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WASHINGTON, DC 20510 

October 30, 1998 

The Honorable William Jefferson Clinton 

President 

The White House 

Washington, D.C. 


Dear Mr. President: 

We the undersigned are writing in opposition to the so..called 'compromise' on . 
. . nAtional testing, which would effectively block the implementation of voluntary 4th 

grade reading and 8th grade math tests that several states and school districts have 
already indicated their intention to use when they be(:ome a.vaila.ble. 

We believe that voluntary national tests using rigorous academic standards should be 
readied and states and local school districts should be allowed to make their O'WT1. 

decisions about whether or not to use them..For the first time in our nation's history, 
a voluntary national testing program would allow parents around the nation to 
compare the academic performance of their children, their neighborhood schools, and 
their loc:il district with any other place in the nation, using worldwclass standards. 

However, the proposal now being considered would prevent stat~s and districts from 
choosing to use voluntary na.tional tests, because it bans any-implementation of. 
voluntary national tests without specific Congressional authorization: In contrast to 
the Senate-passed compromise, which ensured that the tests were entirely voluntary . 
and transferred authority to develop and implement the new t~sts to the independent 
and bipartisan National Assessment Governing Board, this proposal puts the fate of 

. the voluntary na.tional tests in the hands of its sworn opponents. 

Because we support letting states and districts mal<e the choice a.bou~ whether or not 
to use voluntaty national tests, we would support your decision to veto the Labor­

. HHS-Education appropriations conference report if it included this prOvision. 

Sincerely. 
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WASHINGTON, DC 20510 

October 30, 1998 

The Honorable William Jefferson Clinton 
President 
The White House 
Washington~ D.C. 

Dear Mr. President: 

We the undersigned are writing in opposition to the so~called 'compromise' on 
national testing, which would effectively block the implementation of voluntary 4th 
grade reading and 8th grade math tests that several states and school districts have 
already indicated their intention to use when they become available. 

We believe that voluntary national tests using rigorous academic standards should be 
readied and states and local school districts should be allowed to make their OMl 

decisions 'about whether or not to use them. For the first time in our nation's history, 
a voluntary national testing program would allow parents around the nation to 
compare the academic performance of their children, their neighborhood schools, and 
their local district with any other place in the nation, using worldwclass standards. 

However, the proposal now being considered would prevent state:s and districts from 
chOOSing to use voluntary national tests, because it bans any-implementation of 
voluntary national tests without specific CongresSional authorization. In contrast to 
the Senate~passed compromise, which ensured that the tests were entirely voluntary 
and transfened authority to develop and implement the new tests to the independent 
and bipartisan National Assessment Governing Board> this proposal puts the fate of 
the voluntary national tests in the hands of its sworn opponents. 

Because we support letting states and districts mal<e the choice abou~ whether or not 
to use voluntary national tests, we would support'your decision to veto the Labor­
HHS-Education appropriations conference report if it included this provision. 

Sincerely. 
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October 20. 1997 

The HOJ:lorable Bill Ooo~1ing . 
U.S. Hou$c of Representatives . 

Con~ss of the United States 

2263.Rayburn House Office Building 

WashiiigC'on. DC 20StS 


Dear Congressn:i.aD Goodling. 

Let me respond to the questions in your letter of October 17. 1997 . 

.. , The dates of the pilot teStS of both the mathematics and readiDg tests for the Voluntary National 
Tests wiD depeod on Congress's decision and on whoa that decision is made; They will depend further 
on th~ decision schedule and substantive recommendations of any Governing Board appointed to be 
responsjble for the project. . 

~ua.nt to the stop work order from the Department of 'Education issued· September 2Slb 1997. 
all wprk related: to the development of (C!lt questions ceased at close of busin~s that day., As a result 
tbere ate no questions ready to be pilot tested. 

. We have yet to dc!cide un ~ dcflhitive design for both the pilot and tl~ld tests. This task bas also 
been delayed by the'stop work order and the absence of firm specifications ~d decision.s about important 
issues such aii calculator usage. As a result, it is impossible [0 advise you of the total number of -schools 
and students th. will be necessary for each study. Since the current conuactcalls for the contractor to 
meet the NAEP standards for validity and reliability, we assume that we will need NAEP-like samples of 
studems and schools for both tbe pilot arid the field tests. Those estimll.tes can only be made. after test . 

. specifications are finalized. At that time we will submit our design recommendatioJ;ls for approval to 
whatever j\.gency or qoveming body is designmed as responsible, for the proj'ett, . 

Fbll.owing are. the; answers to the other questions .in your letter of the :171t1. 

My letter of$eptember 15th to rhe Chief State School Officers bas not been retracted. Not 
knowing. the possible resolution of the issues nor the schedule for such Iesohition. there was ,lillie 1 could 
offer that was concrete. We knew from several communications (rom [heir offices thauhey were all 
aware of the ongoing debates over the program's future here in Washington. Coverage in Education 
Week and in other media has been fairly complete and specific: . 

.In re~panse to my leuer. some states have written and declined to participate bec:ause,of very 
busy ,t~st schedules· 'of their own and orhers have said that they will make a d~ision' after the uncertainty 
is re~olved. Other states ~d,districts have volunteered to help and have caJlep the 888 number we 
provided·abou't specific test dates. We have told them thaI we can not be specific about schedules at this 
time and thaE we will contact tbem in tbe future when matters are settled. Thus, at this time. no sites have 
beeD selected,fo.r participation in the pilot tcS[. 
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( I) Computer technology now makes it possible to. generate a naturallmguage letter to each, 
smdent who take$ the rest. thal describes in clear. understandable language how well he or 
sbe perfonned in responding to the questions'on the teSL 011f intention is to make these 
letECts morc user friendly and less intimidating than a. typieallCSt feport. Procedufes for 
delivering this infommtion to students'wiD be recommended to the Governing Board. for their 
consideration and decision. 

(2) The Voluntary National Tesu are designed.lo be linked statistically to NAEP and to TIMSS 
precisely so tbaI these compuisons to tho NAEP.achlevement levels and [0 the TIMSS 
international average can be made. Each child's n'!SUlts can then be matched to NAEP's 
levels of ~ASIC. PROFICIENT and ADVANCED as well as to the international average of 
the 41 countries that partic:ipated ill the TIMSS project~ If this design (9 implemented.. 
students will be able to compare their perfonnance' with t;hose of ,other American 4· and 8­
graders and of 8th graders from other countries. These comparisons would not be possible 
Wltil me first opc:mtioilal ad.raiD:isti-aIon. They would.not. be available during either the pilct 
or field test adminisuations. . 

(3) Your questions Scleat to imply that we will be c:oUecting"personal" infonnarion abOut 
students and their environments. These new tests are not intended to concct detailed 
information about student backgrounds. classroom.or home environments. The information 
referred to in my letter haS to do with e8cb srudent's pcrfon:Dance on the test itself. Inour 
proposal to the Depai'tment of Education we nave recommended 'hat parents be provided 
similar nabJrallangUage lettCrs with a descriptioD of their cbild'S'penomiance on the test. It 
has also been· suggested that parents be advised .whic~ questions were answered correctly and 
which were not so that they can dlsc:uss these with their childien.: Since these new tests arc 
not designed to gather any infot'IMtion about teaCher st:rasegies, cuIricula or school programs, 
it will be impossible fO comment in any way' allau,: "type of insttuc:tion." 

(4) AS in NAEP. no State. district or school will be coerced or forced to participate. We do not, 
, need the participation of all SO &tate$ [0 gua1'llritec'il valid sample: 

(5) 1assume that Secretary Riley's reference to .. national·standards" in his September 25'" 
statement is to tb~ NAEP achievement levels which were developed through a natioDal 
consensus proeeu and which have been accepted'by the 44 states panicipating in the NAEP 
state program. As mentioned above iq response to your question number (2), these are my 
operating assumptions. 

I hope these answers adequateJy address the questions pased.. 

,-.. 

inceJ1Y,., ·Lr 
Arebi. E. LaPOinl~ 
Project DirU:cor 

ec: 	 The Honorabic.John Ashcroft 
The HonorabJe Richard W. Ritey 
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€oltlIre" of tbe Itnfteb 6tates 
a.ibington. me 20515 

October 17, 1997 

By Fac·siDille: 202-944:54S4;.202-401-1438 

Mr. Archie Lapoinle .. 

