with restrictions contained in donor's deed
of gift.
PRM. Personal record misfile defined in accordance with 44 U.S.C.
2261(3).
RR. Document will be reviewed upon request.

Freedom of Information Act - [S U.S.C. 552(b)]

b(1) National security classified information [(b)}(1) of the FO1A|

.b(2) Release would disclose internal personnel rules and practices of

an agency [(b)(2) of the FOIA]

b(3) Release would violate a Federal statute [{(b)(3) of the FOIA]

b(4) Release would disclose trade secrets or confidential or financial
information [(b)(4) of the FOIA] )

b(6) Release would constitute a clearly unwarranted invasion of
‘personal privacy [{b}(6) of the FOIA]

b(7) Release would disclose information compiled for law enforcement
purposes [(b}(7) of the FOIA)

b(8) Release would disclose information concerning the regulation of
financial institutions |(b}(8) of the FOIA|

b(9} Release would disclose geological or geophysical information
concerning wells {(b)(9) of the FOIA] :
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_ DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
=35 PUBLIC SCHOOLS _

# Office of the Chief Executive Qﬁicer
57 415 12th Sycet. NW.

Washington. D.C. 20004-1994
202-724-4222, fax: 202-724-5580

October 27, 1997

Mathematics Committee

MPR Center for Curriculum
and Professional Development
1250 24th Street, NW Suite #350
Washington, DC 20037

Dear Committee Members:

On behalf 6f the District of Columbia Public Schools, it is with great pléasu;re that I
submit the following comments on the draft test specifications for the Voluntary
National 8th Grade Mathematics Test. :

As noted in the document, this proposed assessment has a different but equally
important focus ftom the multitude of other assessment instruments referenced today
with regard to student achievement. The National Assessment of Educational Progress

- (NAEP) is specifically designed to monitor, assess and report on the achievement of the
nation’s students as a whole, while the Third Intemational Mathematics and Science
Study (TIMSS) allows for an international comparison of schools and students. As we
pursue the goal of placing “Children First,” it seems only appropnate that they be
given an opportunity to see how well they are performing in light of the national
standards. The National Voluntary Mathematics Test (NVMT) seems an excellent
opportunity for students, families and teachers to receive information specific to the
student. Certainly, the promise of reporting each student’s scores in the NAEP and
TIMSS is of paramount :mporta.nce to parents and teachers.

The descriptions of the content strands are clearly stated, and it is helpful that the
Committee further identifies the focus areas for each strand. In view of the goal to
predict student achievement on the NAEP and TIMSS, it is most appropriate that the
mathematics content strands for the NVMT mirror those of the 1996 NAEP
Framework. There is no question regarding whether these content strands reflect the
importance of mathematics, since they are also aligned with the National Council of
Teachers of Mathematics, Curriculumn and Evaluation Standards for School
Mathematics. Consequently, the content reﬂects current trends in mathematics
instruction. ‘

Ch‘illdren. FirSI
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- Mathematics Committee
page 2

It is always a ¢oncern as to whether the time is too lengthy or too brief for all when
testing for information about what children know and are able to achieve, and therein
lies the merit to piloting. I think the time allotted by the committee is appropriate and
in addition, I concur that if additional time is needed by an individual student he/she

- should be granted the needed time. This clearly addresses the eqmty issues that may
arise as a result of different learning styles.

Sifice a caveat to a test of this nature is to improve classroom instruction, it seems that
“districts volunteering to participate in this assessment will encourage the use of -
caleulators through their curricula design in order for students to become familiar with

- this tool and learn how to utilize a calculator to solve mathematical problems. (Students
will have the basic knowledge necessary to use a calculator whether or not they are
provided with one during testing time.) However, since calculators are not being
provided, it is incumbent upon the developer to ensure the selection of test 1tems that
do not require the use of a calculator.

I particularly appreciate the approach for providing necessary formulas. The
possession of this kind of information and providing it well in advance of the test will
g0 a long way to fostering the non-threatening atmosphere sought.

The examples were extremely helpful, and I would hope that more could be generated
and provided in advance of the test. This, like the formulas, assists parents, teachers
and students to know what is expected of them.

There is disagreement regarding the types of reports and scores that are deemed to be
most helpful to parents, students and teachers. It is difficult to provide test results that
will only help and not hurt someone.

In closing, I applaud the Committee’s work and look forward to the finalization of the
National Voluntary Mathemancs Test.

Since.rely,

. W.Becton, Jri -
Chief Executive Officer

JWB:ee
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Urban Testing/Achievement Initiative

White House Event: .

(o}
(o}

mid-late June

President announces that: (1) 6-12 cities have commited to
participate in national‘testing starting in 1999, and to
implement locally developed strategy to prepare students for
the tests; and, (2) formation of partnership with cities,
led by ED, .that will broker assistance from federal and
nonfederal sources.

Representatives of educators and others from these cities,
as well as national ordganizations committed to helping them,
present at event (perhaps combined with ED meeting to
organize/launch partnership)

Invite Congressional Deilegations

Simultaneous press conferences occur in each participating
city

commitment:

- to use 4th grade reading and 8th grade math tests to raise

expectations and benchmark student and school performance
to implement locally developed approaches focused on
preparing all students to reach standards in 1999 and
thereafter v

to participate in supportive network with other cities and
ED, sharing information and tools to help all cities move
forward

sign-on requirements: = :

Support of superintendent, school board and union president
Support from some part of general government where possible
-- mayor, city council members

Support from parent, community groups, business and higher
education '

Possible Target Cities (1ist subject to revision):

(o}

0OO0OO0OOOOOO

00O

Los Angeles (already 1ndlcated commitment from school board
and UTLA president)

San Francisco (Rojas supportive)

Seattle

Chicago

Detroit (Michigan already participating)

Milwaukee

Cincinnati/Cleveland

Boston

Philadelphia (though conflict between Hornbeck and union may
be serious obstacle) )

New York City .

Baltimore (Maryland already participating)

D.C.
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Charlotte (North Carolina already participating)
Atlanta

Miami/Dade

New Orleans

Memphis

Houston

Resources/Networks for Recrultlng Cities and partners:

()
()
()

(o]

O000O00O

Council of Great City Scthools

AFT ,

U.S. conference of Mayors,(Education Task Force meets end of
April; Mike Cohen and Jennifer Davis on program)

Reading is Fundamental cities participating in America Reads
roll-out

NSF Urban systemic dlstrlcts .

America Reads College Presidents Steering Committee

Business Coalition for Education Reform/NAB

Urban League

New Standards/National Alliance cities

Action Steps:

o

Internal ED/WH meetlng to develop strategy, coordinate
testing, reading, and math/science initiatives, and identify
federal and nonfederal partners to recruit

Larger Admin. meeting with WH intergovernmental and public
liason to enlist their support and direct their efforts
Meeting with Great City Schools and AFT to refine target
list

ED calls to superintendents, supportive calls made from AFT
and CGCS

Where positive response from sup, discuss how to reach out
to additional partners (possible calls from Sup., ED, WH,
other organizations) I

Explore with sup’s whether/how to link state into effort;
this should be handled on case-by-case basis

Once we have a few cities in hand, begin briefing
organizations with urban focus (c1v11 rights/ethnic groups
business groups, reading and math groups, etc.) to alert
them, and to begin to mobilize their support in all target
cities

ED assembles technical a551stance/network1ng resources from
Labs and other resourceg, NSF, etc.



Interim Advisory Committee for National Testing Initiative

1. Develop Draft Mission Statement

o Assure that national test accurately reflects NAEP
frameworks and achievement levels

o oversee licensing process ,

o} help public understamd nature and importance of, and need

for, these tests

2. Check out FACA and other%legal requirements for appointment
by Secretary, or by President

3. Develop Options for Structure/Composition

o} look at NAGB, NESIC
o} overlapping membershlp ‘with NAGB, NEGP, ACHIEVE
o need: governors, business leaders, teachers, testing

experts, opinion 1eader$, parents, subject experts
Governors: Hunt/Romer; Engler/Thompson/Voinavich/Levitt/Whitman
Legislators: 2 from Goalstanel
Chiefs: Mills/Eastin/WA sfa%e; Bill Randall or one from NAGB

Teachers: Teachers of the Year; Board Certified Teachers;
Presidential Math/Science Teachers

Business Leaders: Gerstner or other from ACHIEVE; leader of BRT

or NAB '
A

Standards/testing experts: Ravitch, Cross, Finn, Warren Simmons,
Resnick/Tucker, Hirsch,

Urban leader: Rudy Crew, Mayor Daley (or other Chicago leader)

Community/Civil Rights Gréﬁps: Hugh Price, Paul Dimond,

i -
L L
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Urgent To Do: e

1. NYC briefing paragraph for POTUS re: nyc voting rights
issues

2. Set up strategy mtg with rasco,smith, wurtzel, peterson,
kincaid, shireman for mon,tues, or wed.

o set up wh mtg for later in week with maria echeveste

3. need to respond to menino letter -- ask bruce who handles
mayors in intergovernmental, and what the deal between marsha
hale and new person is .

