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D,stRlct OF COLUMBIA 
~~~' PUBLIC SCHOOLS, ", 

Office of rhe Chief Executive Officer 
41.5 12th street. N.W.,., ' 
WaSwngtOIl. D.C. 20004-1994 
202-724-4222. fax: 202·724-5580 

:Mathematics CoJiUirlttee 
MPR' Center for Curriculum 
and Professional Development 

1250 24th Street, NW Suite #350 
WashingtOn, DC 20037 

Dear Committee Members: 

VOLUNTARY NATIONAL TEST I4J 002 
I4J 0021003 

October 27, 1997 

On behalf of the District of Columbia Public Schools, it is With great pleasure that I 
submit the following conunents on the draft test specifications for the Voluntary 
Natidn:aI 8th Grade Mathematics Test. 

As ,noted in the docUment, this proposed assessment has a different bilt. equally 
important focus from the multitude o~ 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 a.chievement of the 
nation's students as a whole, while the Third International Mathematics and Science 
Study mMSS) allows for an international comparison of schools and students. As we 
pursue the goal of placing "Children First," it seems only appropriate 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 importance to parents and teachers. ' 

The desciipnons 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 theNVMT 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, Curriculum and Evaluation Standards for School 
Mathematics. Consequently, the content'reflects current trends m mathematics 
insttuction. 

Children firSt 
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It is always a cOncern as to whether the time is too lengthy or too brief for all when 
testing for information about what cltildren know and are able toachievel and therein 
lies the merit to piloting. I think the time allotted by the cOIIimittee 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 equity issues that may 
arise as a result of different learning styles. 

Smce' a caveat to a test of this nature is to iJnproVe classroom instruction, it seems that 
. districts volunteering to participate in this assessment 'Will encourage the use of ' 
caleuhltors through their c:uni.cula 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 o'r not they are 
provided with one during testing time.) However, since calculators are not being 
p:rovided, it is irtcumbent upon the developer to ensure the selection of test items that 
do not require the use of a ca1rulator~ 

I particularly appreciate the approach for providing necessary formulas. The 
poss~ssion of this kind of information and providing it weU in advance of the test Will 
go a long way to fostering the non-thi'eatenhi.g atmosphere sought. 

The examples were extremely helpfut 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 dOSing, I applaud 'the Committeels work and look forward to the finalization of the 
National Voluntary Mathematics Test. 

Sincerely, 

1WB:ee 
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Urban Testing/Achievement Initiative 
~ . 

White House Event: 
o mid-late June 
o President announces that: (1) 6-12 cities have commited to 

participate in natio~al~testing starting in 1999, and to 
implement locally developed strategy to prepare students for 
the tests: and, (2) fo~ation of partnership with cities, 
led by ED, .that will broker assistance from federal and 

o 

o 
o 

non federal sources. . 
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) 
Invite Congressional De!egations 
Simultaneous press conferences occur in each participating 
city 

city commitment: 
o to use 4th grade reading and 8th grade math tests to raise 

expectations and benchmark student and school performance 
o to implement locally developed approaches focused on 

preparing all students ~o 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: • 
o Support of superintendent, school board and union president 
o Support from some part of general government where possible 

-- mayor, city council members 
o Support from parent, co~unity groups, business and higher 

education 

possible Target cities (list subject to revision): 
o Los Angeles (already i~~icated commitment from school board 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

o 
o 
o 

and UTLA presiden,t) 
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. 

.-' 



o Charlotte (North Carolina already participating) 
o Atlanta 
o Miami/ Dade 
o New Orleans 
o Memphis 
o Houston 

Resources/Networks for Recruitinq cities and partners: . .. 
o Councll of Great Clty Schools 
o AFT . 
o U.S. Conference of Mayors (Education Task Force meets end of 

April; Mike Cohen and Jennifer Davis on program) 
o Reading is Fundamental cities participating in America Reads 

roll-out 
o NSF Urban systemic districts 
o America Reads College Presidents Steering Committee 
o Business Coalition for Education Reform/NAB 
o Urban League 
o New Standards/National Alliance cities 

• 
Action steps: ~" 
o Internal ED/WH meeting to develop strategy, coordinate 

testing, reading, and math/science initiatives, and identify 
federal and nonfederal partners to recruit 

o Larger Admin. meeting with WH intergovernmental and public 
liason to enlist their support and direct their efforts 

o Meeting with Great City Schools and AFT to refine target 
list 

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

o Where positive response from sup, discuss how to reach out 
to additional partners ~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 

o Once we have a few cities in hand, begin 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 , 

o ED assembles technical assistance/networking resources from 
Labs and other resourc~, NSF, etc. 

" 

" 

", 
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Interim Advisory committe~ 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 understa~d 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 membership:with NAGB, NEGP, ACHIEVE 

o need: governors, business leaders, teachers, testing 
experts, opinion leaderS, parents, subject experts 

Governors: Hunt/Romer; Engler/Thompson/Voinavich/Levitt/Whitman 

Legislators: 2 from Goals Panel 
". 

Chiefs: Mills/Eastin/WA state; Bill Randall or one from NAGB 

Teachers: Teachers of the Year; Board certified Teachers; 
Presidential Math/Science Teache~s 

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

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

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

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

~~ lJ /vfv--
~kj L-. 

~ fI.-U, .~. of' 
.. 

. ., 



.. , 

Urgent To Do: "f 

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 t 

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

5. Teaching event -- neecj. l:-pager; call Bruce by Monday a.m 
' .. :" 

6. incentive 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:· 
o mid-late June 
o 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. 

o 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) 

o Invite Congressional Delegations 
o Simultaneous press conferences occur in each participating city 

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

student and school performance 
o . to implement locally developed approaches focused on preparing all students to reach 

standards in 1999 and thereafter 
o· to particip!ite in supportive network with other cities and ED, sharing information and 

tools to help all cities move forward . 