Project Director 

Volun.tiuY National Tests Initiative 

1000 Thomas 1efferson Street. N.W. 

Suite ·400 

Washington. DC 20007 


Dear Mr. La.paintC: 

It is our understanding that. you arc plaJmiDg to pilot test several questions for 
the Administration's new nationa1 tests in ma.thematics beginning the week of 
November 17» f997 and reading the week of December 1, 1997 .. We are hereby 
requestiilg copies of the'mathematics and reading test questions you plan to administer. 
We would like to receive copies of both sets of questloDi DO later than 48 hoUrs 
after receipt of this letter~ 

While we are aware that the .Secretary announced on September 25, 1997 that 
the contractor will discOntinue development of test items until the National Assessment 
Goveniing Board (NAGS) baa approved 8pecifications~ it is our understanding that the ' 
Department is still planning site loCations for test development. We would like to 
receive a list of the sItes currently targeted for. use in the pilot test ao later than 48 
hours after receipt of this letter and an indication of the total number you expect to 
choose. for tbfs pilOt test phase. 

, In addition to reqeiving co,pJes of these pilot tests. we would like you to answer 
the. following questions in regard to a September lS. 1997 letter you sent to State 
Superintendents concerning the pilot and field testing. The Secretary's announcement 
on September 2S. 1m did not mention pilot or field testing and only referenced the 
forwarding of lithe test panel's recommended specifications to the test contractor." To 
the best of our knowledge, there was no Jetter or retraction of your September 1S, 1997 
letter to State Superintendents asking for help in pilot and field testing of these national 
tests. The letter you signed on September IS. 1997 raises important questions 
that we feel need to be answered regardless of your sc}ledule for pilot testing. The 
Secretary's statement that the national tests "can be thought of as individualized 
versions of NAEP that, unlike NAEP. will for the first time provide patents, teachers 
and students willi imonnation about how well individual students arc doing compared to 
national standards" also raises concerns about the development of national standards. 
We would ask that the answers to these questions also be submitted no later than 
48 hours after receipt of this letter. . 



-

~---

" 

. (1) You state in the September 15, 1997 letter that "Students who take the test will 
personally reCeive infotmation they can understand." Would you please 
elaborate on this sentence aDd explain exactly how students will "personally" 
receive information? ' 

(2) The paragraph goes on further to state that HBach wiD be advised how well he 
or she stacks up when compared to agreed upon national goals and to other 4111 

and 8111 graders across the countty and across the world.." What exactly are you 
u"Utg to offer this comparison point? What "national goala It are you 

, referencing? 	FiDaliy. if this is a, pUot test, how are you going to offer a valid 
comparison to students &cross the country and the world as you state in your 
letter? . 

(3) On page two of the September 15 letter you state: "Parents will receive pcrsoiaal 
inforlmition about their child along with suggestions about how they can , 
encourage lea.mJ.ng and. ~ons they webt want to ask teachers." ,What types ' 
of personal informl1tiOil are being provided? Who is offering the suggestions to 

, parents and how were theBe individuals selected?, Ate you advocating one type 
of instruction over mather? Why is the federal government giving advice to 
parents on how to teach their children? 

(4) The, letter states that "Schools from all 50 states will be selected to participate. 
These participaDts wUl be the first in the nation to recc1ve individualized reports 
geared ~oward' students, parents and teachers. it If this is a voluntary test, why 
are schools being "aekcted"? Also. why is "a representative from. the 
Voluntary National Tests Initiative contacting you within a week to enlist your 
cooperatio.D"? If thii is truly voluntary I why are you ttying to coerce 
individuals intO participating? The mentiOn of -.1150 States" predisposes that 
everY state w'Ul agree to participate. If this is truly a voluntary program. how 
Can you,assume or guarantee all SO States would participate given the fact that 
only 43 States participate in NABP anc;J only 7 have volunteered for the 
proposed Pederal rests. 

(5) SecretarY Riley's September 25. 1997 f press statement says "The voluntary 

national tests can be thought of as individualized versions of NAEP that, unlike 

NAEP, will for the first timIJ provide parents, teachers and students with 

information about how weU Individual students are doing compared'to national 

standards." To what aationalstandards is the Secretary referring? We thought 

there were to be no national standards. . 
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We look forward to a prompt response ftom you 011 these questions. If 
cQmplcte answers to each question will not be forthcoming 15 rcqucstcd.. we are seeking 
detailed explanations as to why they are not forthcoming BDd. when we will have the 
answers. 

Sincerely. 

&tGOOD~G · 

U.S. House of Rep 

cc: HonotaibJe Ricbard W. RUey 
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q£ongress of tbe 11niteb 6tateB 
iIIasbinglon, mc 20515 

October 17, 1997 . 

By Facsimile: 202-944-5454; 2P2:;4Ol-14J~ 

Mr. Archie Lapointe 
Project Director 
VolUntary National Tests Initiative 

1000 Thomas Jefferson Street, N.W. 

Suite 400 

Washington. DC 20007 

Dear Mr. Lapointe: 

It is our understanding that you an: planning to pilot test several questions fOI 

the Administni.tion's new national tests in mathema:tics beginn.iog the week of 
November 17. 1997 and reading the week of December 1, 1997. We are hereby 
reqUesting copies of the mathcrilatics and reading test questionS you plan to admin.ister. 
We would like to receive copies of both sets of questions no later tban 48 hoUrs 
after receipt of this letter ~ 

While We atc aware that the Secretary announced on September 2S I 1997 that 
the contraCtor will discoiltinue development of test items until the National Assessment 
Gove.rtllng Board (NAGB) bas approved specifi~ations, it is our understanding that the . 
Department is srill planning $ire loCations for test development. We would like to 
receive alist of the sites currently targeted for use in the pilot test no later than 48 
hours after receipt of this letter and an indication of the total number you expect to 
choose for this pilot test phase. 

. In..aOdition to receiving gmies of th.ese pilot tests. we WQuid like you to answer 
the foUQwingugyestions in regard to a September 15. 19211etter.you sent to State 
Superinr.eIidents coru:.erning the pilot and field testing. The Secretary's announcement 
on September 25, 1991 did not mention pilot or field resting and only referenced the 
forwarding of '"the test panel's recommended specifications to the test contractor." To 
the best of our knowledge. there was no letter or retraction of your September 15, 1997 
letter to State Superintendents asking for help in pilot and field testing of these national 
tests. The letter you signed on SSltember 15. 1997 raises important questions 
that we feel need to be answered regardless of your schedule fOr pilot testing. The 
Secretary's statement that the national tests "can be thought of as individualized 
versions of NAEP that, unlike NAEP, will for the first time provide parents, teachers 
and stUdents with information about how well individual students are doing compared to 
national standards" also raises concerns about the development of national standards. 
We.would ask that the answers to thme questiqns also besubmitted no later than 
48 hours after r~eipt of this letter .. 
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(1) You state in the september 15. 1997 leiter that "Students who take the test will 
person3l1y receive infonnation they can understand." Would you please 
elaborate on this sentence and explain exactly how students will "personally" 
receive iilfon:nation? 

(2) The paragraph goes on turiher to state that "Each will be advised how well he 
or she slackS up when compared to agreed upon national goals and to other 4th 
and gill graders across the country and across the world. It What exactly are you 
using [0 offer this comparison point? What "national goals" are you 
referencing? Finally, if this is a pilar test .. how are you gOing to offer a valid 
Comparison ,to students across the couiltt)' and the world as you state in your 
letter? 

(3) On page two of the September IS letter you state: "Parents will receive personal 
information about their child along with suggestions about how they can 
encourage learning and questions they might want to ask teachers." What types 
of personal infonnation are being provided? Who is offering the suggestions to 
parents and how were these individuals selected? Are you advOI:ating one type 
of instruction over another? Why is the federal government giving advice to 
parents on how to teach their children? 