4. native americans -- respond to their letter, set up time to
meet just before the dpc native american group meets

5. Teaching event -- need 1l-pager; call Bruce by Monday a.m

wn
6. 1incentive for teaching == call mike, how many new teachers in
critical shortage areas (cities, rural) will we need each year

»



Urban Testing/Achievement Initiative

White House Event:-
0 mid-late June
0 President announces that: (1) 6-12 cities have commited to participate in national testing

starting in 1999, and to implement locally developed strategy to prepare students for the
tests; and, (2) formation of partnership with cities, led by ED, that will broker assistance
from federal and nonfederal sources. "

0 Representatives of educators and others from these cities, as well as national
organizations committed to helping them, present at event (perhaps combined with ED
meeting to organize/launch partnership)

0 Invite Congressional Delegations

0 - Simultaneous press conferences occur in each participating city

City Commitment: :
0 to use 4th grade reading and 8th grade math tests to raise expectations and benchmark

student and school performance :

o  toimplement locally developed approaches focused on preparing all students to reach
standards in 1999 and thereafter :

o’ to participate in supportive network with other cities and ED, sharing information and

tools to help all cities move forward |

City sign-on requirements:

0 Support of superintendent, school board and union president

o - Support from some part of general government where possible - mayor, city council
members :

0 Support from parent commumty groups, business and hlgher educatlon

Poss1ble Target Cities (list subject to revision):
Los Angeles (already indicated commitment from school board and UTLA pres1dent)
San Francisco (Rojas supportlve)
Seattle
Chicago
Detroit (Michigan already partlc1patmg)
Milwaukee: ‘
* Cincinnati/Cleveland
~ Boston ~
Philadelphia (though conflict between Hornbeck and union may be serious obstacle)
New York City '
Baltimore (Maryland already partICIpatlng)
D.C.

00 00000000000



0 Charlotte (North Carolina already pamclpatmg)

0 Atlanta

0 Miami/Dade

o New Orleans

0 Mempbhis

0. Houston

Resources/Networks for Recruiting Cities and partners: V,{f '

) Council of Great City Schools v 60\“‘

0 AFT

0 U.S. Conference of Mayors (Education Task Force meets end of April; Mike Cohen and.
Jennifer Davis on program)

0 Reading is Fundamental cities participating in America Reads roll- out

0 NSF Urban systemic districts

o America Reads College Presidents Steering Committee

0 Business Coalition for Education Reform/NAB

0 ‘Urban League

0 New Standards/National Alliance cities

Action Steps:

0 Internal ED/WH meeting to develop strategy, coordinate testing, reading, and
math/science initiatives, and identify federal and nonfederal partners to recruit

0 Larger.Admin. meeting with WH intergovernmental and pubhc liason to enlist their
support and direct their efforts

0 Meeting with Great City Schools and AFT to refine target list ,

0 ED calls to superintendents, supportive calls made from AFT and CGCS -

0 Where positive response from sup, discuss how to reach out to additional p’aﬂners
(possible calls from Sup., ED, WH, other organizations)

o = Explore with sup's whether/how to link state into effort; this should be handled on case-
by-case basis

) Once we have a few cities in hand, begm briefing organizations with urban focus (civil
rights/ethnic groups, business groups, reading and math groups, etc.) to alert them, and to
begin to mobilize their support in all target cities

0

ED assembles technical assistance/networking resources from Labs and other resources,
NSF, etc. : :

-

v



Michael Coheh .
T 05/29/97 10:22:53 AM

Record Type: Record

1 To:

ce:

Subject:

William R. Kincaid/OPD/EOP

urban testing

What do you think of the following as a framework of organizing and describing to local superintendents
what we can bring to the table? :

Fedeal resources to assist urban districts to prepare students to learn to high standards in reading
and math, as reflected in the national tests

We should describe the resources we have available to:

—

help develop and explain challenging content standards and to more generally raise
expectations (e.g., examples of national, state or local standards, examples of student -
work to high standards, etc.)

improve teaching (e.g., materials, models, resources for professional development)
improve curriculum and instructional materials, including the use of technology
Ttmse r/—a-v/kx#-/,s/{r— 34‘)‘4 [Nizn

provide after—schoul learning opportunities (e.g, reading tutors)

help mobilize local partners, (e.g., from the math/scmnce commumty, business

community) oy acki L pibt sife o e [tk e 1%
provide technical assistance

fund development and/or implementation of local strategies, with new resources or by |
strategic use of existing funding streams
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Initial Target Cities
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Local Affiliate

Telephone Number

President

Atlanta Education Anita Spann-Peek 404-758-9444 .
Association L I
Frésno Teachers’ Association | Carol Massey 209-224-8430
Long Beach Patricia Williams 310-426-6433.
Association of Teachers . N o o
Memphis Education Wayne Pike 901-454-0966
Association .

Seattle Education Association

Berleeta Wooten

206-283-8443




City City Total Percentage
Atlanta 59,560 13
Boston 61,489 14
Broward County 199,255 45
Chicago 407,241 92
Cincinnati 52,852 12
El Paso 64,880 15
Fresno 77,023 17
Houston 202,149 46
Long Beach 78,127 18
Los Angeles 632,973 14 -
Memphis 98,009 25
Milwaukee ‘ le8,643 22
New Orleans 86,028 19
New York City 1,022,534 231
Philadelphia 208,710 47
San Antonio 60,419 .14
San Francisco 61,340 .14
Seattle 46,565 11
U.S. Total including DOD schools 44,197,344

1,41




Fedeal resources to assist urban districts to prepare students to learn to high. standards in
readmg and math, as reflected in the national tests

We should describe the resources we have available to:

) help develop and explain challenging content standards and to more generally raise
expectations (e.g., examples of national, state or Iocal standards, examples of student
work to hlgh standards, etc.)

0 help districts determine how to integrate these tests with other state and local assessment
programs '

0 improve teaching (e.g., métefials, models, resources for professional development)

0 improve cﬁrriculum, and instructional materials (e.g., TIMSS Toolkit, NSF guideé, étc.

o  promote the effective use of technology (e.g., technology literacy grants, access to online

information from federal agencies, ways of using new e-rate)

0 provide after-school learning opportunities (e.g, reading tutors)

0 help mobilize local partners, (e.g., from the math/science community, business
community)

0 establish networks among key people in local dlStI‘lCtS to help them learn from each

other, pool resources, etc.
o provide technical assistance

0 fund development and/or implementation of local strategies, with new resources or by
strateglc use of existing funding streams
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Initial Target Cities
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POSSIBLE TARGET CITIES

NSF/USI - CGCS target  State
: signed-on
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Baltimore
Boston
Chicago
Cincinnati
Clark County
Cleveland
Colombus
Dallas
Detroit

El Paso
Fresno
Houston

Long Beach
Los Angeles
Memphis
Miami
Milwaukee
Minneapolis
New Orleans
New York City
Oakland
Philadelphia
Phoenix

Rochester

USI CGCS target

Pve o
in A

4)

State
signed-on



San Antonio

San Diego

San Francisco

Seattle
St. Louis

Tucson

"

USI CGCS target

state
signed-on



NSF/UST . CGCS target State
signed-on

v

Boston

| Cincinnati
Clark County
CIe?eland\/ |
Colombus
Dallas
El Paso
Fresno
Houéton\/ E
Long Beach
Los Angeles\/

~ Memphis

Miami
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New Orleans

"f"- Py
New York C1



£

NSF/USI " CGCS target State EZ
' ' ~ signed-on

Oakland
| Phoenix

Rochester

San Antonio

San Diego

San Francisco

Seattle

St. Louis

Tucson
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Urban Systemic Initiatives

jigibility for the USI program is limited to the cities with the- largest
cr of school-age children (ages 5 to 17) living in economic poverty as
ned by the 1990 census.

Ca s$50 y

Baltimore A
Chicago v *
Cincinnati | v

Cleveland

Columbus |
Dallas - )
Detroit
ElPaso -/
Fresno .