City sign-on requirements: 
o Support of superintendent, school board and union president 
o Support from some part. of general government where possible '-- mayor, city council 

members 
o Support from parent, community groups, business and higher education 

Possible Target Cities (list subject to revision): 
o Los Angeles (already indicated commitment from school board and UTLA president) 
o San Francisco (Rojas supportive) 
o· Seattle 
o Chicago 
o Detroit (Michigan already participating) 
o Milwaukee· 
o Cincinnati/Cleveland 
o Boston , 
o Philadelphia (thOUgh conflict between Hornbeck and union may be serious obstacle) 
o New York City 
o . Baltimore (Maryland already participating) 
'0 D.C. 



o Charlotte (North Carolina already participating) 
o Atlanta 
o MiamilDade 
o New Orleans 
o Memphis 
o Houston 

ResourceslNetworks for Recruiting Cities and partners: 
o Council of Great City Schools 
o AFT 
o U.S. Conference of Mayors (Education Task Force meets end of April; Mike Cohen and 

Jennifer Davis on program) 
o Reading is Fundamental cities participating in America Reads roll-out 
o NSF Urban systemic districts 
o America Reads College Presidents Steering Committee 
o Business Coalition for Education ReformJNAB 
o . Urban League 
o New StandardslNational Alliance cities 

Action Steps: 
o Internal ED/WH meeting to develop strategy, coordinate testing, reading, and 

math/science initiatives, and identify federal and nonfederal partners to recruit 
o Larger .Admin. meeting with WH intergovernmental and public liason to enlist their 

support and direct their efforts . 
o Meeting with Great City Schools and AFT to refine target list 
o ED calls to superintendents, supportive calls made from AFT and CGCS 
o Where positive response from sup, discuss how to reach out to additional partners 

(possible calls from Sup., ED, WH, other organizations) . 
o Explore with sup's whetherlhow to link state into effort; this should be handled on case­

by-case basis 
o Once we have a few cities in hand, begin 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 

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



Michael Cohen 
OS/29/97 10:22:53 AM 

Record Type: Record 

To: William R. Kincaid/OPD/EOP 

cc: . 
Subject: 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: 

o 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.) 

o improve teaching (e.g., materials, models, resources for professional development) 

o improve curriculum and instructional materials, including the use of technology 
((IJ1,H ~//uf (,8 F 1",)t.( I tllrYi\ ' . 

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

o help mobilize local partners, (e.g., from the math/science community, business 
community) p.w ""*1 . ~ Ii Iu/- 'ffti1A Iv l.fJi,J (r.tth ~ '1"6'_ 

o provide technical assistance 

o fund development and/or implementation of local strategies, with new resources or by 
strategic use of existing funding streams 

e. 2-/ t-c. 
(.IS z:;. ., 

~ t1~ _ lft-t·1tL f' ~ ,. "1 

J 1$ "",viA. tM/tJ-H 1t.e U- S--y. 

~ ~-? 

- ~V<lH ~~ ( 



Initial Target Cities 

Atlanta _{+-F-r{$tt-';r.. . r:~' - '{\v c~J-~ ~(]Y'.~ '-

Boston - -t~ 

Chicago - C.~? ~ ~b-
Cincinnati - ~ 

EI Paso - A:-r"- -- \J- w. c·~.i.. ~ 
Fresno 

Houston - IJ./J.."u.... oAC, i') 

Long Beach 

Los Angeles - ~~ 'J I (I.! f7~ 

Memphis 

Milwaukee 

New Orleans - (\. f- 'J v P 

New York City -- S. VoJ~ 

Philadelphia 

I 
\. 

San Antonio - (>'\;::. 1'- ~ ( .... -C l.A 
sa n Fra n~ isco ~ f\-'f t-I rJ <f'- "r \- - N W P".., Ie... l-- \11\ I J,., LJ 
seattle 

washington DC. 

Hartford 

Broward County -A~ 

Oakland 



Local Affiliate· President Telephone ~umber , .. 

Atlanta Education Anita Spann-Peek 404-758-9444 
Association ., . , ... 

Fresno Teachers' Association Carol Massey.. . 209-224-8430 

Long Beach Patricia Williams 310-426-6433. 
Association of Teachers 

Memphis Education Wayne Pike 901-454-0966 
Association 

Seattle Education Association Berleeta Wooten 206-283-8443 



City City Total 
I 

Percentage 

Atlanta 59,560 .13 

Boston 61,489 .14 

Broward County 199,255 .45 

Chica&o 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 1.4 

Memphis 98,009 .25 

Milwaukee 108,643 .22 

New Orleans 86,028 .19 

New York City 1,022,534 2.31 

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 



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: 

o 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.) 

o help districts determine how to integrate these tests with other state and lodll assessment 
programs 

o improve teaching (e.g., materials, models, resources for professional development) 

o improve curriculum and instructional materials (e.g., TIMSS Toolkit, NSF guides, etc. 

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) 

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

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

o establish networks among key people in local districts, to help them learn from each 
other, pool resources, etc. 

o provide technical assistance 

o fund development and/or implementation oflocal strategies, with new resources or by 
strategic use of existing funding streams 



Initial Target cities 

\t":;b Atlanta- \\.-.C~~ ~I--{...,. ""J..~i-~ (:.... ~ I ~/c..­
-/Boston - "\4 /" Qo~~ ",A .sU 

----@cagV 

~Ci~cinnati _~\\.t. ~~<A.l _ ~ ~L~ I ~""d.1 ~ __ i 

EIPaso.~ ;;:~ ~o:t -- r~\..\I,- k f.P~f-~S rb~~ _",JJ cvtY f;e..l .. lO~'r" I.,\,.TM--' 

Fresno?- C~tk..1ff\:. Cty.4~ ,- v_"'~ VI-~ tl! - ~\-. - .s k,1 J vb0\ lli .io-~~: ~\'-
Houston l'- flo,*,- PC'-Y" -'> 1-tJ f c..h ",,,h ,,1""'- ' ----

-l) Long Beach ....... GM\ CQ~,,,-."- ~~ ~~ ( ('P'f'v;w ... J t'(lvL '" +k ~~Pl'- - ~ L(L 0' k L 
-J Los Angeles .~ lot. ~o-M'" - "'-Y.\ "'\ \ - " <"c-ec..- ' , ,... . "'--c V'o(J.A! "" \, '" ____ . 