(4) The letter states that "Schools from all SO states will be selected to partiCipate. 
These participants will be lbe first in the nation to receive individualized reports 
geared towards students, parents and teachers." If this is a voluntary test, why 
are schools being "selected"? Also. why is "a represeritative from the 
Voluntary National Tests Initiative contacting you within a week to enlist your 
cooperation"1 If this is truly voluntary. why are you Irying to coerce 
individuals intO participating? The mention of ..all SO States" predisposes that 
every state will agree to participate. If this is truly a volWltary program, how 
can yoU aSsUme or: guarimtee all 50 States would participate given the fact that 
only 43 States participate in NAEP and only 7 have volunteered for the 
proposed Federal tests. 

(5) Secretary Riley's September 25. 1997. press statement says "The voluntary 
national tests can be thought of as individualized versions of NAEP that, unlike 
NAEP. will for the fIrst time provide: parents. teachers and studenlS with 
information about bow well indiVIdual students are doing compared to national 
standards/' To what national standards is the Secretary referring? We thought 
there were to be no national standards. 
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We look forward to a prclmpt response froni you on these q1lestions. If 
complete answers to ~ach question will not be forthcoming as requested, we are seeking 
detailed explanations as to why they are not forthcoming and when we will have the 
answers. 

Sincerely. 

&tGOODLINt; • ~~CROFr 
United States Senate 

cc: Honorable Rich3.rd VI. Riley' 

http:Rich3.rd
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44 i=:U;DEAICt< 5T!:I€£'I' September 24, 1997 
t1A"OW"". PA 17~31-3S~8 

President Bill Clinton 
The White House 
1600 Pennsylvania Avenue NW 
Washington, D.C. 20500-0005 

Dear Mr. President: 

In your recent speech before the AFL-CIO, you said, " ... there is nothing more important 
for the future of this country than giving our kids a decent education," 

I agree with that statement 100 percent. 

You went on to say, "For the first time, 4th graders scored above the global average in 
mathematics and science." 

What you didn't say was that happened ~ecause of the efforts ofthe states to raise their 
academic standards and better prepare teaching staff with some financial assistance from the 
federal government. 

You continued with the statement, "I know all children can learn and I know we've got 
people who can do the job, We've just got to support them and bear down and do more of the 
kinds of things that we know will work." 

That is exactly what I am trying to do. With your shotgun approach -- with a little money 
spread evel)'\Vhere I'm left with $200 million to do the one major initiative you proposed that 
truly makes sense: improvements of literacy. . 

For $200 million spread throughout the country. I have to design a program that will have 
aU children reading-ready by the time they reach 1st grade. That means intensive pre-school 
reading readiness programs. That means an all-out effort to help parents become the child's most 
important teacher, That means training and retraining teachers in how to teach reading using 
proven research and methods. That means remedying those children who are presently in lSI, 

2nd, and 3ed grades who are not reading at grade leveL 

That's a big order for $200 million, But it is positively necessary to accomplish this before 
we get into the business ofgiving students one more standardized test 

rl;IS STATIONERY PRINTED ON PAPER MADE O. FlI:C'I'CLfD !'IBEIlS 
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Your stance on testing is making my job of authorizing an "America Reads" program 
almost impossible. I need your help if your most important initiative -- having all Americans read 
-- is ever going to see the tight of day, 

Sincerely, 
" ," . 

t~' 
BILL GOODLING 
Chairman, House Committee on 
Education and the Workforce 

P,S, I called you last Thursday to discuss the "America Reads initiative. 
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September IS, 1997. 

. . 

Congressman William Ooodliq, Chairman, 

Committee on Education and. the Workfor~e, 


u.s.,House of~epresenWives, 
, ,

2181 Raybum HouSe OffiCI Suildin§. , ' 

. Washingron, O.C.lOSI'..SlOO . " 

Oear Consressman Oocdling: 

President Clinton's propow to create a nauonal r.est for aU founh graders in reading and all eighth graders in mm keeps, 
repeatin& mat smre participation in chis one-si:ze..t1u.an test is c:omplttlly volwuary. Yet Uti stated loal is to RCNte 20 st:aCes by 
1999 and aU SO states by 2002•. The Clinton Adm infSU'lltion seems to be ignoring the 1liirdIntem.atio~lMath and Scieflee Study 
and the Natfonal Anessm.nt of E41lCllion f'roIress IS two wasmcnts that areC:WTlntl)' used in I. number ofs'Wa to report ' 
'rruclent achievement. W. have )'I't to ICC chf recommendation, ftom those two national asscsarnents 'guide much policy . 
,development in che nation or,the swes to lnfoma t.hc~ Standards., dte development ofte,"books andcurricuJa. or uldmaxely 
improvi student achievement. ' 

The national test Is a simplistic approach to education reform~ The problem is not SCI much thaz teSting is a beIJ i. if 
ImpJememecl properly. telana eivcs states and local schools informacion ,bout how nudenrJ Itt achieving. It is, howc\'ci'. only 
one indicator of how a child. is. achievlng.(t michtleacl to increased improv,ments a.t lellt in theory. The problem is the reality 
ofhow the Idea is belnllmptecnenled at '!he fed.erallevei 81'lQ ianoril'lg all the ,education rel4'arck about wha'£we now know about 
how to improve schools and smdcntltamins. .' 

States may ha\rc another problem ...,Ith me President's national testing initiative, 'Virtually aU states arc working on StI~ or local 
Stanc:iards. In the end. the test wOuld. nor measure: these locally adopted ItatldardI and any test thlE does noc measure what is being 
taught In the schools isn't worth '!he p!pBr it's priQ18d. 01'1.' ' 

Another'major concemrhat ~ein Iowa and othl!:f' smeshave as the potential higb cost· of administering a n.ational USL The 
AdminiS'IRtlcn's proposal would ccsuaxpaycrs approximately twelve dcllars (512) per student per test. In rowa.. our local Sll.lblic 
and non-public schools voluntarily test their. sNdents with cbe Jowa TestS of Basic Skills anc! the Iowa TtstsofEd"ca.tiona[ 
Development at a COli of 'Ilearly tiJhry-eight (S.88) c~ntSper INdent. With a limited. amount of federal discrotionat"y timds for 
edl.1cation. is this the beat use of federal dollars? \. 

" . ,Sincerely,' . 
\ ...----'.--I~~~ 

Terry E. Branstad 
C;;ovetnor· 
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He leaned heavily towards the. other one near the end -­

MR. MCCURRY: I think late in the game he. tended toward 
the mysterious and the novel ~- (laughter) -~ as opposed to the 
profound and the policy-oriented. 

Q Mike, do you have an approximate date for· the 
Clintons taking Chelsea to Stanford? 

MR. MCCURRY: Well, I'd prefer not to publicly comment, 
but I think it's well~known what the schedule is out there, what the 
first day of classes are', when Parents' Day is. That's all available 
to you from the university. ' 

Q Are they both going? 

MR. MCCURRY: I don't,have word on what their plans are 
yet. I believe so. But you got that question ~- I don't think we've 
addressed the question publicly. I imagine so, but I don't know for 
a fact. 

Q How more active is the President going to be in the 
next few weeks with regard to supporting McCain-Feingold, trying to 
get a vote on the Senate floor? 

MR. MCCURRY: Quite. 

Q In what way? 

MR. MCCUR~Y: We'll let you know. 

Q Is it going to go beyond what he's done in the 
past, occasionally expressing his support for McCain-Feingold? 

MR. MCCURRY: We'll let you know when we've got plans. 

Q Are you going to have fast track on Wednesday? 

MR. MCCURRY: Likely, yes. Will I have a fast track? 
The President will advance the prospects for fast track authority, 
which would.allow him to negotiate agreements that will continue to 
open up markets for the United States and continue to build a 
fundamental premise of our strong economy into the future. And he 
wants to make that case publicly and we'll say more about that on 
Wednesday. . 

Q If this Goodling amendment becomes enacted as part 
of the educational appropriations bill, ,will the President veto that 
bill? 

MR. MCCURRY: It's not going to become law one way or 
another, but at the moment we're working quietly to try to fashion 
something that the President can sign. But he won't sign the 
unsignable. 

Q Does that mean he'll veto it' if it's part of the 
bill ? 

MR. MCCURRY: I didn't use the V word, I think. Did I 
use the V word? No, I ,didn't use the V word. 