Los Angeles v
Memphis ‘/d -
Miami
. Milwaukee ‘
NewOrleans = /™
New York %
Philadelphia S
Phoenix
San Antonio
San Diego
St. Louis

Media Contact: Pgter West (703) 306-1070/pwest@nsf.gov
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EMPOWERMENT ZONE DIRECT ORS

" Pece O %5&5‘9 o
ATLANTA ? Ol WP L C Q@UM
(do not know name of director) - C mg c C\G
Atlanta Empowerment Zone (‘orporanon O S—

(404) 331-4480

BALTIMORE

Diane Bell

Limpower Baltimore Managemcnt (,orporutmn
(410) 783-4400

CHICAGO
Bridget Rrown

Chicago Empowerment Zone
(312) 744-9623

DETROIT

Gloria Robinson : :
Empowerment Zone Dcvclopmcnl Corporation
(313) 872-8050

NEW YORK
Dcbra Wright :
Upper Manhattan bmpowcrmuxt Zone Devdopmcnt (,orpomuon - Harlem
(212) 932 1902

Yvette Clark
Bronx Overall Economic Development Corporanon gnuth Bronx
(718) 590-6202

PHILADELPHIA/CAMDEN
Carlos Acosta

~ Philadelphia. Cmpowerment Loncs
(215) 686-9404 ;

Richard Cummings .
Camden Empowcrment Zone Corporation
(609) 541-2836
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State and Local Testing Sign-Up
July 25 event
City Sign Up

Cities Already Contacted
Boston -- Superintendent interested*

Broward -- Superintendeﬁt interested

Cincinnaﬁ -- Superintendent interested

Long Beach -- Superintendent interested |
Philadelphia -- Superintendent interested

San Antonio -- Superintendént publicly committed
New Orleans -- Superiﬁtendent will consider

Next Target Cities

ElPaso - Wy : ' | )
Fresno - “‘-w] -

Houston

Los Angeles - \’Le»}

Milwaukee - ,
Chicago  — fN\cley
Memphis - T ke

New York City - Ve
San Francisco - (Lé*j

Seéttle

OMmaha
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States Sign Up

States Signed Up: As you know, 6 states -- Maryland, Michigan, North Carolina, West
Virginia, Massachusetts, and Kentucky -- have pledged to participate in the test, with support in
each case coming from the governor, the chief state school officer and the state board of
education. In addition, the Department of Defense schools have also pledged to participate in the

- testlng initiative.

In a seventh state, California, State Superintendent Delaine Eastin has pledged her
support, though Gov. Wilson and the State Board of Education (Wilson appointees) have
withheld theirs. They have not opposed participation in the test, but instead have chosen to
oppose Delaine's independent action. These 7 states represent approximately 24% of the nation’s
4th and 8th graders.

Next Target States: A number of additional states are within reach in the near future,
based on our discussions with governors and chief state school officers. Over the next several
weeks we will work to nail down as many of these states as possible. If possible, we would like
to hold a multi-state sign-up event with a handful of states at the White House in mid-July.

Our most promising current targets are 14 states with another 20% of the 4th and 8th
grade population: :

Sved co¥4 . Colorado Gov. Romer has indicated his intention for Colorado to participate. We are

j\(\

working with him to determine how soon he will be prepared to announce 'publicly.

Nevada Gov. Miller has indicated that he wants Nevada to participate. We are also
working with him to determine the timing of the announcement.

Vermont Gov. Dean wants Vermont to participate; he is-working to secure the support
throughout the state for Vermont’s participation. One critical step in this process is a mid-July
meeting of a state task force on student achievement. No official decision w111 be made until
after this meeting. '

_ Missouri Gov. Carnahan and his chief state school officer are prepared for Missouri to
participate in the 4th grade reading test. They have just completed the development of an 8th
grade state math test (at a cost of $6 million) and do not believe they can move forward with a

‘separate national math test as well. We are working with Carnahan to determine the timing of an

announcement.

Delaware Gov. Carper is heavily leaning toward participating in the national testing
initiative; he is planning on working to secure the support of his state board of education and
legislature. We will work with Carper to determine how soon he will be prepared to make a
public commitment. ' '

Utah Gov. itt has expressed tentative interest in having Utah participate, pending
consultation with his chief state school officer. We are following up directly and working with




Romer to secure Leavitt’s support.

Wyoming Gov. Geringer participated in a conference call with Secretary Riley, Mike
- Cohen, and a number of governors identified above. He expressed considerable interest, and we -
are now following up with him. '

Oregon Gov. Kitzhaber and State Superintendent Norma.Paulns are both interested in
Oregon's participation, with the most active leadership coming from Norma. Norma has-
indicated they would be willing to make a public announcement after the legislature adjourns in
late June.

New Jersey Prehmrnary discussions with the New J ersey ‘Commissioner of Education (a
gubernatorial appointee) indicated clear interest from him and Gov. Whitman. The New Jersey
Supreme Court recently ruled that the state's approach to complying with a court order to provide
more equitable funding is unconstitutional, so the attention of state education. officials is now
heavily focused on school finance issues: But we are trying to determme 1f an announcement
from New Jersey will be feasible in the near future.

New York Commissioner Rick Mills is working to secure New York State's

~ participation in your testing initiative. He has discussed this privately and publicly with the
Board of Regents, has solicited input from education and business leaders in the state, and has
discussed it with Gov. Pataki. There is no specific timetable for the Regents to take this issue up,
but Rick is push1ng to have the Regents consider this as soon as possible.

Wisconsin Gov. Thompson has moved from initial opposition (he wrote an op-ed piece
in the New York Times in February) to tentative interest, in part due to several conversations
with Secretary Riley which resolved some misunderstandings he had. We believe Thompson is
interested in having Wisconsin participate in the tests, although a running conflict with his chief
state school officer may make it difficult for Thompson to provide the necessary in-state
leadership. We are reaching out to the chief state school officer in an attempt to resolve this
problem.

New Hampshire Gov. Shaheen is inclined to support participation in the test, as is
Commissioner of Education Betty Twomey. They are both currently preoccupied with enacting
Shaheen’s kindergarten initiative. Once the leglslatlve session is over, we will approach Gov..
Shaheen again.

Maine Both the Commissioner of Education and Gov. King have expressed preliminary
- interest in participating in the test. We are working with them to address concerns they have
raised regarding how best to integrate the tests into their own standards and tests, and to explain
participation in national standards and tests to the public after so much effort has gone into
developing the state’s own standards. '

Tennessee The Commissioner of Education (a gubernatorial appointee) is very interested
in participating in the testing initiative, and had secured Gov. Sundquist’s agreement to



i

participate. Unfortunately, within the past several days, as we were working toward an
announcement with the Vice President prior to next week’s Family Conference, Sundquist has
begun to backpeddle, apparantly under pressure from the far right. Sundquist has told the
Commissioner that he still intends to participate, but at some later, unspecified time.



Romer to secure Leavitt’s suppert.

Wyoming Gov. Geringer participated in a conference call with Secretary 'Riley, Mike
Cohen, and a number of governors 1dent1ﬁed above. He expressed considerable 1nterest and we
are now following up with him. '

Oregon Gov. Kitzhaber and State Superintendent Norma Paulus are both interested in
Oregon's participation, with the most active leadership coming from Norma. Norma has
indicated they would be willing to make a public announcement after the leglslature adjourns in
late June,

New Jersey Preliminary discussions with the New Jersey Commissioner of Education (a
gubernatorial appointee) indicated clear interest from him and Gov. Whitman. The New Jersey
Supreme Court recently ruled that the state's approach to complying with a court order to provide
more equitable funding is unconstitutional, so the attention of state education officials is now
heavily focused on school finance issues. But we are trying to determine 1f an announcement
from New Jersey will be feasible in the near future.

New York Commissioner Rick Mills is working to secure New York State's
participation in your testing initiative. He has discussed this privately and publicly with the
Board of Regents, has solicited input from education and business leaders in the state, and has
~ discussed it with Gov. Pataki. There is no specific timetable for the Regents to take this issue up,
but Rick is pushing to haVe the Regents consider this as soon as possible.

Wisconsin' Gov. Thompson has moved from initial opposition (he wrote an op-ed plece

« in the New York Times in February) to tentative interest, in part due to several conversations
with Secretary Riley which resolved some misunderstandings he had. We believe Thompson is

* interested in having Wisconsin participate in the tests, although a running conflict with his chief
state school officer may make it difficult for Thompson to provide the necessary in-state -
leadership. We are reaching out to the chlef state school ofﬁcer in an attempt to resolve this
problem. :

New Hampshire Gov. Shaheen is inclined to support participatien in the test, as is
Commissioner of Education Betty Twomey. They are both currently preoccupied with enacting
Shaheen’s kindergarten initiative. Once the leglslatlve session is over, we w111 approach Gov.
Shaheen again. :

Maine Both the Commissioner of Education aid Gov. ng have expressed prellmmary ‘
interest in participating in the test. We are working with them to address concerns they have
raised regarding how best to integrate the tests into their own standards and tests, and to eéxplain
participation in national standards and tests to the public after so much effort has gone into
developing the state’s own standards. :

Tennessee The Commissioner of Education (a gubernatorial appointee) is very interested
~ in participating in the testing initiative, and had secured Gov. Sundquist’s agreement to



partlclpate Unfortunately, within the past several days, as we were workmg toward an
announcement with the Vice Pre31dent prior to next week’s Farmly Conference, Sundquist has
begun to backpeddle, apparantly under pressure from the far right. Sundquist has told the
Commissioner that he still intends to participate, but at some later, unspecified time.