Memphis- 3~ ~"'-. .. toe iI\'o-.N.A. c~~."* - (.J<vh ~ ~"')' '((\0 . 

MilwauKee ---~ ~v...., ~ ~ "" \,-t - s~~ ~ I Cecw~ -()....c 'J ~. 

C§3wo~ 
New YorK City \-..\.\ .-r 
Philadelphia - ~i\(MJ~- ~ 

san Antonio - ~ \o.A.( - .sCr~~ ~\\K..-
San Francisco -

-

Hartford 

Broward county __ ft<;v-l ~,~"J\ - 1I(j ~tP 
@klan~ 
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POSSIBLE TARGET CITIES 

NSF/USI CGCStarget State . EZ ~ 

j 0-\b.h 
, ---signed-on ;< ;< 

Baltimore - tJ() X X X 

J Boston X X 

!chiCagO X X X 

Vincinnati X X 

Clark County X 

Cleveland X 

Colombus X 

Dallas X 

Detroit X X X 

Al Paso X X 

/Fresno(~ X 

Aouston 7 X . ~X ~iieacy / X 

~~iJ"'\v. X 

/Memphis X X 

Miami X 

/Milwaukee X X 

Minneapolis X 

/New Orleans X X 

./'" New York City X X ,-:" X ,----- ;r.' 



Oakland .~ (jt­

hhiladelPhia 

Phoenix 

Rochester 

/san Antonio 

'San Diego 

dan Francisco 

jeattle 

St. Louis 

Tucson 

NSFIUSI , 

x 

x 

x 

x 

x 

x 

x 

CGCStarget 

x 

x 

x 

x 

x 

x 

State 
signed-on 

EZ 

x 



,,' 

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 
-.f 

'$, .. 

• 

.' 

. .. .. 

:. f 

a. 

>If .' 

'., 

• 

CGCS target state 
signed-on 



" 

San Antonio 

San Diego 

San Francisco 

Seattle 

st. Louis 

Tucson 

", 
USI 

• •• 

., 
• 

" 

,. 

, 
" . 

" 

• 

:,:' .. 

.,\, 

CGCS target state 
signed-on 



Baltimore 

Boston V-

Cicag0 
Cincinnati 

Clark County 

ClevelandV""" 

Colombus 

Dallas 

E) 
El Paso 

Fresno 

HoustonV~ 

Long Beach 

Los Angeles~ 

. Memphis 

Miami 

Milwaukee 

Minneapolis 

New Orleans 

----New York Ci 

· NSFIUSI CGCS target State 
signed-on 

EZ 



'-. ' 
.0 

" 

NSFIUSI CGCS target 

Oakland 

Phoenix 

Rochester 

San Antonio 

San Diego 

San Francisco 

Seattle 

St. Louis 

Tucson 

~\'':>Sl~C:r- - A-n..A.N.X:\Pr 

J ,\.S()~ P LE.\.MEN.\~ ,--" eC s-

State 
signed-on 

EZ 
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NSF EHR 

Urban Systemic Initiatives 

for the USI program Is limited to the cities with the largest 
of school~age children (ages 5 to 17) living in economic poverty. as 

by the 1990 census.: 

Baltimore 

Chicago 

Cincinnati 

Cleveland 

Columbus 

Dallas . 

Detroit 

EI Paso 

Fresno 

Los Angeles 

Memphis 

Miami 

Milwaukee 

.. New Orleans 

New York 

Philadelphia 

Phoenix 

San Antonio 

San Diego 

St. Louis 

I· 

/ 

lcIedJa Contact: Peter West (703) 306-1070/pwest@nsf.gov 

@006 
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EMPOWERMENT ZONE DIRECTORS 
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ATLANTA X x\\.0L \}J~~ce. _ 
(do not know llame of director) . C ~~ C-
Atlanta Empowerment Zone Corporation 0 SL-
(404) 331·4480 

BALTIMORE 
Diane Bell 
Empower Baltimore Management Corporation 
(410) 783-4400 ,., 

CHICAGO 
Bridget Brown 
Chicago Empowerment lone 
(312) 744-9623 

DETROIT 
Gloria Robinson 
Empowerment Zone Development Corporation 
(3l3) ~72-g050 

NEW YORK 
Debra Wrighl ; 
Upper Manhattan Hrnpowt:rmcnt Zone Development Corponition - Harlem 
(212) 932-1902 . 

Yvette Clark 
Bronx Overall Economic Development Corporation - South Bronx 
(718) 590-6202 ~ 

PHILADEI"PHIA/CAMDEN 
Carlos Aco5lta 

. Philadelphia Empowerment Zones 
. (215) 686·9404 

Richard Cummings 
Camden Empowerment Zone Corporation 
(609) 541·2836 
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City Sign Up 

Cities Already Contacted 

State and Local Testing Sign-Up 
. July 25 event 

Boston -- Superintendent interested* 

Broward -- Superintendent interested 

Cincinnati -- Superintendent interested 

Long Beach -- Superintendent interested 

Philadelphia -- Superintendent interested 

San Antonio -- Superintendent publicly committed 

New Orleans-- Superintendent will consider 

Next Target Cities 
EIPaso - \~ 

Fresno . ~ 

Houston 

Los Angeles - ,~ 

Milwaukee 

Chicago 

Memphis 

New York City -" i'cv0 

San Francisco - I~ 

Seattle 
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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 
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 mapy 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: 

~J.. c-~ 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. Weare 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 ofan 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. 