Q Well, the staff has used the V word in their 
recommendation to him, right, in the statement of administration 
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poli'cy'? , 

MR. MCCURRY: That's right, we have kind of like -- ' 

we'r~ in this time of year now in which there are various gradients 

of veto threats. You've got senior advisor threats and Cabinet 

secretary threats -- and what's another good one'? Advisors 

recommend. And then they got the press spokesman who will say he 

won't sign the unsignable'. That's a good one. What else have we 

got'? (Laughter.) And then there is the big gun. 


Q What are you seeking in the way of a modification? 

MR. MCCURRY: What the President outlined in his radio 

address I guess two Saturdays ago. It's pretty clear that he wants 

voluntary national testing developed in a bipartisan fashion. We 

think we can achieVe that. We think it's important for Americans to 

have confidence that their schools can meet the high quality 

standards we need in the 21st century. And he thinks Americans will 

rally around to that cause. And those who don't support high quality 

national standards, tested so that we know whether we're meeting the 

standards that we set, will have to make the case why that's a bad 

idea. ' 


Q He doesn't think the opposition is valid that 

minorities are at a disadvantage? 


MR. MCCURRY: We think that you don't start by assuming 

failure, inability to meet standards; you start by setting high 

standards and figuring out the way to meet them. And we.will work 

closely with minority communities to assure that that can be done. 


Q On congressional legislation, anything new today on 

the proposed Department of Energy cuts and RIF-ing 2,000 people over 

there? 


MR. MCCURRY: No, and I asked to check into that 

further, and I'll get some more information on that. 'That has corne 

up here before, and I've asked for someone to report in to me about 

what the status is. 


Q ,Now that the appropriations bills are going to 

start coming down, are you going'to have the same process for the 

line item veto that you had in the reconciliation bills, where the 

bill first passes and then you review it? Or are you going to start 

identifying things ahead of the signing of the bill, and would say, 

if this is in here it's subject to the line item veto? 


MR. MCCURRY: Well, by the statute, it' has to be passed 

and signed into law before it's subject to the line item veto. But 

the negotiations that might occur with respect to the President's use 

of that authority can occur at any time. 


Q Is he happy with'The New York Times editorial 

supporting Castro? 


MR. MCCURRY: I think the President thinks there's a 

very strong case to be made for opening up markets overseas and for 

having the authority that's been available to Republican and 

Democratic presidents alike to negotiate those agre~ments and 

appreciates the support given from whatever source. 


Q Does the President on fast track still want to at 

least a house vote before he goes to South America? 
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AMERICA GOES BACK TO SCHOOL, 1997 

BY THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 

A PROCLAMATION 

Americans want the best for our children. We want them to live out their 
dreams, empowered with the tools they need to make the most of their 'lives and 
to build a future where America remains the world's beacon of hope and freedom· 
and opportunity. To do this, we must all make improving the quality of 
education in America one of our highest priorities. 

In my State of the Union Address 'earlier this year, I issued a call to action 
for American education to prepare our Nation for the 21st century. Working 
together, we must make our schools strong and safe, with clear standards of 
achievement and discipline and talented, dedicated teachers in every 
classroom. Every school and every State should adopt rigorous national 
standards, with national tests in 4th-grade reading and 
8th-grade math to make sure our children master the basics. We must ensure 
that every student can read independently and well by the end of the 3rd 
grade. We must connect every classroom and library to the Internet by the year 
2000 and help all students become technologically literate. We must modernize 
school buildings and expand school choice and accountability in public 
education. And ~emust encourage lifelong learning for all our citizens, from 
expanding Head Start 'programs to helping adults improve their education and 
skill's. 

These goals are ambitious, but they are crucial if we are to prepare for the 

challenges and possibilities of life in the 21st century. With the 1997 

balanced budget agreement, we will begin to meet these goals by providing new 

resources to help children learn to read, the means to help connect every 

school to the Internet, and tens of billions of dollars in tax cuts to help 

families pay for college. 


I urge all Americans to become actively involved,in their local schools and 
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colleges and to make a real commitment to support education improvement and 
give our children the kind of support they need to succeed. The Partnership 
for Family Involvement in Education is setting a powerful example in this . 
endeavor. These partners -- including the Department of Education and more 
than 3,000 schools, families, colleges and universities, community, cultural, 
and religious groups, businesses, elected officials and policymakers,' and the 
men and women of our Armed Forces -- have pledged their support for our 
initiative, "America Goes BaGk to School: Answering the President's Call to 
Action." Through their ,dedication to our children, they are 
young people grow into responsible and productive citizens. 
that when communities unite, every student can achieve,' 

helping America's 
They are proving 

more 

(OVER) 

2 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, WILLIAM J. CLINTON, President of the United States of 
America, by virtue of the author~ty vested in'me by the Constitution and laws 
of the United States, do hereby proclaim September a through September 14, 
1997, as a time when America Goes Back to School. I encourage parents, 
schools, community and State leaders, businesses,civic and religious 
organizations, and the people of the United States to observe this week with 
appropriate ceremonies and activiti~s expressing support for high academic 
standards and meaningful involvement in schools and colleges and the students 
and families they serve. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand this eighth day of September, 
in the year of our Lord nineteen hundred and ninety-seven, and of the 
Independence of the United States of America the two hundred and twenty-second. 

WILLIAM J, CLINTON 

# # # 

'-:W'-::" ..... ,/'" . ,.,t., • ..... •• " •• • p;' .... ,'. .',t............... ,t I~ ".; ... , .;. • ,t,t, I .. ...................•...•...v.
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1. The Washington Post 
August 19, 1997 

House Republicans Fail to See the Need/or Clinton's 
National Test Plan 
By Rene Sanchez 
Washington Post Staff Writer, page All 

President Clinton's struggling 
campaign to create new national tests for 
students in reading and'math is about to 
hit its next obstacle: House Republicans. 

As soon as Congress returns from its 
summer recess, one of the first priorities 
of some Republican lawmakers will be to 
try to derail, even abolish, the 
groundbreaking testing plan by 
prohibiting the Education Department 
from spending any money on it. 

The department, which is moving 
swiftly to develop the tests, has paid little 
heed so far to congressional skepticism 
about the idea., But now it has to contend 
with Rep. William F. Goodling (R-Pa.), 
chairman of the House Committee on 
Education and the Workforce, who is 
rallying support for legislative proposals 
designed to stop the tests. 

, "We already have plenty of testing," 
Goodling said recently, "Nearly all of the 
states have their own testing programs. 
Why another measurement instrument to 
tell us what we already know?" 
, Last month, Goodling sent his House 

colleagues a letter detailing how the 
federal government is already spending 
more than $500'million this year to help 
states develop their own achievement 
exams. Creating the national 
performance tests that Clinton envisions 
would cost roughly another $22 million. 

Battles over student testing are hardly 
new in American education, but Clinton's 
idea has ignited vehement d~/;late because 
it would represent the first time the 
federal government set academic 
benchmarks by which all of the nation's' 
schools could judge their performance. 
Beginning in 1999, the president wants 
all fourth-graders to take a new national 
exam in reading and all eighth-graders to 
do the same in math. 

Clinton and many education and 
business leaders say the tests would help 
create a better national picture of what 
schools are doing right and wrong. 
Currently, states give students 

proficiency exams, but what they expect 
them to know varies so much that , 
drawing national conclusions about the 
quality of schools is often difficult. 

Clinton's testing plan is voluntary and 
so far only six states, including Maryland 
but not Virginia, are on board. Also, 15 
of the nation's largest urban schQol 
districts including New York City, 
Chicago and Los, Angeles - have 
agreed to use the tests. The District's 
public schools have not. 

Some of the reluctance is practical: 
State leaders say they want to see the 
tests before committing to use them. But 
others have serious philosophical 
reservations about Clinton's plan, calling 
it another potentially costly example of 
unnecessary federal intrusion into local 
classrooms. 

For all of those reasons, Goodling 
contends that the testing plan should be 
halted until congressional hearings are 
held, or until lawmakers explicitly vote 
to authorize it. That view is winning 
support from an array of politically 
conservative groups. such as the 
Christian Coalition and Family Research 
Council. 

Also, some Democrats are worried 
that poor students in schools with limited 
resources could be at a disadvantage 
taking the tests. 