State and Local Testing Sign-Up
July 25 event
City Sign Up

Cities Already Contacted
Boston -- Superintendent interested*

Broward -- Super_intendent interested

Cincinnati -- Superinterident interested

Long Beach -- Superintendent interested
Philadelphia -- St‘lperintendeﬁt intefested

‘San Antonig' -- Superintendent publicly committed

New Orleans -- Superintendent will consider

Next Target Cities
El Paso

Fresno
Houston

Los Angeles
Milwaukee
Chicago "
Memphis

New York City
San Francisco

Seattle



~States Sign Up
States Signed Up: As you know, 6 states -- Maryland, Michigan, North Carolina, West
Virginia, Massachusetts, and Kentucky -- have pledged to participate in the test, with support in .
each case coming from the governor, the chief state school officer and the state board of
. education. In addition, the Department of Defense schools have also pledged to partlmpate in the
testing initiative.

In a seventh state, California, State Superintendent Delaine Eastin has pledged her
support, though Gov. Wilson and the State Board of Education (Wilson appointees) have
withheld theirs. They have not opposed participation in the test, but instead have chosen to
oppose Delaine's independent action. These 7 states represent approximately 24% of the nation’s
4th and 8th graders. :

Next Target States: A number of additional states are within reach in the near future,
based on our discussions with governors and chief state school officers. Over the next several
. weeks we will work to nail down as many of these states as possible. If possible, we would like
" to hold a multi-state sign-up event with a handful of states at the White House in mid-July.

Our most promising current targets are 14 states with another 20% of the 4th and 8th
grade population:

Colorado Gov. Romer has indicated his lnten’uon for Colorado to part1c1pate We are
workmg with him to determine how soon he w111 be prepared to announce publ icly.

Nevada Gov. Miller has indicated that he wants Nevada to part1c1pate We are also
working with him to determine the timing of the announcement.

Vermont Gov. Dean wants Vermont to participate; he is working to secure the support
throughout the state for Vermont’s participation. One critical step in this process is a mid-July
meeting of a state task force on student achievement. No official decision will be made until
after this meeting: :

Missouri Gov. Carnahan and his chief state school officer are prepared for Missouri to
participate in the 4th grade reading test. They have just completed the development of an 8th
grade state math test (at a cost of $6 million) and do not believe they can move forward with a
separate national math test as well. We are working with Carnahan to determine the timing of an
announcement. ' ‘

Delaware Gov. Carper is heavily leaning toward participating in the national testing
initiative; he is planning on working to secure the support of his state board of education and
" legislature. We will work with Carper to determine how soon he will be prepared to make a
public commitment.

Utah. Gov. Leavitt has expressed tentative interest in having Utah participate, pending
consultation with his chief state school officer. We are following up directly and working with



Romer to secure Leavitt’s support.

Wyoming Gov. Geringer participated in a conference call with Secretary Riley, Mike
Cohen, and a number of governors identified above. He expressed considerable interest, and we
are now following up with him.

‘Oregon Gov. Kitzhaber and State Superintendent Norma Paulus are both interested in
Oregon's participation, with the most active leadership coming from Norma. Norma has
indicated they would be Wllhng to make a public announcement after the legislature adjourns in
late June.

New Jersey Preliminary discussions with the New Jersey Commissioner of Education (a
gubernatorial appointee) indicated clear interest from him and Gov. Whitman. The New Jersey -
Supreme Court recently ruled that the state's approach to complying with a court order to provide
more equitable funding is unconstitutional, so the attention of state education officials is now -
heavily focused on school finance issues. But we are trying to determine if an announcement
from New Jersey will be fea31b1e in the near future.

New York Commissioner Rick Mills is working to secufe New York State's -
participation in your testing initiative. He has discussed this privately and publicly with the
Board of Regents, has solicited input from education and business leaders in the state, and has
discussed it with Gov. Pataki. There is no specific timetable for the Regents to take this issue up,
but Rick is pushing to have the Regents consider this as soon as possible.

Wisconsin Gov. Thompson has moved from initial opposition (he wrote an op-ed piece
in the New York Times in February) to tentative interest, in part due to several conversations
with Secretary Riley which resolved some misunderstandings he had. We believe Thompson is
interested in having Wisconsin participate in the tests, although a running conflict with his chief
state school officer may make it difficult for Thompson to provide the necessary in-state
leadership. We are reaching out to the chief state school officer in an attempt to resolve this
problem.

New Hampshire Gov. Shaheen is inclined to support part1c1pat1on in the test, as is
Commissioner of Education Betty Twomey. They are both currently preoccupled with enacting
Shaheen’s kindergarten initiative. Once the legislative sessmn is over, we wﬂl approach Gov.
Shaheen again. ~

- Maine Both the Commissioner of Education and Gov. King have expressed preliminary
interest in participating in the test. We are working with them to address concerns they have
raised regarding how best to integrate the tests into their own standards and tests, and to explain
participation in national standards and tests to the public after so much effort has gone 1nt0 '
developing the state’s own standards. :

Tennessee The Commissioner of Education (a gubernatorial appointee) is very interested
in participating in the testing initiative, and had secured Gov. Sundquist’s agreement to



participate. Unfortunately, within the past several days, as we were working toward an
announcement with the Vice President prior to next week’s Family Conference, Sundquist has
begun to backpeddle, apparantly under pressure from the far right. Sundquist has told the
Commissioner that he still intends to participate, but at some later, unspecified time.



State and Local Testing Sign-Up
' . July 25 event
City Sign Up

Cities Already Contacted

- Boston -- Superintendent interested*

Broward -- Superintendent interested

Cincinnati -- Superintendent interested

Long Beach -- Superintendent interested
Philadelphia -- Silperintendent interested

San Antonio -- Superintendent publicly committed
New Orleans -- Superintendent will consider

Next et Cities
El Paso

Fresno

Houston

Los Aﬁgcles

Milv«}aukee

Chicago
Memphis

New York City

San Francisco

Seattle



States Sign Up

States Signed Up: As you know, 6 states -- Maryland Michigan, North Carolina, West
Virginia, Massachusetts, and Kentucky -- have pledged to participate in the test, with support in .
each case coming from the governor, the chief state school officer and the state board of
education. In addition, the Department of Defense schools have also pledged to part1c1pate in the
-testmg initiative.

In a seventh state, California, State Superintendent Delaine Eastin has pledged her
support, though Gov. Wilson and the State Board of Education (Wilson appointees) have
withheld theirs. They-have not opposed participation in the test, but instead have chosen to
oppose Delaine's independent action. These 7 states represent approximately 24% of the nation’s
4th and 8th graders.

Next Target States: A number of additional states are within reach in the near future,
based on our discussions with governors.and chief state school officers. Over the next several
. weeks we will work to nail down as many of these states as possible. If possible, we would like
" to hold a multi-state sign-up event with.a handful of states at the White House in mid-J uly.

Our most promising current targets are 14 states with another 20% of the 4th and 8th
grade population:

Colorado Gov. Romer has indicated his 1ntent10n for Colorado to part1c1pate We are
working with him to determine how soon he will be prepared to announce publicly '

Nevada Gov. Miller has indicated that he wants Nevada to participate. We are also
working with him to determine the timing of the announcement.

Vermont Gov. Dean wants Vermont to participate; he is working to secure the support
throughout the state for Vermont’s participation. One critical step in this process is a mid-July
meeting of a state task force on student achievement. No official decision will be made until
after this meeting: :

Mlssourl Gov. Carnahan and hlS chief state school officer are prepared for Missouri to
participate in the 4th grade reading test. They have just completed the development of an 8th
grade state math test (at a cost of $6 million) and do not believe they can move forward witha
separate national math test as well. We are working with Carnahan to determine the timing of an
announcement.

Delaware G()v Carper is heavily leaning toward participating in the national testing

' legislature We will work with Carper to determme how soon he w111 be prepared to make a
public commitment.

. Utah- Gov. Leavitt has expressed fentative interest in having Utah participate, pending
consultation with his chief state school officer. We are following up directly and working with



Romer to secure Leavitt’s support.

Wyoming Gov. Geringer participated in a conference éall with Secretary Riley, Mike
Cohen, and a number of governors identified above. He expressed considerable interest, and we
are now following up with him.

‘Oregon Gov. Kitzhaber and State Superintendent Norma Paulus are both interested in
Oregon's participation, with the most active leadership coming from Norma. Norma has
indicated they would be willing to make a public announcement after the leglslature adjourns in
late June.

New Jersey Preliminary discussions with the New Jersey Commissioner of Education (a
gubernatorial appointee) indicated clear interest from him and Gov. Whitman. The New Jersey
Supreme Court recently ruled that the state's approach to complying with a court order to provide
more equitable funding is unconstitutional, so the attention of state education officials is now
heavily focused on school finance issues. But we are trying to determine if an announcement
from New Jersey will be feasible in the near future.