-1 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. 

lJtah Gov. Leavitt has expressed tentative interest in having Utah participate, pending 
consultation with his chief state school officer. We are following up directly and w~rking 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 legisIatureadjourris in 
late June. 

New Jersey Preliminary discussions with the New Jersey Commissioner of Education (a 
gubernatOrial appomtee) indicated clear interest from him and Gov. Whitman. The New Jersey 
Supreme Court recently ruled that the state's approach to complying witnacourt 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 <lov. 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 m 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 legislative session is over, we will approach Gov. 
Shaheen again. 

Main~ 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 



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, apparandy under pressure from the far right. Sundquisthas told the 
Commissioner that he still intends to participate, but at some later, unspecified time. 



" ' 

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 SuperintendentNorma Paulus are both interested in 
Oregon's participation, with the most active leadership coming from Norma. Norina 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 ail 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 timetllble 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 anop-ed piece 
" in the New York Times in February) to tentative interest, in part due to several converslltions 

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 ~e reaching out to the chief state school officer in an attempt to res6lve this 
problem; 

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

Maine Both the Commissioner of Education arid 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 nationa~ standards and tests to the public after so much'effort has gone into 
developing the state's own standards. ' 
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Tennessee The Commissioner of Education (a gubernatorial appointee) is very interested 
in participating in the testing initiative, and had secured Gov. Sundquist'S ;:tgreement'to 
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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, apparandy 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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City Sign Up 

Cities Already Contacted 

State and Local Testing Sign-Up 
July 25 event 

Boston ~- Superintendent interested* 

Broward -- Superintendent interested 

Cincinnati -- Superinterident interested 

Long Beach -- Superintendent interested 

Philadelphia -- Superintendent interested 

San Antonio M_ Superintendent publicly committed 

New Orleans _M Superintendent will consider 

Next Target Cities 
EI 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 ple,dged 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 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, w~ 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 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 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 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 sUite, 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~oved from i~tia1 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 legislative 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 



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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Cities Already Contacted 

State and Local Testing Sign-Up 
July 25 event 

Boston -- Superintendent interested* 

Broward -- Superintendent interested 

Cincinnati -- Superintendent interested 

Long Beach -- Superintendent interested 

Philadelphia -- Superintendent interested 

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, 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 Superintenden~ Delaine Eastin has pledged her 
support, though Gov. Wilson aild 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 intention for Colorado to participate. We are 
working with him to determine how soon he will be prepared to announce publicly. 

Nevada Gov. Miiler 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 ofa 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 th~ 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 
cortsultationwith 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 an~ 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 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 hI-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 legislative 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 andtests 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 



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 Itold the 
Commissioner that he still intends to participate, but at some later, unspecified time. 
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Cities Already Contacted 

State and Local Testing Sign-Up 
July 25 event 

Boston -- Superintendent interested* 

Broward -- Superintendent interested 

Cincinnati -- Superintendent interested 

Long Beach -- Superintendent interested 

Philadelphia -- Superintendent interested 

San Antonio -- Superintendent publicly committed 

New Orleans -- Superintendent will consider 

Next Target Cities 
EI 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 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 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 carl 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 Nonna. Nonna 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 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 participation in the test, as is 
Commissioner of Education Betty Twomey. They are both currently preoccupied with enacting 
Shaheen's kindergarten initiative. Once the legislative 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 



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 thathe 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 ~nter.ested 

Philadelphia -- Superintendent interested 

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 
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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 
testing injtiative. 

In a seventh state, California, State Superintendent Delaine E~tin 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; wt;:, 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 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 studeQt achievement. No official decisionwill 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 inove 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 nat~onal 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 ~d working with 



, Romer to secure Leavitt's support. 

Wyoming Gov. Geringer participat~d 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 Rick is pushing to have the Regents consider this as soon as possible. 

Wisconsin Gov. Thompson has moved from initial opposition (he wrote ah 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 teaching 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 iIlitiative. Once the legislative 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, arid 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 



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, apparandy 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 

9:4 10:00- ED and NSF attende~s should arr~ve at Martiott and 
.proceed to hall and be seated ,in the audi~nce. 

10:30 10:40 

10:40-11:00 

II,: 00-11: 55 

11: 12:30 

1:2: 30-,12: 45 

12: 4 1: 15"' 

2:30-4:00 

POTUS meets receiving line of 20 people from NAESP 

,POTUS meets District Delegatio'ns for photbs, after 
Photo groups will be seated in audience 

EVENT 

Dis ct Delegations will meet with regional press 
at Marriott 

Dis Delegation~ will drive to OEOB f~r lunch 

District Delegations will be waved into .bciildin~ 
" , 

and proceed to Indian Room 

Dis D~legation will meet 'with Whi ~ouse, 
Education and 'National Science Foundation :staff 

:" . ,-~ 

':\ 

'.,to::_ 
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, Preliminary ];jist 
.,Names·, still,Coming 'In' 

Atlanta 
Betty Strickland 

,Associate Superinte'ridept 
Hi tzi Bickers . 

'Boa I'd Me.mber· 
, Glyni~sTerrell 

,. Member of AFT of lanta. 

"Broward, County 
Carm~n Vare so 

Assistant Superintendent 
Abraham Fischler 

Chairperson, 

'Chicago .' 
Tom Reese ,' .. 