Goodling has introduced a resolution 
and an amendment to a House 
appropriations bill to try to stop or delay 
the testing program. 

But the administration's framework 
for the tests is already taking shape, six 
months after the president introduced the 
idea during his State of the Union 
address. 

At this point, each test is to last 90 
minutes and be based partly on an exam 
known as the National Assessment of 

. Educational.Progress. which is highly 
regarded by many educators for its rigor. 
Samples of students across the country 
have been taking versions of that test 

'every few years since 1969. The 
Education Department is also on the 
verge of awarding contracts to write the 
new tests. 

'Clinton, meanwhile, has not shown 
any interest in delaying the tests, which 
have long been a fixture in the schools of 
most other industrialized nations. He 
p leaded with the nation's governors at 
their annual meeiing last month to 
embrace the idea, arguing that it will give 
American schools a powerful incentive to 
be more consistent and rigorous in what 
they demand of students in such vital 
subjects as reading and math. Many top 
business executives also are campaigning 
for the president's testing plan. 

"We think having a sense of urgency 
is important," said acting Deputy 
Education Secretary Marshall S. Smith. 
"We've been sitting back on this issue too 
long, tolerating curricula that do not 
adequately prepare many of' our 
students." 

Education Secretary Richard W. Riley 
has testified before congressional panels 
several times this year about the tests, 
and the department has held briefings 
with governors. 

Administration official~ also say 
Clinton has tried to' be sensitive to 
Republican concerns about federal 
meddling in schools by making the tests 
voluntary, relatively short, and focused 
only on two core subjects in two pivotal 
grades. 

And today, Education Department 
officials will meet with state leaders to 
discuss the tests. 

"We are addressing basic skills in the 
grades where there are generally 
agreed-on goals for students," Smith 
said. "There's substantial public support 
for that." 

To date, the Education Department 
has fared well in most of its political 
wrestling matches, with the 
Republican-led Congress. Republican 
talk of abolishing the department has 
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House Republicans Fail to See the Need for: Clinton's National Tesf Plan( 

lIy Rrnr $anch('z 
".\hj"'II~r(\otl"i~UWt"n 

l're~ldl'nl C1into" '9 ," ltj(j!liUj( C8l11paij(n 
to crl'all' new national tests lor ~hldfnl~ in 
rndlng and math is aboul 10 hil ils next 
obsllIcle: Mousl' Rl'publkRns. 

As soon a~ Conj(ress returns from its 
summer recess. one 01 the first priorilies of 
~ome Rl'publican lawmak!'rs "';11 bl' 10 lTy to 
derail. eVl'n abolish. Ihe j(roundbreaking 
testing plan by prohibitinj{ the Education 
DI'!,arlmellt from ,pendinj{ any money on it. 

1111' department, which i9 mmrinj{ swiltly 
10 devplo!, thl' 11',1" h.. paid littl(' hl'('d no far 
to conj{t~~sional .kl'ptid,m about Ihe idea. 
Bul now it has to contend with Rl'p. William 
F. Goodlinj{ (Rl'a.), chairman of the 1I0use 
Committee on Educalion and the Workforce, 
"'ho is rallying support for legislative propos­
als designed 10 910p the lesls. 

"We already haY\! plenty oftesting: Goodl· 
ing said recently. "Nearly all of Ihe slales 
havl' their own !I'sling programs. Why anoth­
er measuremenl instrumenl 10 lel1 us whal 
wr already know?" 

Lasl month, Goodlinll ~ent his IIouse 
colleagues a leiter detailing how the federal 
{t'0vernmrnt is already spending more than 
5500 million .Ihis year to help slale' develop 
their 0"''11 achievemenl exams. Crl'atinj{ the 
national performan~e te<ls thaI Clinton envi· 
~ions wuuld conI rouj{hly another $22 million. 

nattles ov,'r .hHlrnt I~sling MC hardly new 
in AI1l~' ican ~tlurallun. hut Clinton'~ i()(';1 has 
igniled vehemenl dehale bet""'" il would· 
rrpnBrnl the fi,.1 time Ihe frdrrnl govern· 
mrnt stl academic benchmarks by which 811 
of the nation's schools 'could judSH' Iheir 
performance. IJeginninj{ in 1999. me presi­
denl wants all fourth·graders to lake a new 
IIlItionai eum in reading and all eighth·grad­
en to do the same In math. 

Clinton and many education and business 
leaders say the lests would help creale a 
better national picture of what schools are 
doinj{ right and wrong. Currently, slales give 
sludents proficirncy exams, but whal Ihey 
expect Ihem 10 know varies ~o much thaI 
drawing national conclusions aboulthe quali· 
ty of !\Chool. is often diffirult 

Clinlon's testinj{ plan is vo 
far only six stiles, including 
not Virginia, are on board. Also, 15 of Ihe 
nation's larllest urban school districl5-in­
dud in!! New York Cily. Chic.II" and Ins 
Angrl"--have all,.,·,llo liSe Ihe 1.,10 ·Ih.. 
District's public .cho..l~ have nnl. 
Som~ of th~ rrluclanC'1' is pra~lical: SI.,le 

leaders uy thl'y want to ,r.e the le't~ hefore 
commilting 10 Uge them. But others have 
seriou8 philosophical reservations aboul 
Clinton', plan. calling It another polentially, 
costly example of unnecellsary federal intru· 
SiOD Into local dassrooms. 

REP. WilliAM F. GOODLING: 

·WI' al,rady ItOl'r fJ/l'nly of 

te.~tjng., . mlya,wther 

mea.surl'menl instrl4ment 10 tell 

us what we already know?" 


MARSHALL S. SMrTH: 

'1VI'·I'l'hrrn . . , tolemlinsr 
wrrit:lIll1tlrat do nol 
adequately prepare ml/nyof our 
studl!nts, ·.~ays lire acting deputy 
education .Ieerelary. 

For all of those rrason., 
lends that the tesLing plan should he 
until congressional hl'arinl/9 are held, or 
unlillawmakers explicitly vote to authorize il. 
lb3t view is winning supp<1rl from an array of 
politicall}' conservalive groups. such as the 
Christian Coalition and Family Research 
Council. 

Also. some Dcmocral~ are worried that 
poor ~t..denl<; in vhools wilh limiled rl'­
sources could be al a disadvantage talUnj{ Ihe 
tesIlI. 

Goodling has introduced a r"",llIlion ~Ild 
An ftn1!'orhnrnl to a iloll$t; :lpprolJri<1tion~ hill 
In try 10 ~Iop 0' delay Ihl' 1.·,ling prnJ1.all1. 

Bullhe adminislr.Ii"n·~ framework lor Ih~ 
lesls is already takinj{ shape, ~i, mOlllhs alter 
Ihe pre~idenl introduced the idea "urinj( his 
St.1te of the Union addrr.s 

At this point. each trst is 10 last 90 minutes 
and be based partly on an exam known as the 
NatioDal Aseeaament of Educational Prog· 

ress, which is hij{hly regarded by many 
educalors for its rigor. Sampies of studenls 
across the country have been talUng versions 
of Ihal lesl every few years since 1969. Thf! 
Edocation Up.partment is also on Ihe verge of 
awardinj{ contracts 10 write the new lests. 

Clinlon. meanwhile. has not shown any . 
intere!t in delaying thr tesls, which have 
long been a uldure· in the schools of most 
other induslrialized nations. lie pleaded with 

. the nation's j{overnors at their annual meel· 
ing 1,,1 ,"onth 10 embrace Ihe idea, arguing 
Ihal it will J1ive Am"ncan !<Chool. a powerful 
inn·nti ....f~ 10 h(' mnn' rt)nsi~lf'nt ;lnd fiJ!orolJs 

whaf 1~U'y dl'mand Hf studf>nts in surh vital 
as reading and malh. Many lop 
f'y,.n'tivrs also are campa!j.!lliflR for 

testing plan. 
Ihink having a srnse of urgency is 

importanl: said actinj( Deputy Education 
Secretary Marshall S. Smith. "We've been 
silling hack on Ihi. issue 100 long, toleralinj{ 

curricula thaI do not adequalely prepare 
many of our studl'nls." 