New York Commissioner Rick Mills is working to secure New York State's
participation in your testing initiative. He has discussed this privately and publicly with the
Board of Regents, has solicited input from education and business leaders in the state, and has
discussed it with Gov. Pataki. There is no specific timetable for the Regents to take this issue up,
but Rle is pushing to have the Regents consider this as soon as possible.

Wisconsin -Gov. Thompson has moved from initial opposition (he wrote an op-ed piece
in the New York Times in February) to tentative interest, in part due to several conversations
with Secretary Riley which resolved some misunderstandings he had. . We believe Thompson is
interested in having Wisconsin participate in the tests, although a running conflict with his chief
state school officer may make it difficult for Thompson to provide the necessary in-state
leadership. We are reaching out to the chief state school officer in an attempt to resolve this
problem.

New Hampshire Gov. Shaheen is inclined to support participation in the test, asis .
Commissioner of Education Betty Twomey. They are both currently preoccupied with enacting
‘Shaheen’s kindergarten initiative. Once the legislative sessmn is over, we wﬂl approach Gov.
Shaheen again.

Maine Both the Commissioner of Education and Gov. King have expressed preliminary

" interest in participating in the test. We are working with them to address concerns they have
raised regarding how best to integrate the tests into their own standards and tests, and to explain
participation in national standards and tests to the public after so much effort has gone mto '
developing the state’s own standards. :

Tennessee The Commissioner of Education (a gubernatorial appointee) is very interested
in participating in the testing initiative, and had secured Gov. Sundquist’s agreement to



participate. Unfortunately, within the past several days, as we were working toward an
“announcement with the Vice President prior to next week’s Family Conference, Sundquist has

begun to backpeddle, apparantly under pressure from the far right. Sundquist has told the

Commissioner that he still intends to participate, but at some later, unspecified time.



State and Local Testing Sign-Up
July 25 event
City Sign Up

Cities Already Contacted

Boston -- Superintendent interested*

ﬁroward -- Superintendent interested -
Cincinnati -- Superintendent interested

Long Beach -- Superintendent interested
Philadelphia‘-- Slilperintenc.icnt interested

San Antonio -- Sﬁperintendent publicly commifted

‘New Orleans - Superintendent will consider

Néxt Target Cities
El Paso

Fresno
Houston

Los Angeles |
Milwaukee
Chicago
Memphis

New York City
San Francisco

Seattle



States Sign Up

States Signed Up: As you know, 6 states -- Maryland, Michigan, North Carolina, West
Virginia, Massachusetts, and Kentucky -- have pledged to participate in the test, with support in
each case coming from the governor, the chief state school officer and the state board of .
education. In addition, the Department of Defense schools have also pledged to participate in the
testing initiative. | |

In a seventh state, California, State Superintendent Delaine Eastin has pledged her
support, though Gov. Wilson and the State Board of Education (Wilson appointees) have
withheld theirs. They have not opposed participation in the test, but instead have chosen to
oppose Delaine's independent action. These 7 states represent approxrmately 24% of the nation’s
4th and 8th graders : '

Next Target States: A number of additional states are within reach in the near future,
based on our discussions with governors.and chief state school officers. Over the next several
. weeks we will work to nail down as many of these states as possible. If possible, we would like
" to hold a multi-state sign-up event with a handful of states at the White House in mid-July.

Our most promlsrng current targets are 14 states with another 20% of the 4th and 8th
grade population: .

Colorado Gov. Romer has indicated his intention for Colorado to participate. We are
working with him to determine how soon he will be prepared to announce publicly. -

Nevada Gov. Miller has indicated that he wants Nevada to participate. We are also
working with him to determine the timing of the announcement.

Vermont Gov. Dean wants Vermont to participate; he is working to secure the support
throughout the state for Vermont’s participation. One critical step in this process is a mid-July
meeting of a state task force on student achievement. No official decision will be made until
~ after this meeting: : :

Missouri Gov. Carnahan and his chief state school officer are prepared for Missouri to
participate in the 4th grade reading test. They have just completed the development of an 8th
grade state math test (at a cost of $6 million) and do not believe they can move forward with a
separate national math test as well. We are working with Carnahan to determine the timing of an
announcement.

Delaware G0v Carper is heavily leaning toward participating in the national teéting

legrslature We will work with Carper to determme how soon he will be prepared to make a
public commitment.

_ Utah- Gov. Leavitt has expressed tentative interest in having Utah participate, pending
consultation with his chief state school officer. We are following up directly and working with



Romer to secure Leavitt’s support.

Wyoming Gov. Geringer participated in a conference call with Secretary Riley, Mike
Cohen, and a number of governors identified above. He expressed considerable interest, and we
are now following up with him. »

Oregon Gov. Kitzhaber and State Superintendent Norma Paulus are both interested in
Oregon's participation, with the most active leadership coming from Norma. Norma has
indicated they would be willing to make a public announcement after the legislature adjourns in
late June.

New Jersey Preliminary discussions with the New Jersey Commissioner of Education (a
gubernatorial appointee) indicated clear interest from him and Gov. Whitman. The New Jersey
Supreme Court recently ruled that the state's approach to complying with a court order to provide
more equitable funding is unconstitutional, so the attention of state education officials is now
heavily focused on school finance issues. But we are trying to determine if an announcement
from New Jersey will be feasible in the near future.

New York Commissioner Rick Mills is working to secure New York State's
participation in your testing initiative. He has discussed this privately and publicly with the
Board of Regents, has solicited input from education and business leaders in the state, and has
discussed it with Gov. Pataki. There is no specific timetable for the Regents to take this issue up,
but Rxck is pushing to have the Regents consider this as soon as possible. .

Wisconsin Gov. Thompson has moved from initial opposmon (he wrote an op-ed piece
in the New York Times in February) to tentative interest, in part due to several conversations
with Secretary Riley which resolved some misunderstandings he had. We believe Thompson is
interested in having Wisconsin participate in the tests, although a running conflict with his chief
state school officer may make it difficult for Thompson to provide the necessary iri-state
leadership. We are reaching out to the clnef state school ofﬁcer in an'attempt to reso]ve this
problem.

New Hampshire Gov. Shaheen is inclined to support partlclpatlon in the test, as is
Commissioner of Education Betty Twomey. They are both currently preoccupled with enacting
Shaheen’s kmdergarten initiative. Once the legislative session is over, we m]l approach Gov.
Shaheen again.

Maine Both the Commissioner of Education and Gov. King have expressed prehmmary
interest in participating in the test. We are working with them to address concerns they have
raised regarding how best to integrate the tests into their own standards and tests, and to explain
' participation in national standards and tests to the public after so much effort has gone mto ‘
developing the state’s own standards.

Tennessee The Commissioner of Education (a gubernatorial appointee) is ifery interested
in participating in the testing initiative, and had secured Gov. Sundquist’s agreement to ‘



participate. Unfortunately, within the past several days, as we were working toward an

- announcement with the Vice President prior to next week’s Family Conference, Sundquist has
* begun to backpeddle, apparantly under pressure from the far right. Sundquist has told the
Commissioner that he still intends to participate, but at some later, unspecified time.



. State and Local Testing Sign-Up
' ~ July 25 event
City Sign Up

Cities Already Contacted
Boston -- Superintendent interested*

Broward -- Superintendent interestéd :

Cincinnati -- Suijcrintendent interested

Long Beach -- Superintendent interested
Philadelphia -- St;perintendent interestéd

San Antonio -- Superintendent'publicly committed
New Orleans -- Superintendent will consider

Next Target Cities
El Paso

Fresno
Houston
Los Angeles |
Milwaukee
‘Chicago
Memphis ' -
New York City
San Francisco

Seattle



States Sign Up

States Signed Up: As you know 6 states -- Maryland, Mlchlgan North Carohna West
Virginia, Massachusetts, and Kentucky -- have pledged to participate in the test, with supportin .
each case coming from the governor, the chief state school officer and the state board of o
education. In addition, the Department of Defense schools have also pledged to participate in the
testing initiative.

In a seventh state, California, State Superintendent Delaine Eastin has pledged her
support, though Gov. Wilson and the State Board of Education (Wilson appointees) have
withheld theirs. They have not opposed participation in the test, but instead have chosen to
oppose Delaine's independent action. These 7 states represent approximately 24% of the nation’s
4th and 8th graders ‘

Next Target Stateg A number of additional states are within reach in the near future,
based on our discussions with governors and chief state school officers. Over the next several
. weeks we will work to nail down as many of these states as possible. If possible, we would like
~ to hold a multi-state sign-up event with a handful of states at the White House in mid-J uly.