'Chicago· 
Patricia: Harvey 

'Chi~ Accouriiatii.lity 

Cincinnati 
Lynn Marmer' 

. Pt'esident of 
KathleenW~r~ . " 

Director, Qualit:y' 
Tom Mooney' 

President, CiricinnatiFederation of Te 

Detroit 
Irma Clark 

President, ~et~o Bo~rd 
Arthur Carter r~Jf$';]:~ 

Deputy,Supe,rintendent 
johri.Elliot, .... , ... ' 

Pre'sident of troit "Federa 

El Paso 
stan Paz 

" Superintendent 

Houston 
Rbd P~i. '. ' 

Superintendent 
st Antley·.··· 

Teacher & President 
Olga Gallegos 

Board Member 

[06 1] 



William Hoore 
Teache,r &, President 0 

Kristi.naRopinsQl1 
Teacher, &BQatd Meniber 

, Long Beach 
Carl Cohn 

Superintendent 
Karin Polacheck 

Board President 
Patricia Willia~s 

Presi¢~rtt,TeachePs, 
.' .: . . , , . 

Los' Ang~les ' ...... , 
Ronald Prescott ' 

Associate Superintendent 
Day Higuchi ' 

President, United Teachers Association 
Victoria Castro 

Board i'1ember 

, New York Ci ty 
, Judith Riz>Zcr .. ',' 

Deputy 

Omaha 
,John Mackiel 

Supe'rintendent 
;J ohn Langan 

Boa,rd Member 
Carolyn Grice 

President, 

Philadelphia 
Floyd Alston 

Board of Education, 
David Hornbeck 

Superintendent of Schoo 
, Ted Kir~ch' 

sj ,Ph~Ja4e~phia 

San Antonio 
.,01 Lam ,,' .', 

Sup~rintend~nt of schools 
Margaret Mireles " "~,'6",,~;.""';"'~ 

President, SATS]) Board b on 
, Syl via Ward 

" Member,SAlSD 'B.oard 0 

Lydia Lorenzi 
Presider1t I , ' Ant,o.nio 

Of ! .. 



Sea ttle 
John Stanford 

Superintenclerit 
nda ·rris 
.. Boar9Merrlb~r. 

Roger. Erskine .....•...•• 
.. . PresiClel:.t· . 

. . ' .... ../ .. 

Addi tional.··· 
Robert Chase 

l'JEA 

Ahne Bryant 
Executive Di 

. .. .. ... . . . .... ... . .. 

..• S an(ira • Fe} clmcHl 
..•• AFT·· 

. ,', . 

l'ja t 

! .... 
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, ',' S,~, Num ... 

Board Member 
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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 
coUaborate with the U.S. Department of Education on three of the ~emaining 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 faU 
in either of the three categories. 

Evaluation 
• Study/document test administration procedures 
.' Establish focus groups to address critical issues 
.0 Provide technical assistance to districts 
• 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 reponing 
• Provide technical assistance to districts re: test score interpretation 
• Serve on technical advisory board to ensure that urban issues are addressed 
• Provide input on test reporting guidelines 
• Provide input on how information should be shared with staff, parents and the 

general community . 
• Provide input on how background information may be used 
• Provide input on format for reporting results to states and/or districts 
• Develop protocol for determining iO:c1usion criteria and accommodatio~ processes " 

, 
Item and Test Development 
• Participate in the item review process 
• Helping identify experts 
• Provide input in the development of a parent information booklet 
• Provide input in the development of best metric and reporting format 

General 
• Participate in the identification of materials/strategies for instructional improvement 
• Provide technical assistance to align local curriculum with standards 

J 

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

TypicaUy, 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 limited use for 
purposes of assisting with local implementation. 

The Council has. and wiU continue to make a significant investment in ensrtring the 
success of this very important edu~ation initiative. CGCS involvemedt must extend 
beyond the current discussion leve1. We have highlighted a few of the areas where we 
can become involved. We welcome the opportunity to further explore these thoughts. 



\ 

L.A., Long Beach 
Schools Agree to 
National Testing 
By FAYE FlORE and JONATHAN pETERSON' 
TIMES sr ... Fl' ,WIlITERS. , 

WASHINGTON-Rejectinl? pervasiv:e 

doubts about the role' of ~au~nal. teSts. In 
education. 15 major school dU;tricts, mcl';1rling 
1J1ose in Los Angeles and ~ng, Beach. SIgned 
on Friday to President Chnton s call for l.!S. 
academic sl:aJld;jrds. agreeing to star~ r.esung 
fourth-graders for reading and eighth-graders 
for'math before the end of the century. . , 

Accusing many of the nation's governors of 
"dragging their feet:" CUnton. app~uded ~he 
school districts-wbich lJl California also m­
elude Fresno's-for taking a step "\.hal would 
h:lve been Uterally unthinkable" just <l: few 
years ago. 

... 

Ple.lIe see TESTS. B8 

• 

B8 

TESTS 
Continued from Bl 

Voluntary national. ,esling re­
mai;'lS a highly com_'''c]Versial issue 
.!~ ~ny SLates. with. officials ques­
tIOnIng everything from the tYUG of 
examinations LiJ.aL would be adiru..,,­
istered to the ::)olitical fallout ;:.hat 
cow!:! re..<;l.!!~ f:.-om poor scores. 

Only seven of the :l<ltion's gov­
erno;"S have Iltnc!"accd Cli;,~n':i 
idea. A!:d school d.i.:;trictS in 39' 
st.O~C'S haye ~ee!1 u,,"l".1·ill:z:.g s:) fa.!' to 
panic:patei::'l 2:1.:- n;).l.ior:.a1 :l!a."l.. 

A spci:esr::a:. ;c,::- Ca!i!o:-"~,fi. C-~W. 