Edur"lion S"""'I:IfY Richard W. Riley has 
!(,stifit·d belore "ulll(ressional panrls several 
times tllis year aboul the lesls, and Ihe 
department has held briefings wilh govcr· 
nors. 

Administration officials also say Clinton 
has tried 10 be sensitive to Republican con. 
cerns ahout federal meddling in schools by 
making Ihe II'SIS voluntary. relatively short 

. and fotused oilly on Iwo core subjecls in 1"10 
pivolJll IITades.. 

And loday. Education Departrnenl officials 
will !lwei witll s"'le Icaders 10 discllss Ille 
I .. sls 

'We are addressing basic IIkUla in Ihe 
grades where there are generally agreed'on 
goals for students: Smith said. "1bere's 
substantial public supporl/or that· 

To date. the Educalion Departrnent has 
fared well in most of ils political wrestling 
matchl'S with Ihe Republican·led Congress. 
Republican lalk of abolishing the department 
has vanished. and CIii'llon's mosl prominent 
education iniLiatives-a new lending pro­
gram for college studenls and Goals 2000 
granls for school reform-are largely inlacl. 

But Ihe emerging debate over the national 
tests may he Ihe mosl sensitive yet. because 
Ihey would expand the federal government's 
role in education. 

Republicall alarm aboul Ihal chanl/e. "ar­
U,,:tJlarly if it (Ulllt~6 wilhoul conRlfssinnal 
al'pH,val. is Rrowing. One lawmaker. Rep. 
Roberl W. Schaffer (Reolo,), recently senl a 
letl"r to his House colleagues Illal de­
nounced Clinton's plan as "the first step to a 
lop-down, national curriculum"-uactly the 
imal/e Ihe White House does not wanl of the 
new teslS. 
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~ 	 . ~·PLMbre Testing Is No Solution 

U IeitIng Is the answer to our edu­ ha've ilIdicated lllterest III the prest. Scleoce StUdy). AD of this testing 00- tion bas backed decentralized reform. catlonal advinlages. No reason eJ:ists don't need to engage Ii. any eHort that ", 
cation problel1ll, It would have solved dent's proPO&lll. . . CIII'II above and beyond the duaroom Now, with this new test proPoaal, it 10 develop another test to show us the could lead 10 a nalional curriculum:, . ­

The Post Is coma III SllyIIIg that I testa that teachers create. apPca.ra to be backing centrallzed re­ deficiencies ofdiSlldvantaged students . 

3 ..., 'J them a long lime ago. American stu-	 UnUke the NAEP tests, which are:'" ~ 
.- . dents are tHted, tested, tested, and the 	 llltend to block funding for the lnitla. A3 a, result of all this testing. we form. Why the switch? • Tests don't generate higher aca· governed by an independent 'board, .. 

tive, ~ut my elfort Is not political It'll bow that nearly half our students are '.The development of national testa Is demlc performance. The administra·Clinton administration Is proposing to 	 these new tests will come from the·U.S,','
• .., tHl our cblIdreuapin. 	 common seosical. A3 a fonuer teacher,. not performing as weB as theY should too controveralal for the administration tion and the U.s. Department of Edu· Department of Education; That puts

be. We should help these students­ to act without coagreasloital review or cation have talked as if a new national• ~~ Contrary to The Post's Aug. 1 edI-	 the department in an extremely power· ; '," F torlal. "Get On With StudeRt Testing: 	 not test them again. The Post editorial authorlz:ation. The admIolstration has testwiD'create better students. It won'l~king Ex~eption 	 olaIntains that new national tests are no bW, nor has it lDdicated any inten­ Standardized tests assess perfor­ ful position in our local schools. 
needed In order to "identify a chUd's tion of seeking legislation for this mance; they don't generate il And with 

• regarding President Clinton's national Instead of' developing ,new national .. ,.. ,'
test initiative, the proposal Is not 

academlc weaknesses and 'plan un. initiative. For IIIstance, federallegisJa. any testing proposal we should be tests. I would rather send dollan to the " I- "bogged down In poUtics and process.· ~	 principal and school superintendent. l­ provements.· Thll Is already accom­ tion &Bows for NAEP. But the U.s. wary of the tendency of teachers to classroom, bolster' hasic ' academics I. • - The proposal is bogged down because 	 ,know the value and purpose of testing. pUshed through the panoply of tests Department of Education has quickly teach to the teal and increase parental involve;"enL I'" -I Americans don't want and don't need a I a1sp know that we don't need new already in use. Moreover, test develop- planned these new tests without wide • New national tests could lead to a want to direct federal resources to)'---=s new national reading. tHt for fourth- national tests. Thepresident'spropoaal , era and publishera maintain theY are public Inpul In addition, vaUd tes,ts national Curriculum, In developing family fiteracy and preschool readi· .":,~ ~ 'grad.era and a new national mathemat· comes at a lime when we 8Iready have creating uniform tests that are compa­ take )'eara to construct. The fast-track new assessments, the tendency is to ness, I' also want 10 take steps to,~ ~ J;: : ics test for eighth·gradera. plenty of testiDJr. Nearly all the slates rable state to state and scllool to nature of this initiative 8larms llWly create a new curriculum to ,match improve teacher preparation and the..:::: Jbough the president and Secretary and mauy local school dIstrIds have schooL I have other concerns with the educatora and policymakelll. . those sssessm~nts.' But like new na­ teaching and learning conditions in OUIof Education Richard RiIey are COil-' their own testing· prognms. We al­ admiDistratlon'8 proposal: • New national tests could lead to tional tests, a national curriculum is 
\'inced that more testing is the way to ready have two federally funded tests. . • The administration Is sendlog mixed Inappropriate and unllilt comparisons iIomethlllg Americans don't want and schools, Those should be our priori. ,-1 boost the academic achievement of The lirat and oldest Is NAEP (the signaJs. Since 1993 Pretldent Clinlon of schools and students, For instance. don't need. Local control is a halliuark tie-s-notmore testing, ,",;' 
American students, I disagree-and so National MaesSment of Educational 'and Secretary RiIey have lIdively we already know that suburban stu­ of Americaa education., Given what , "~ 	 17te writer, a Ritmbli¢an do many of the nation's governoni, Progress)•. which Is a SllmpUng of pushed their Goals 2000 prognub. dents III Upper SI. Claire, Pa., will. In all' happened with the federally funded 
educalors, legisJaIo17 and membera of 	 rfpreSfnlatit'p/mll! Prl!!lsy/vallia, j",students in various subjects. The see­ which encourages, and providel fundI likelihood. outperform Students from U.s. hislory standards project (a dis­
Congress (both Republican and Demo­ and test Is provided IIIIder TIMSS (the for, states to create their own standards center city Pittsburgh. Why? Students mal Initiative that generated political chairman a/iheH, 'liSP Committer 

'';:"''li~~~'"W:''' cratic). To date, only six governora 'IbW-lnternalionai Mathematics and, and tests. In esseoc.e. the admlnistra- from Upper St. Claire have more edu- ,correctness rather than history), we on Education and, the Workforce, 
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. JAMES c. GAeEI<WOOD, f'l!NN$YlV"NIA 

RUDEN HINOJOSA. TSXAS 


FIIANK g, 1I100l, CALifORNIA . 
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CAROL"\<I ..,CcAATHY. NEW YORK 
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NAlHAN ilEAI-. GEOIIGIA MINORITY -12021 225-n.~ 

VAN HILU:ARY. TENNESSEE ITTY1-12021 225-"16 

JOE SCAIIU(;ROV"H. HOIIIOA 


STOP THE RUN-AWAY TRAIN: 'COSPONSOR THE GOODLING RESOLUTION TO PUT 

THE BRAKES ON NATIONAL TESTING 


Dear Colleague: 

Just prior to the August recess I·indicated .my intention to offer an amendment to the FY 1998 '. 
Lab()r. ljeallh and Human Services and Educadonappropriations' bill. My amendment would have· 
prohibited the spending of any FY L998 Department of Education funds to plan. develop, or implement 
the Administration's national tests in 4th grade reading and 8th grade math ..1 still intend to offer the· 
amendment when Congress returns and takes up me bill in September. 