Our most promising current targets are 14 states with another 20% of the 4th and 8th
grade population:

Colorado Gov. Romer has indicated his 1ntent10n for Colorado to partlmpate We are
workmg with him to determine how soon he will be prepared to announce pubhcly

Nevada Gov. Miller has indicated that he wants Nevada to participate. We are also
working with him to determine the timing of the announcement.

: Vermont Gov. Dean wants Vermont to participate; he is workmg to secure the support
throughout the state for Vermont’s participation. One critical step in this process is a mid-July
meeting of a state task force on student achievement. No official decision will be made until
after this meeting: :

Missouri Gov. Carnahan and his chief state school officer are prepared for Missouri to
participate in the 4th grade reading test. They have just completed the development of an 8th
grade state math test (at a cost of $6 million) and do not believe they can move forward with a
separate national math test as well. We are workmg with Camahan to determine the timing of an
announcement.

Delaware Gc')v Carper is heavily leaning toward participating in the national testing

e e e

leglslature We will work with Carper to determme how soon he will be prepared to make a
public commitment.

Utahr Gov. Leavitt has expressed tentative interest in having Utah participate, pending
~ consultation with his chief state school officer. We are following up directly and working with



.Romer to secure Leavitt’s support.

Wyoming Gov. Geringer participated in a conference call with Secretary Rlley, Mike
Cohen, and a-number of governors identified above. He expressed considerable interest, and we
are now following up with him.

Oregon Gov. Kitzhaber and State Superintendent Norma Paulus are both interested in
Oregon's participation, with the most active leadership coming from Norma. Norma has
indicated they would be willing to make a public announcement after the legislature adjourns in
late June.: .

New Jersey Preliminary discussions with the New Jersey Commissioner of Education (a
gubernatorial appointee) indicated clear interest from him and Gov. Whitman. The New Jersey
- Supreme Court recently ruled that the state's approach to complying with a court order to provide
more equitable funding is unconstitutional, so the attention of state education officials is now
heavily focused on school finance issues. But we are trying to determine if an announcement
from New Jersey will be feasible in the near future.

New York Commissioner Rick Mills is working to secure New York State's
participation in your testing initiative. He has discussed this privately and publicly with the
Board of Regents, has solicited input from education and business leaders in the state, and has
discussed it with Gov. Pataki. There is no specific timetable for the Regents to take this issue up,
but R1ck is pushing to have the Regents consider this as soon as possible.

Wisconsin Gov. Thompson has moved from initial opposition (he wrote an op-ed piece
in the New York Times in February) to tentative interest, in part due to several conversations
with Secretary Riley which resolved some misunderstandings he had. We believe Thompson is
interested in having Wisconsin participate in the tests, although a running conflict with his chief
state school officer may make it difficult for Thompson to provide the necessary in-state
leadership. We are reaching out to the chief state school ofﬁcer in anattempt to resolve this
problem.

New Hampshire Gov. Shaheen is inclined to support participation in the test, asis
Commissioner of Education Betty Twomey. They are both currently preoccupied with enacting
Shaheen’s kmdergarten initiative. Once the legislative session is over, we wﬂl approach Gov.
Shaheen again.

Maine Both the Commissioner of Education and Gov. King have expressed prehmmary
interest in participating in the test. We are working with them to address concerns they have
raised regarding how best to integrate the tests into their own standards and tests, and to explain
participation in national standards and tests to the public after so much effort has gone mto
developing the state’s own standards.

A Temiessee The Commissioner of Education (a gubernatorial appointee) is very interested
in participating in the testing initiative, and had secured Gov. Sundquist’s agreement to



participate. Unfortunately, within the past several days, as we were working toward an
announcement with the Vice President prior to next week’s Family Conference, Sundquist has
. begun to backpeddle, apparantly under pressure from the far right. Sundquist has told the
Commissioner that he still intends to participate, but at some later, unspecified time.
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Friday, July 25, 1997

ED and NSF attendeés should arrive at Mar%iott and

.proceed to hall and be seated .in the audlence

POTUS meets rece1v1ng line of 20 people from NAESP

~POTUS~meets Dlstrlct Delegatlons for photos, after
-photo groups will be seated in‘audience | ;

EVENT

District Delegatlons will meetjwithAregioﬁalipress
at Marriott , S

Dlstrlct Delegatlons will drlve to OEOB for lunch

.Dlstrlct Delegatlons will be waved 1nto bu1ld1ng

and proceed to Indian Treaty Room ' !

1

,;Dlstrlct Delegatlon will meet ‘with White House,

Educatlon and Natlonal Sc1ence Foundatlon'staff
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Evaluation

We further understand that the Council of the Chief State School Officers and MPR have
been awarded the contract to develop test specifications. CGCS is uniquely qualified to
collaborate with the U.S. Department. of Education on three of the remaining four
contracts. Listed below are examples of activities for which the Council might become
engaged. A general category is also included which highlights tasks which may not fall .
in either of the three categories.

¢ Study/document test administration procedures

¢* Establish focus groups to address critical issues

e Provide technical assistance to districts

e Study/document how test scores are understood and utilized

¢ Study/document changes made at local level as a result of the national tests

¢ Study/document the licensing process

License for scoring and reporting

e Provide technical assistance to districts re: test score interpretation

e Serve on technical advisory board to ensure that urban issues are addressed

e Provide input on test reporting guidelines ‘

e Provide input on how information should be shared with staff, parents and the
general community ‘

e Provide input on how background mformatlon may be used

¢ Provide input on format for reporting results to states and/or districts

e Develop protocol for determining mclus-on criteria and accommodatlon processes

Item and Test Development

o Participate in the item review process

e Helping identify experts

e Provide input in the development of a parent information booklet

e Provide input in the development of best metric and reporting format .

General .

e Participate in the identification of materials/strategies for instructional improvement

* Provide technical assistance to align local curriculum with standards

¢ Form an Urban Advisory Group designed to provide input on issues which are
addressed by more than one RFP |

Typically, the leadership responsibility for activities such as these are awarded to persons

and/or organizations identified as "national experts". Reports from these experts,

though scholarly in nature, do not always recognize the issues and needs of students,

teachers and administrators representing urban cities and thus, are of hmlted use for

purposes of assisting with local 1mplementat10n

The Council has and will continue to make a significant investment in ensuring the
success of this very important education initiative. CGCS involvement must extend
beyond the current discussion level. We have highlighted a few of the areas where we
can become involved. We welcome the opportunity to further explore these thoughts.

1
l
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National Testing

By FAYE FIORE and JONATHAN PETERSON
TIMES STAFF WRITERS .

ojectLi rvagive
WASHINGTON —Rejecting Per r
doubts about the role of paupnal ) Lilsf‘ in
education, 16 méjo{ schogl ﬁtﬁ?ﬁf&f signdmged
those in Los Angeles anc  Beat %or Sy
Friday o President Ch_nton ] ]
ggademicysmndards. agreeing 10 swt:it Les(z;:rg
fourth-graders for reading and eight -m
for ath before the end of the century.

Accusing many of the nation’s governors of -

| i ~ Cli lauded the
“dragging their feet, Clinton appl hie
schogl diStﬂCts-"-fwmtghi;j :‘1; Sa::i;rﬁﬁ aatls\:oﬁd
eiude Fresno's—for : L :
have becn literally unthinkable™ just a few

years ago.
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~ Continued from B1
Voluntary nauonal testing re-
mains a highly controversial issue
in many states. wiin officials ques-
‘tioning everything from the type of
examinations that would be admrn-
istered 1o the politieal fzllout that
eolild result from poor scores.
Only seven of the nation's Zav-
ernors have embraced Clinton's.
cidea. Acd school districis in 38
susies fave seenunwilling so far o
pariicipate in 2nx national nlen.
A spoResman fo Californiz Cov.
Pete Wi :

& i

1

for ieming.

testins = ihes’™
Ince=d, tne -

tesis il be o

Angeles and Chicago. The 15 school
systems that agreed o implememnt
the aporoach account for 7% of the
nation’s fourth. and eighth-graders,
the White House said.

“] believe that the single most
‘imporiant thing we can do to give
our children a world-class educa-
tion 'is to insist on. high national
standards, so that we make surc we

hiave done evervihing we can o

see 1oat every gingle child learns to
“Suceeed in the exciuing world of the
2ist century.” Clinton told a con-
vention of the Nutional Assn. of
Zlemantary School Principals in
W azhingion on Tricay. :

Prircipels frorm areund :he
COUNITY TEeewved L president'y
sprmzres with gengrous aoplause
arZgEadmg oveTons,

Dirst enmovnens @

o Lot

T
9 et

St LN L2

Codome

questioned whether it', is possible o
test every fourth- or'eighth-grade
stwdent in the country on a single
day and, if not. how 1o prevent the
answers from leaking out. ,

Officials from the Los Angeles
Unified School District, which rep-
resents 868.000 children, said they
were ready-lo measure their stu-
dents agamst a national barometer
and deal with the regults. . |

-“Some of our students will do

very well and some of thém won't,”
s2id Ronald Prescott, associate su-
perintendent of the district “Ur-
“ban schoe! districts ‘have more
studenis at risk—some students
who doni speak English, some
siudenis wio will probably have
more difficultly with soine parts of
the test. Bu s important that we
find out and do something about
i :

Referring to the frustration
wapy parenis have expressed
azcut the siaie of public. education,
Preseoll acded: “Before. every-
ocoy Fazt wanied o fire everybody
2= g sp~t over, Well, we've
thzt and it didn't work. There
iz ne rogie huliet to solve this. The
guzver is fos rard work, We need
0 st dewn agam and teach kids
Row ig reac.” .