Pe .. e 'V;L;;o:1-:.:r:~ 0: :~::,e w::::J::as 
steered c:',;:::- :;,: .:::::-:t.:.;:'", :e....::~.;: 
ir':liative-"'" .:::. ,,-.-.', . - <--~ ~;. 
the skeptic;:;'-::. -;::.;:--;:~-;:;.~~;-:.,;e 
plan. Rel1?:::-.~;':; :.:l ?':,Cil/s. a::-

~or~:~~~:-'~:.· ,?::::'~ .Z:.~ /';.--~~' 
for ~f.":::ing. ::;: '," :::;.: ;,:.;:::: :: 
te&ti::::-::s ;:h!!'~" 

te:~tl~f: ~~~::,,~~?,;:~ ;~~:;.~~ 
tered. .... ~:l pa::~ ~ _' :.:.';';;:- =:. ,,' ::-.; 
!:~ea~~z:~: o~~~ ;''-,7''::;.. ,~ .•. ,~.: o-~ 

SLilL :·:-;:'21Y·: :&r!"I ••• .::: ~!!':::."'.:-: 
broke !l :,:,g;a."!l C! _.q'""! ..... ;~-: ::~ 

White Hc;;:se win ... ..:::; :.:.~t: .,.:;:~ ~= 
schools in :;:;: 0: Lhe -::':"':::::.f .5':'.':""': 
biggest c:-'~- - ... ', .... _- ...... '--= 
Ia!'gp.:;t ~.;: :_:=~~;;:::. -".-'~::, -::..;~ 

n05 A'ng,e1.eS 8t"1'l\1eS 

.:. 

.. 
Angeles and Chicago. The 15 $chool 
systems l.h.at agreed to implement 
the approach aCCOUTIt for 7% of the 
nation's fourth- and eighth-graders. 
the 'tI.r'hite House sajd. . 

"1 believe that the single most 
imporLant thing we can do to giv.e 
O'CI' children a world-class educa­
tionis to insiSt on high mltional 
;;tand$rds, :;0 .hat we make su ...... c we 
have cione e,.eryUllng we can to· 
see t.':!C!t every single cl'1.ild learns to 

. succeed i .... 1 t:,.e e.'l:citing world of the 
21st century:: ClinLon lold a con­
vemion of Lie National Assn. of 
;;-Iemeno:.a.-,.· School Princina!s in 
-';i: a;;r.in!!":.01'! on ?7ic.a,\'. . 

P::-:;::cl;la!s ;l"O~' a!'cund ~he 
'.:0:'::-::::.- :--=C~l"~ecl t~c p::-es:ce:ri.·s 
:--p:=,=,:-'...5o v:.";:2': gc:~~!'~1..tS a;,ro! at.:.~e 

a:·~·r~':~;~~·~~r~ b.> S~Le of 

~}~~~~~~~~r~Si:~~:':~~£,··i; 
~Z:~;~~:,,~-1·.;;~~~~?~;'~!~c\~:; 
;::---::::--.;:=-. .. :.:::~ :'-=:"':~''':':':l ::~'::1:r ::e:~ 
:.;. :1.::-- •• =-7 ,:-: .. ::-:: !'::.;-::::..-::.,:, :~:!~:: ~ 
.-;::. _:e :-;:L-':". . 

=,.._;";'~::-.. ar;.: .::.:: , ... :,-:.r...::':: ::: .. ,. :;:::=a.. 

~}~~f~~~~;i;~~~~: ' 
:::~ .e¥~:-_:: ::.;::.:s- ':1I'l--=:'i"~ \.:.:.;: 
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questioned wheLher it is possible to 
test every fourth- or'eighth-grade 
student in the .country on a single 
day and, if nOl, how to prevent the 
answersffum leaking out. 

Officials from !..he :Los Angeles 
Unil:led School District. which rep­
resentS.668.000 children', said tney 
were ready· to measure their stu­
dentSagamst a nationl:t! barometer 
and deal 'll(itn the results. 

"Some of our students will do 
very well and some of them won't." 
said Ronald Prescott, associate su­
perintendent of the distlicL "Ur­
ban 5chcioJ di,sLl"'icts 'have more 
students at risk -j;ome s~udenls 
who don'~ speak English, some 
s~uden~ who will probably have 
rnorc difficulty \1:11..h saine partS of 
::'le lCSL But i,'s imporumt that we 
fi.,d out anc do something about 
!L" 1 

ReferrIng LO the frustration 
::;an.: ?arents have :e::,:pressed 
aXl':t the S12.e of public education, 
?:e5COL: acced: ·'Before, every­
:>co:; .T..!S: ;:;;::..."!..ed, :0 ;i,e everybody 
-:::.:5': a."lC ,..a.,-l o .... er. Well. we've 
d::::-:" ,::E: E.r:c. :: didrJ'l work. There 
is ::c r;:;:g:c :::l!iet to sol ve .. his. The 
a:-",,;:e: is;-..:g r-'l.l"d work We need 
:~ sit dc·.\':'! agall1 and teach kids 
:!:.o"''- ;.Q reac.... . .' '. 

Times staff .rlt"",, David LesI:ler in 
Sac:ramertto and Richard l.ae Colvin in 
i.e$ Angeles eontributed to tbls 5tOry .. 
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News ••• Ne-urs •••. " NeWS ••• New~;] 
Council.of the G.reat City SchooJs 

1301 Penm},lvania Avenue. N.W ... Suite 702 .. W"shington.·D.C. .. 20004 

September 3, 1997 FOR INFOR¥ATION: 
Gabriela Uro (202) 393·2427 

I 

Urban Schools Statement on the Voluntary Natio~alReadirig Test· 

The Council of-Great City S~~ools is distrcsse~ and troubled by a. decision made late 

last week by the Clinton Administration not to support non-English versions o~ l.he , , 

, Volulltary Nationa141h Grade Reading Test from being developed arid used-cvqn.lt local 

option··as part ofthe national program: The decision would exclude:fromthe b~nefits of the 

. program many urban school children who are stillleaining English, induding Ill.my of the 

nearly 300,00041h graders from the 15 citie~ that have~'ecently volunteered to t,lke the 
I 

National Tests. The Council isconcemed that the goaJ of the tests··to spur high standards for 
, ! 