Rather than seek CongrcssionaJ approval for . these tests. the Department of Education has 
chosen to move full-speed.-ahead with the development of the tests in 1997 and 199.8:.-all without / 
specific or explicit Congressional approval. The real issue here is that the development of· 
individualized, national tests is too controversial. and potentially divisive for the Administration to act 
wil:hout Congressional discussion and approval. . . 

In addition to the amendment, I have just introduced, on August 1. 1997. a Sense . of the House 
resolution, H.Res. 214, which expresses the Sense of the Housc.that the Department of Education 
should suspend all efforts to move ahead with these .tests until such time as Congress provides specific1 

expliciJ statutory authority. ., . 

I have bipartisan support fcr.this effort. Currendy,there are 22 cosponsors: Mr. Boehner, Mr. 
Petri, Mr. Owens. Mr. Ballenger. Mr. Barrett of Nebraska, Mr, Hoeksrra. Mr. McKeon, ·Mr. Sam 
Johnson of Texas. Mr. Greenwood, Mr. Graham. Mr. Mcintosh, Mr. Norwood. Mr. Paul. Mr. 
Schaffer, Mr. PeterSon of~ennsylvania. Mr. Deal, Mr. Hilleary. Mr. Scarborough, Mr. Goode, Mr. 
Hefley. Mr. Kingston. and Mr. Chambliss. . 

Send a message that the pelicy-maldng role of Congress shall be respected. Please join me in. 
cosponsoring this important resolution. If you or your staff have any questions, please contac[ Kent 
Talbert of the Committee staff at 225-6558. . 

Sincerely~ 

/!:V.bJ
BILL GOODUNG 
Chainmln 
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SUPPORT THE GOODLING AMENDMENT 

JUST SAY '~NO" to MORE FEDERAL 


CQNTROLOFEDUCATION 


Dear Republican Colleague: 

, Plea.sejoinme'iI]. supporting House Education and the WoMorce Comml.nee 
,Chairman Bill Goodling's amendment to prohibit fedeial funding for a new fedc:ral test being 

developed by the Clinton administration. ' , 

Despite the fact that there is no .explicitfeder8llaw to authorize the development and 
implementation Qfa fed.erallest,· the President has chosen to bypass COJ;lgress and the 
American people to develop this "'top down te~ managed by the U.S. Department of 
Education. Developing a test oftbis magnitUde truly epitomizes tampering as oppos~ to 
sound planning. Clearly, the Department qfEducation has little or no prior experience in an 
undertaking of~ nature. . 

Im3.gine fedetal bureaucrats developing a national ~est with no input from Congress or 
the American people. In the opini9n ofeducation experts and ana.lysts who have studied the· 
Clinto~ proposal. this is but the first step to a top-down. national cuniculum controlled by the 
federal government and the U.S. Department ofEducation. . 

Ask yourseJftbis: Should the quaJity ofour schools be assessed by the federal 

bureaucra.cy, or instead by a battery ofproven and independent measures? . 


. I have attached a letter from a broad range offamily groups supporting the GoOdling 
amendment. Please join them. me. and Cha.irTnan ~od1ing in supporting this important effort. 

Colorado 

http:bureaucra.cy
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Stop N atiori~l Testing NOW 


American 
AfioclatJoD of 
Cbtl.daa Schoo" 

American 'amll)' 
Allodatloll 

Chriltlln 
Co..."J.... 
Coneetoed 

'Women tor 
Ameriea 

IEalle 'onlm 

Family Relearch 
CouncU 

Famlly IJr, 
8eJnInan 

Coalition rDr ' 

Amenca 


HornlSchool 

J..epI Defense 

AIiOCI.lloD ' 


National Rlpt fo 
Read 'oundadon 

Tradition.. 
VaI .. OI CoaHtton 

----_ .. __. 
IIOLDA 

Jul)' 29. 1991 

TO: The Honorable Ntlwt ~cb, Speaker Dftbe House ofRepresentatives' 
Th',Hono,~J' Blohord Arinoy, M.qtQrity r..c.der ' ",:' , ' ' 
Tho Honorablofom Delay. Mejority Whip , ' , 
The Honorable John Boehner, Chairman ofthe RapubJican Conference 
The Honorable Bob Livin,llOn. Chairman. House ~propri.tianl Committee 
Tbe HonorabJo Gerald Salomon. CbairmiU, House Rutes Conunittce 

RE: Stop Prnldeat Clfnto.'.UnauthortudNationaJ Tadoa PlaD TODA'YI 

Gentlemen:' ' 

President Clintonw'.ma4eil ,controversial and unUateral decision to create . 
& national achievement test b8$ed on ,jllreal" mcan1ngful natlonalstalldards. " 
Althouih the testis .ul'~tnbevn'untAry I rhe Pre.sldent b.8.s declared "J believe 
every'mte must participate aDd that I!W!rjpareot hal a rlaht 10 honest. acc:umte 
infonnation about how his or llCl'cbi.b1 iii d.uiDK." 'I'hat doesn't sound pantc:u.larly , 

, VplUDtary. . 

We stron,gl)' oppoae nailoDal tesd.na for IlOvtral n.,ons a.adurgo fAlPparf. 

for Cbalnnan GoodliDa'l amendment to specifically forbic1 any expenditure of 

funda for this purpose III tIlcLaJ)orlHHS/fAuc:attOll Appropriations bill. ' 


Fust. we believe ~tJoMl rating will Jead to an unwarraOlec1 national 
curriculum. Itlfllng loc:ll cODtrol of oduo&don at the level of ta)tt'bookll ana. 
teachers. One of1be basic pteCOp ofdJe American Psychological Association', 
SlandD.rds for EduCtlriOMI and Ptyc:hologlcal Tettl.n, is that studenl8 rnay not be 
given testa umoee they have bad an opportunity to learn the material on the teat. In 
a leading federal case from Plonc1a., Dtbra P. v. Turlington,a hlah school 
gtaduo.t!on tOst was invaUdDted booause tharc had bccl2. no validity study done" 1 

which matched m.ecumC\1lumln use by all aNdentJ with the test requ1tcd.for , 

gra.duation. ttl", only way to have .. telt that ImpaleS "real. meaningful national 

standanls- Is to have a national cuniculllm. ' 


EdUCQtlon. like tha economy. doc& DOt work when it 1.5 ,managed by 
ccntrallz.cd govcnunent.A.mcrica.upublic eduutian has, bee,n on a crash;.and-butn 
dascent that Is d1tectly related to the ~rease of centralized c:ontrol. 

". . '. ' 

Second, the Administration lacks th~ propcr,authority 10 spend fund. on the 

development o(natJonAlheltl! AaHouso EduODtiOD&nd tho Workfofc.c: ConuniuC\: 


·00,1 uc 

http:ccntrallz.cd
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Chairman Goodling has repeatedly stated, "While I p'lrson.zly'opposc federal involvement in developing 
in~ividu41iz:cd teatll, thc'rcal issue here is 1l1llL tlltJ dc:vt5luprriall oflm1lvldualIzed, national iCS1S La '«;»0 . : 
eontroversial and potentiallydivisivc'for the PreBidont to act without spec;ificeongressional discussion. 
review. and authorization...· . . ; .' . . . '., ... . . '...... ,. .. .. 

Finally,.' federal foray into educati~naJ.testirigwould· duplicate priv~te ·offons. National' .. 
Stanclllfdiic:d telts currently provide paicULIII.withva.lUllblc Information ~boulthclr children's 
.performance in .reJationto ~jonal norms.. The St..u'ord Achievement lest Is just one example, A , 
federal teating proara.m. wouJd·not oNY ~e inappropriate, but also uMeceaaary.. .. . ' .. ' 

.LanguagcincludCdin d,eLabor,:)qiS~and Education AppropriatioQ& bill aliQws the·· 

Adminlstrl1tionto proceed with t11cplllllunaa..ml clcvt:lupmcflt oroational tests, Althougb the bUl 


. rcq~ircsa Na.tional Ac~demy ofScicncclltudy prior to imPlementation ofthe tests. this does not· 

provide a sufficienfsafeguard. . . . .... ... : .. ,. .
r, 

These tost, woUld assOIf fouilhgiadenand oighth graders in reading and math, rC8pc~tive[y, . 
above ond boyond tbe cd.Una Natioual AlIMS:'lImt;lntot"Education Progrels(NAEP) tests. Yet. 
President Clinton 'and lhe DopUtment ofEducatlol:l have Iilroady begun the desi~ and contract proc:e$S 
for thele tC$ts wiihoucthct'proper ovcniJW,t,· .. 