Times staft writers David Lesher in
Sacramento and Richard Lee Colvin in

- Los Angeles cantribyted to this story.

]
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* Urban Schools Statém‘ent on the Volux{tary Natior._;al Rcadirig Test -

The Council of Great City Schools is dlstrcssed and troubled bya decmon made lale

last week by the Chmon Admlmstrauon not to suppc:rt non-English versions of the

" Voluntary N ational 4" Grade Reading Test from being developed arid used— even at local
option--as part of the national program. The decision would cxclude'from the benefits of the

 program many urban school children who are still leammg hnghsh includin g m.my of the
nmrly 300,000 4* graders from the 15 cities that have 1ecenlly volunteered to take the
National Tests. The Council is concerned that the goal of the tests-to  spur high sl.andards for

all children--has now been comproxmsed and that cities who want to pamcxpate in the
reading assessment may be unable to do so. The Councd calls on the Clinton Adxmnasrmnon
to reconsider thxs decision so that all urban school children might take full advarﬁxtag,e‘o{ this

{ - 3
, i

initiauyve.

we
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ElPaso Indicaced marginal interest inicially and ~ Scan Paz,
— wanted to consule with districe test direccor.  Superintendent
Subsequendy indicated prelimipary interese. :
Expressed concern with overlap with stace
assessment (TASS) and inclusion of limited
English proficient children. Information

mzuled by Council.
Fresno N ‘. ‘Indxcated ptehmmary interest but vnll be - Charles McCully,
o retiring this summer. Decision should go 0 Superintendent

unpicked successor. Expressed concetns with

how to include LEP students, reporting of

data, definitions for levels of actainment, staff
trammg on administering and use of tests, and
reporting. Information mailed by Council -~~~

Houston. - Indicated preliminary interest but did not ,Rod Paige,
_— want to be only cicy administering tests. . Supermtendem
Infozmadon mailed by'Council.

Long Beach Indxcated strong interest. Wants to mvolve Carl Cohn, ‘
"“ ‘ board president and others in city. - Superintendenc
Information mailed by Council.

Los Angeles “Indicaced preliminary incerest but will be Sidney Thompson,
= retiring this summer: Decision should go to Superintendent
successor, Ruben Zacharias, during transition. ‘ R
Wants to involve the board and others.
Informacion mailed by Council. ‘

. Memphis . Gave no commitment but did indicate interest- Gerry House,
~ . .o .. . P

in receiving subsequent phone call. Indicated .. Superintendent

desire to consult with district test director. ' ~

Information mailed by Council.

-, Milwaukee - Indicated preliminary incerest but will be Rob%rrt Jasna,
' . reciring this summer. Decision should go to ©  Superintendent
unpicked successor. Information mailed by
Council.
New Orleans -, Indicated preliminary interesc. Information ~ Motris Holmes,
~. o mailed by Council. . Superintendent
New York City " Hold o V " . o 'Ru%dy Crew, Chancellor
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Philadelphia - Indicated scrong interest. Described role of ~ David Hornbeck,
—— assessments in current local reform efforts and  Superincendent
thought national cests were consistent.
Information mailed by Council. (Hoped that
~ any public announcement would not occur

between July 3-20)
San Antonio - - " Indicaced preliminary interest. Wancs to ' Diaﬁa Lam,

— involve board and teachers. Expressed some Superintendent
~ concern with alignment with state assessment o
(TASS). Information mailed by Council.

San Francisco No response yet. - Bill Rojas,
- : - - Superintendent
Seatde - No response yet. = ‘ John Scanford,
' ‘ ' : Superintendent

In general, the interest expressed by Great Cicy School Superintendents in
participating in the National Tests was strong to tentative. It is clearly viable to expect a
dozen or so cities being able o commit publicly wichin the foreseeable fucure. Concerns
expressed generally included issues with alignment with current state or local testing,
over-testing, participation of limited-English proficient children. There was a strong desire
to build broad local support, particulatly with teachers and the board. Some were
interested in directly involving the Mayor, others were less enthusiastic.

The Council of the Great City Schools recommends proceeding with tﬁe next round
of discussions. ' : o S
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'L Selected Characteristics of Targeted Great City Schools -
Great City School BTm_hf; | Ea:);:le N 4th Gnd:t : Esnt?.o m LEP
: arga.mmg 1996-97 199394 1993.94 Percent of
Union « ' Enrollment
1. Adanta NEA 59,281 4,890 4,770 09%
2. Boston CAFT | 65,698 '5,045 4,556 244
{ 3.Broward County 217,218 15,166 | 13415 8.0 -
4. Chicago . AFT | 421,334 30,542 30,474 14.2
| 5. Cincinnati AFT 51,520 4,090 4,246
le. El Paso NA. 64,605 5,119 4,936 27.5
7. Fresno NEA 78,110 . 6,303 5,03 - | 3L
8. Houston NA ,269,§10 | 15,926 15,356 25.3
9. Long Beach " NEA 83,408 6303 | 5703 339
10. Los Angeles UTLA | 682251 | 52,949 47,908 45.6
L1. Memphis NEA 109,784 8,403 8“,208; 13
12. Milwaukee 106,261 7,714 7,825
13.New Otleans |  AFT . 84343 | 6008 5,652
14. New York AFT | 1075752 73356 | 69,661 15.2
5. Philadelphia AFT 217,383 15,625 15,789 30
16. San Anconio "NA 66,093 5,688 5,484
17. San Francisco' 61,313 5,463 4943 287
18. Seaccle NEA | - 44672 - | - 3617 3,463 13
Totals .
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Great City School | Current Reading Grades Current Math | Grades
. Test . | Administered Test Administered
1. Adanta Iowa Test of Basic .| 1,2,4,6,7,9, 10 | Iowa Test of Basic | 3,58, 11
Skills and Test of Skills and Test of
Achievement and Achievement and
Proficiency Proficiency
2. Boston Mecropolitan 1-12 Metropolitan 112
| Achievement Test, Achievement Test,
- 6th edition 6¢ch edition
3.Broward County | Stanford 3-9 Stanford 3-9
' Achievement Tests Achievement TeSts
4. Chicago Towa Test of Basic 3-8 Towa Test of Basic 3-8
Skills ‘ Skills
5. Cincinnati
6. El Paso 3-11 3-11
7. Fresno Individual Tests of 1-12 Individial Tests of 1-12
Academic Skills Academic Skills
8. Houston 3-11 3-11
9.Long Beach -
10. Los Angeles Comprehensive 1-11 Comprehensive 1-11
: Test of Basic Skills Test of Basic Skills
11. Memphis | Comprehensive 1-8,10 Comprehensive 1-8,10
- Test of Basic Skills Test of Basic Skﬂls ‘
12. Milvéauk_ee Towa Test of Basic 5‘,7, 10 Iowa Test of Baﬁic 5,7,10
Skills and Test of Skills and Test of :
Achievement and Achievement and
Proficiency Proficiency
13. New Orleans | California - 1,3,4,5,6 . Caiifornia' 1,3.,4,5,6

Achievement Test

Achievement Test
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14. New York

Degrees of 2-10 California 2-8
Reading Power Achievement Test
15. Philadelphia Comprehensive 1-12 Comprehensive 1- 12
‘ Test of Basic Skills Test of Basic Skills
16. San Antonio
17. San Francisco Cdmptehensivé 1-11 ’Comprchensivc 1-11
"| Test of Basic Skills Test of Basic Skills -
California 1-11 California 1-11