all children--has now been compromised; and that cities who want to participate: in the 
- .. . t;' 

reading assessment may be unable to do so. The Council calls on the Clinton Aclminisr.ration 

to reconsider this deci~ion so that all urban school children might take full adva~tage of this 

initiative. 
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Great City'School Participation in Natiooal Tests 06/02/97 Page 2 

El Paso 

Fresno 

Houston, ' ,-
Long Beach 

Los Angeles 

Memphis, 

"" 

, Milwaukee 

New Orleans ' 

New York City 

~ 

Indicated marpaal interest initially and, 
wanted co consult with disuict test director. 
Subsequendy indicated prelimi~ary interest. 
Expressed concern with overlap with state 
assessment (TASS) aDd indusion of limited 
English proficient children. Information 
mailed by Council. 

Indicat~d preliminary interest but will be 
retiring chis summer. Decision should go to 

unpickedsuccessor. Expressed concerns with 
how to includeLEP students, reporting of , 
data, definitions for levels of attainme'nt, staff 
training on administering and use of tests, and 
reporting. Information'mailed by Council ' 

Suo Paz, 
Superintendent 

Charles McCtdIy,' 
Su~rintendent 

Indicated preliminary interest but did not 
want to be only city administering tests. 
Information mailed by'Council. 

, ,Rod Paige, 
SuPerintendent 

Indicated'strong interest. Wants to involve 
board president and others in city. 
Info'rmation mailed by Council. 

'Indicated preliminary interest but will be 
retiring this summer; Decision should go to 

successor, Ruben Zacharias, during transition. 
Wants to involve the board and others. 
Information mailed by Council. 

Gave no commitment but did indicate interest' 
in receiving subsequent phone call. Indicated, ' 
desire to consult with district test director. 
Information mailed by Council. 

Indicated preliminary interest but will be 
retiring this summer. Decision should go to ' 
unpicked successor. Information mailed by 
Council. 

Indicated preliminary interest. Information 
mailed by Council. ' 

Hold 

Carl Cohn, 
Superintenden t 

Sidriey Thompson, 
Superinte,ndent 

Gerry House, 
Superintendent 

Robert J asna, 
Superintendent 

Morris Holmes, 
Superintendent 

'Rudy Crew, Chancellor 



Great City School Participation in National Tests 

Philadelphia 

San Antonio· . 

'San Francisco 

Seattle 

Indicated scron. interest. Described role of 
assessments in c:urrent local reform efforcs aod 
choUSht national tests were consistent. 
Information mailed by Council. (Hoped chat 
any public annoUncement would not occur 
between July 3·20) 

Indicated preliminary interest. Wancsto 
involve board and teachers. Expressed some 
concern with alignment with state assessment 
(TASS). Information mailed by Council. 

No response yet. 

No response yet. 

06/02/97 Page 3 

. DaVid Hombeck, 
Su~rioteodCG, 

. Oiaoa Lam, 
Superintendent 

Bill Rojas, 
Superintendent 

John Stanford, 
Superintendent 

In general, the interest expressed by Great City School Superintendents in 
participating in the National Tests was strong to ten-tative. It is dearly viable to expect a 
dozen or so cities being able to commit publicly within the foreseeable future. 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, particularly 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 the next round 
of discussions. . . 
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I. Selected Characteristics ofTaraeted Great City Schools 

Great City School Teacher Total 4th Grade 8thGnde LEP 
Enrollment Enrollment EnrollmelU 

Bargaining 
1996-97 1993-94 ' 1993-94 

Perceot of 
Union Enrollment 

1. Atlanta NEA 59,281 4,890 4,770 0.9%, 

2. Boston AFT 6',698 ",04' ,4S56 24.4 

" 3.Broward Couoty 217,218 15,166 1'3,41' 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 31.5 

8. Houston NA ,209,610 15,926 15,356 25.3 . 

9, Long Beach NEA 83,408 6,303 5,703 ' 33.9 

10. Los Angeles UnA' . 682,251 ,52,949 47,908 45.6 

11. Memphis NEA 109,784 8,403 8,208 1.3 
1 

12. Milwaukee 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' , 66,093 5,688 5,484 

17. San Francisco 61,313 5,463 4,943 28.7 
. 

18. Seattle NEA ·44,672 3,617 3,463 11.3 

Totals 
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II. Selected Characteristics ofTataeted Great City SchoOis 

Great City School Cutrent Readina Grades Current Math Gt:ades 
Test Administered Test Administered 

1. Adanta Iowa Test ofBasiC' . 1,2,4,6,7,9, 10 Iowa Test of Basic 3,5,8, 11 
Skills and Test of Skills and Ten of 
Achievement and Achievement and 
Proficiency Proficiency 

2. Boscon Metropolitan 1-12 Metropolitan 1·12 
Achievement T~st, Achiev~ment Test, 
6th edition 6th edition 

3.Broward COuncy Stanford 3-9 Stanford 3-9 
Achievement Tests Achievemenc Tests 

4. Chicago Iowa Test of Basic 3-S Iowa Test of Basic 3-S 
Skills Skills 

5. Cincinnati 

6. E1 Paso 3-11 3-11 

7. Fresno Individual Tests of 1-12 Individual Tests of 1-12 
Academic Skills Academic Skills 

S. 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 I-S,lO Comprehensive I-S,lO 
Test of Basic Skills Test of Basic Skills 

12. Milwaukee Iowa Test of Basic 5,7,10 Iowa Test of Basic 5,7,10 
Skills and Test of Skills and Test of 
Achievement and Achievemenc and 
Proficiency Proficiency 

13. New Orleans California . 1,3,4,5,6 California' 1,3,4,5,6 
AchievemeclC J:est Achievement Test 
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14. New York Degrees of 2·10 California 2-8 
Rt:adinS Power AchieveinencTesc 

15. Philadelphia Comprehensive 1-12 Comprehensive 1-12 
Test of Basic Skills Test of Basic Skills 

16. San Antonio 

17. San FranciSco Comprehensive 1-11 . Comprehensive 1-11 
Test of Basic Skills Test of Basic Skills . 

18. Seattle California 1-11 California 1-11 
. Achievement Test Achievement Test , 

Totals .. 
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I. Selected Characteristics of Targeted Great Qty SchoolS 

Great QtySchool Teacher Total 4th Grade 8th Grade 

Bargaining Enrollment Enrollment Enrollment 

Union 1996-97 1993-94 1993-94 

1. Atlanta NEA 59,281 4,890 4,770 

2. Boston AFT 65,698 5,045 4,556 

3.Broward County 217,218 15,166 13,415 

4. Chicago AFT 421,334 30,542 30,474 

5. Cincinnati AFT 51,520 4,090. 4,246 

6.El Paso NA 64,605 . 5,119 . 4,936 

7. Fresno NEA 78,110 6,303 5,703 

8. HoustOn NA 209,610 . 15,926 15,356 

9. Long Beach NEA 83,408 6,303 . 5,703 

10. Los Angeles UTIA 682,251 52,949 47,908 

11. Memphis NEA 109,784 8,403 8,208 

12. Milwaukee' 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 I 69,661 

15. Philadelphia AFT 217,383 15,625 I '15,789 
, 

16. San Antonio NA 66,093, 5,688 5,484 

17. San Francisco 61,313 5,463 4,943 

18. Seattle NEA 44,672 3,617 3;463 

Totals 

r 
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LEP 
Percent of 

Enrollment 

0.9% 

24.4 

8.0 

14.2 

27.5 

31.5 

25.3 

33.9 

45.6 

1.3 

15.2 

3.0 

28.7 

11.3 
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II. Selected Characteristics of Targeted Great Gty Schools 

Great City Cunent hadins Grades Currcor Math Test Grades Statewide Gtada Statewide Grades 
lkhool 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 Test of 7,9,10 Skills and Test of 11 Basic Skills and 6,7,9, Basic Skills 11 
Achievement and Achievement and Test of 10 an4 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, Illinois Goal 3,6, 
Skills Skills Assessment 8,10 Assessment 8,10 

Program Program 

5. Cincinnati Grade Level 4,6, Grade Level 4,6, 
Proficiency 9, 12 Proficiency 9, 12 
Tests Tests 

6. EI Paso 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 

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 I state assessment 
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10. I..os Angeles Comprehensive 1-11 Comprehensive Test 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 SkaIs 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 1,3,4,5 Louisiana 3,4, Louisiana 3,4, 
Orleans Achievement Test 6 Achievement Test ,6 Educational 5,6,7 Educational 5,6,7 

Assessment Assessment 
Program Program 

14. New York Degrees 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 Antonio 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 Assessment of 10 

Academic Skills Academic 
Skills 

17. San Comprehensive 1-11 Comprehensive Test 1-11 no state assessment 
Francisco Test of Basic Skills of Basic Skills 

18. Seatrle 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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1. Selected'Chatactetiitics ofTa.raeted Great City Sc::hools 

Great City School Teacher 
Tocal 4th Grade ',,8th Grade LEP 

Enrollment Enrollment Enrollment 
Ba.rSaUUnS 

1996-97 1993-94 1993·94 
Percent of 

b Union I Enrollment 

1. Atlanta 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 15,166 13,415 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 
.. 

31.5 

8. Houston NA 209,610 ,15,926 15:,356 25.3, 

9. Long Beach NEA 83,408 6,303 5,703 33.9-

10. Los Angeles UnA 682,2'51 52,949 47;908 45.6 ' 

11. Memphis NEA 109,784 8,403 8,208 1.3 
, . 

12. Milwaukee 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 I 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 4,9~3 28.7 

18,. Seattle NEA' 44,672 ' , 3,617 3,463 11.3 

Totals 



Great City School Participation in National Tests 06/02/97 Page ~ 

11. Selected ChatacteriStics of Targeted Great city Schools 

Great City School Current Readina Grades CurreDt Math G.tades 
Test Administered Test Administered 

, , 

I 

) 1. Adanca Iowa TeS[ of Basic .,1,2,4,6,7,9,10 Iowa Test of Basic 3,5,8, 11 
Skills and Test of Skills and Test of 
Achievement and Achievement and 
Proficiency Proficiency I 

: 

2. Boston Metropolitan 1:-12 Metropolitan 1-12 
Achievement Test, u Achievement Test; 
6th edition 6th edition 

I 

3.Broward County Stanford 3'-9 Stanford 3-9 
Achievement Tests Achievement Tests , 

4. Chicago Iowa Test of Basic 3-8 Iowa Test of Basic 3-S 
Skills Skills : 

5. Cincinnati 
, 
, 

6.EIPaso 3-11 3-11 

7. Fresno Individual Tests of 1-12 Individual Tests of 1-12 
Academic Skills Academic Skills 

S. Houston' 3-11 3-11 
" 

, 
9. Long Beach 

lO.'Los Angeles Comprehensive 1-11 Comprehensive: 1-11 
Test of Basic Skills Test of Basic Skills 

11. Memphis Com prehensive I-S,lO Comprehensive I-S,lO 
Test of Basic Skills Test of Basic Skills' 

12. Milwaukee Iowa Test of Basic 5,7,10 Iowa Test of Ba~ic 5,7,10 
Skills and Test of Skills and Test of 
Achievement and Achievement an~ 
Proficiency Proficiency 

13. New Orleans California 1,3,4,5,6 California 1,3,4,5,6 
Achievement Test Achievement Te~t 
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14. New York Degrees of 2·10 California . ; 2..8 
Rading 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 Comprehensive 1-11 Comprehensive 1-11 
Test of Basic Skills Test of Basic 'Skills 

18. Seattle California 1~11 California i 1-11 
Achievement Test Achievement Test 

( , 

Totals 