18. Scattle

"Achievement Test

Achievement Test

Totals




Great City School Participation in National Tests

o

L Selected Characteristics of Targeted Great City Schools
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Great City School B;;:f:ie!:g 'En:l)ltx:lent gr:}rloﬁmmf:t I?;?oﬁmmj:t Perlcf:t of
" Union 1996-97 1993-94 1993-94 | 90
1. Adanta NEA 59,281 4,890 | 4,770 0.9%
2. Boston AFT 65,698 5,045 4,556 24.4
3.Broward County 217,218 o 15,166 1.3,415 8.0
4. Chicago AFT 421,334 30,542 30,474 14.2
5. Cincinnati AFT 51,520 4,090 4,246
| 6. El Paso NA 64,605 5,119 4,936 27.5
7. Fresno NEA ‘78,110 6,303 5,703 315
8. Houston ' NA 209610 | 15926 15,356 25.3
19. Long Beach NEA | 83,408 6,303 5,703 339
10. Los Angeles UTLA 682,251 52,949 47,908 45.6
11. Memphis NEA 109,784 8,403 8,208 1.3
12. Milwaukeée 106, 261 7,714 7,825
13. New Orleans AFT 84,343 6,008 5,652
14. New York AFT 1,075,752 73,356 69,661 15.2
15. Philadelphia AFT 217,383 15,625 15,789 3.0
16. San Antonio NA 66093 | 5688 | 5484
17. San Francisco 61,313 5,463 4,943 28.7
18. Seattle " NEA 44,672 3,617 3,463 113

Tocals
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I Selected Characteristics of Targeted Great City Schools

Great City Current Reading | Grades | Current Math Test | Grades | Statewide Grades | Scatewide Grades
School Test (Local) Admin, (Local) Admin. | Assessment admin, | Assessment admin,
| in Reading ' in Math
1. Atlanta Iowa Test of Basic | 1,2,4,6, | Iowa Test of Basic 3,5,8, | Iowa Test of 1,2,4, | Iowa Test of 3,5,8,
Skills and Testof | 7,9, 10 | Skills and Test of 11 Basic Skills and | 6,7,9, | Basic Skills 11
Achievement and Achievement and Test of 10 | and Test of
Proficiency Proficiency Achievement Achievement
‘ and Proficiency and
Proficiency
2. Boston Metropolitan 1-12 Metropolitan. 1-12 Massachusetts 4,8, Mass. 4, 8,
Achievement Test, Achievement Test, : Educational | 10 Educational 10
6th edition 6th edition Assessment ‘ Assessment
_ Program Program
3. Broward Stanford 3-9 Stanford 3-9 Grade Ten 4,8, Grade Ten 4, 8,
County Achievement Achievement Tests Assessment 10,11 | Assessment | 10,11
Tests Test, High Test, High
School School
Competency Competency
Test and - Test and
Florida Writing Florida
Assessment Writing
Program Assessment
Program
4. Chicago Iowa Test of Basic 3-8 Iowa Test of Basic 3-8 Illinois Goal ' 3,6, 1llinois Goal 3,6,
Skills ' Skills o Assessment 81 Assessment 8, 10
Program Program
5. Cincinnati Grade Level 4, 6, Grade Level 4, 6,
Proficiency 9,12 Proficiency 9,12
Tests Tests
6. El Paso’ Texas Assessment | 3, 8, 10 | Texas Assessmentof | 3,8, Texas 3,8, Texas 3,8,
of Academic Skills ‘ Academic Skills 10 Assessment of 10 Assessment of 10
| Academic Skills | Academic
: Skills
7. Fresno Individual Tests of 1-12 | Individual Tests of 1-12 no state assessment
Academic Skills Academic Skills
8. Houston . Texas Assessment | 3, 8, 10 | Texas Assessment of | 3, 8, Texas 3,8, Texas 3,8,
of Academic Skills Academic Skills 10 Assessment of. 10 | Assessment of 10
Academic Skills Academic
Skills
9. Long Beach no state assessment
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10. Los Angeles

1-11

Comprehe;nsive Test

Comprehensive 1-11 no state assessment
Test of Basic Skills of Basic Skills
11. Memphis Comprehensive 1-8,10 | Comprehensive Test | 1-8,10 | Achievement 2-8 | Achievement | 2-8
Test of Basic Skills of Basic Skills Test - Test
12. Milwaukee Iowa Test of Basic | 5,7,10 | Iowa Test of Basic 5,7,10 Wisconsin 3,4, Wisconsin 4, 8,
Skills and Test of Skills and Test of Student 8, 10 Student 10
Achievement and Achievement and Assessment Assessment
Proficiency Proficiency System and System
Wisconsin
Reading
Comprehension
Test
13. New California 1,3,4,5, | California 1,34,5 Louisiana 3,4, Louisiana 3, 4,
Otleans Achievement Test 6 Achievement Test 6 Educational 5,6,7 | Educational | 5,6,7
Assessment Assessment
Program Program
14. New York Degtees of 2-10 | California 2-8 Preliminary | 3,6, 8 Pupil 3,6
: Reading Power Achievement Test Competency : Evaluation
Tests and Pupil Program
Evaluation Tests
Program Tests
15. Philadelphia | Comprehensive 1-12 Comprehensive Test 1-12 statewide 5, 8, statewide' 5, 8,
Test of Basic Skills of Basic Skills assessment 11 assessment 11
16. San Antonic | Texas Assessment - | 3,8, 10 | Texas Assessment 3,8, Texas 3, 8,: Texas 3,8,
‘ of Academic Skills of Academic Skills 10 Assessment of 10 | Assessmentof | 10
Academic Skills Academic
' : Skills
17. San Comprehensive 1-11 Comprehensive Test 1-11 no state assessrﬁem
Francisco Test of Basic Skills of Basic Skills
18. Seattle California 1-11 California 1-11 annual 4, 8, annual 4, 8,
Achievement Test Achievement Test . statewide test 11 statewide test 11

Totals
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| L ‘Selectecvi'Charactex;is'ti'cs of Targeted Great City Schools
Great City School 'I‘eac'h?r En:;;:lem gnd:omt :ad:oﬁzj:t LEP
Bargaining | “99¢ 97 | 1993.94 1993-94 | Fercentof
¢ “Union ’ ‘, Enrollment
L Adanta NEA 59,281 - 4,890 4,770 0.9%
2. Boston AFT 65,698 5,045 455 | 244
3.i3roward‘ County 217,218 15,166 1'3,4‘15 8.0
4. Chicago AFT 421,334 30,542 30,474 14.2
5. Cincinnati AFT 51,520 4,090 4246
6. El Paso 'NA 64,605 5,119 4936 2715
7. Fresno NEA 78,110 6,303 5,703 315
8. Houston " NA 209,610 15,926 15,356 25.3 .
| 9. Long Beach NEA 83,4()8 6,303 5,703 33.9-
10. Los Angeles UTLA | 682251 52,949 47,908 45.6
11. Memphis NEA 109,784 8,403 8,.?08 ' 1.3
12. Milwaukee 106,261 | 7,714 7825
13. New Orleans | = AFT 84,343 6,008 5,652
14, New York AFT 1,075,752 | . 73,356 69661 | 152
15. Philadelphia | AFT 217,383 15,625 15,789 3.0
16. San Antonio NA 66,093 5,688 5,484
17. San Francisco 61,313 5,463 4,943 287
18, Seacdle NEA 44672 | 3617 3,463 113
Tocals A |
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Grades

Achievement Test

Great City School | Current Reading | Current Math | Grades
- Test Administered Test . Administered
1. Adanca Towa Test of Basic |1,2,4,6,7,9, 10 | Iowa Test of Basic 3,5,8, 11
| Skills and Tesc of h | Skills and Tescof | .. - )
‘| Achievement and Achievement and
Proficiency Proficiency |
2. Boston Metropolitan 1-12 Metrépolitén 1-12 -
' Achievement Test, | Achievement Test,
6th edition 6¢h edition -
3.Broward County | Stanford - 3-9 Stanford . 3-9
‘ Achievement Tests Achievement Tests
4. Chicago Towa Test of Basic 3-8 Iowa Test of Basic 3-8
‘ Skills ' Skills :
5. Cincinnati
6. El Paso 3-11 3-11
7. Fresno Individual Tests of 1-12 Individual Tests of 1-12
Academic Skills Academic Skills
8. Houston - 3-11 , 3-11
9. Lbng Beach !
10. Los An gele‘s Comprehensive 1-11 Comprehensive’ 1-11
Test of Basic Skills ’ | Test of Basic Skills
11. Memphis Comprehensive - 1-8,10 Coxﬁprehen’sivc“ 1-8,10
Test of Basic Skills Test of Basic Skﬂls '
12. Milwaukee fowa Test of Basic © 5,7, 10 fowa Test of Baé,ic | . 57,10
Skills and Test of Skills and Test of
Achievement and Achievement and
Proficiency - Proficiency
13'. New Orleans California ; 1,3,4,5,6 California 1,3,4,5,6
Achievement Test | «
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2-10

California -

Achievement Test

Achievement Test

14. New York Degrees of ‘ ‘ 28
' ‘ Reading Power Achievement Tesc
15. Philadelphia | Comprehensive 1-12 Gomptehensnive 1-12
- | Test of Basic Skills o Test of Basic-Skills
16. San Antonio
17. San Francisco | Comprehensive 1-11- . Comprehensive RCIY I
| Test of Basic Skills Test of Basic Skills -
18. Seacde - California 1-11 California | 1-11

Tocals