. We urge you to include;lansuagcdn.the LaborlliHSlEducationApproprlationsbill which strictly 
forbids lhD A:dtuluisliisliull'.Qum .pcndifig ;,nymoncy on lhe plannJng,devclapment.·lmplcmenratlon, or 

/2adnUnist~.•d;::n'liond~,.~ro;-/J .~.'".~ :.... ' 
~ p<, u;,.~l". Reu.~~ 

Gary Daucr Mike FlUlis R~.. Lou Sheldon 
Family Research CouncU Home Schoo) Legal Traditional Values Coalition· 

DcftmlC·Association ;,',.d-,4.; i..._ ~d~. . (JJamea D . .1ac;obion ' D,', Cui Herb.. . . 'Don Wildman 

National Right .10 kead· · AmericanAISocil.tion American Family 

Foundation ofChristian Schools A$sociition 


"~~..... ·I:../J?·" .. ;~'~~\ahJO··~& --- ~~.~. ~ 
Don Hodel . Beverfy L yo : ' .. . Phyllis Scblafly 
'Christian Coalition · Concerned Wom.en.for America .,Eagle Forum 

.cro;;: ~. c:J~1.~~_. ". 

. . Paul Weyrich.· .' ... ....... ,. . 
. Tim LaHaye 

Family Life BerninilS. ·Coalition for- AmClri~a . . 
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CH~JSTOPlI1ilI J. kL1CK .... 1iSQ.MICHAEL 1'. I'AI(J<IS,i:lSQ. 
r"""",livu Din...:tut t'n...I.II),,1 

. DOUG POMt>NtiCH DOUClJS W. PIIILLlps, 1lSQ. 
Din:e"'. uf (iuVM1,"~nl~1 Albi",I'Ilnrney 

MAKK WfJIVPA 
C ... lunm,,,, c.:..'~i""lOr 

August13,1997 

The Honorable George MilJ~ 
U.S. House 
2205RHOB 

. Washington, DC 20515 

Dear Congressman Miller; 

The purpose of this Jetter ism frod out your position on President Clinton's proposed national 
achievement test. We need to know your stand on this issue by August 31 in order to inform our 
membership as to which offices need to. be contacted in September. . 

. We urge you tosupponCongi~ssman Goodling's amendment to H.R. 2264. the 
. Labor/HHS/EducationAppropriations bill. which would prohibit all funds to be used to develop. plan, 

implement. or administer any national test ~ reading or math. 
.. 	 . 

Pre~ident Clinton has made a controversial and unilateral decision, completely bypassing Congress, to 
create a national achievement test based on·llreal, meaningful.national standards." Although the test is 
supposed to be voluntary•. the President has declared "I believe every state' must participate and that· every 
parent has a right to honest, accurate infomiation abourhow his Other child is doing." That doesn't' 
sound particularly voluntaiy. .' '. . 

. . 

We strongly. oppose national testing for several reasons and urge support for Chairman Goodling's 
. amendment to specifically forbid any expenditure of funds for this purpose in the Labor/HHSlEducation 
Appropriations bill. '. 

• 	 . Firat, we believe natiQnaitesting will lead to an. unwarranted national curriculum, 
stifling local control of education at the level of textbooks and teachers. As 
University ofKansas Professor 10hn Poggio remarked during a brain stOnning 
session at the Depar1m.ent of Educational Rese{lrcl1 &. Improvement on February 
28. "What gets tested is what will be taught. If 

One of the basic prea;pts of the American Psychological Association's 
Standards for E~catiprlDI and Psychological Testing is that students may 
not be given tests unless dley have had an opportunity to learn the material 
on the test .. In a leading federal case from Floritla. Debra P. v. 
Turlington, abigh school graduation test was invalidated because there had 

MlliIi",~ Mdfr<> . . 1'Iu.!r; lSlOl :otI-760U 	 . Ship,.llItMtJr.,.s 
p.o. BollOOO,l'ul'(ellviUe. VA 20134 D. C. M.!llIt (7Il3H78-858S Filr. (StO) :u~.Vl.'IJ 17333 Picl;widc Dr•• rura:llw!lle. VA 3Illl 

AOIVlSlON Of THE HOMS SGIOOL LEc:AL D~I~lNSF. A!l!iClCIATION 
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been no val~dity study done which matched the curriculum'in use by all 
students wIth the test req'uired· for graduation .. The only way to have a test 
thac imposes "real, meaningfuJ national standards" is to have a national 
curriculum. 

• 	 'Second, the Administration lacks the proper authority to spend funds on the 
development of national tests. As House Education and the Workforce Committee 
Chainnan Goodling has repeatedly stated, "While I personally oppose federal 
involvement in developi~gin!'1ividua1izedtests, the real issue here isthat-the 
development of individuaiizc::d, 'national tests is too controversial and potentiaJly 
divisive for the President to act wi~hout specific congressi'onal discussion. review, 
and authorization." . . , 

• 	 Thirdly. a national test would conflict with state standards. Rebecca Kopriva of 
the Delaware Department of Education stated at the February 18 meeting: 

'''We can't afford'[at the state leveUto have our tests be significantly different than 
yours [national tests]. Even if we think it is, significantly better, because this is 
going to drive a iot otwhat we are doing. And it won't only drive it in grades four 
and eight. It's going to !hive it through out the yc:ars because they are going to gear· 
to grade four and eight. 

.'
So just be aware. of that."". 

• 	 Finally, a federal foray intc) ed'ucationaltesting would duplicate private efforts. 
National Standardized t~sts currently provide parents with valuable information 
about their children 's performance in relation tonationaJ norms. The Stanford 
Achievement test is just one exampJe. A fedendtesting program would not only be 
inappropriate, but also qnnecessary. 

Language alreadY included in the Labor, HHS, ~md Education Appropriations bill . 
allows the Administration to proceed with the planning and development of national tests . 

. Although the bill requires a National Academy ofSciences study prior to implementation 
of the tests, this does not provide a sufficient safeguard. 

These tests would assess fourth graders and eighth graders in readmg and math. 
respective ly t above and beyond the existingNaUonal Assessment of Education Progress 
(NAEP) tests. Yet. President Clinton and the Department ofEducation have already begun 
the design and contract process for these tests w,ithout the proper oversight. 

We urge you to support Congressman Goodling's amendment to the 
LaborlHHSJ~ducation Appx:opriations bill which strictly forbids the Administration from 
spending any money on the planning, development; implementation, or administration of 
any new national testing program until authorized by. Congress.. 

. 	 . 

Please notify us if you intend to sup'port Congressman Goodling's amendment. If~e do 
not hear from you by August 31. we will assume you are 'tither undecided or supportive of 
President Clinton's testing agenda and will notify our membership accordingly. 
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March 5, 1997 

The Honorable Richard W. Riley 

Secreta,ry 

Dep:utment of Education 

600 Independence Avenue, S. W. 

Washington. DC 20202 


Dear Secretary Riley: 

We are pleased to know of President Clinton's commitment to improving the education 
of all students, just as weare. Likewise, we agree with the Administration that states and 
communities need objective infonnation. often in the form of statewide systems of standards 

. and assessments, about how students are doing. This information can help provide a needed 
spark for education improvement. 

In this light, wc;o,will review the. Administration's proposals on standards and 
assessments. However. other than a few brief mentions in budget documents and other 
Departmental'public relations materials, our Committee has yet to receive any official guidance 
on the Administration's plans in this area. 

From what we ascertain, the President's national testing proposal in reading and math 
constitutes a major 'change in Federal education policy. Given this change, we believe 
Congress should have clear infonnation on the Administration's intentions. and that your 
proposal receive the careful scrutiny it deserves -both by Congress and th~~ublic at-large. In 
our view, proposals like this must be backed by a consensus on the Hill and in the country if 
. they are to achieve success when implemented. 

. , 

We are particularly interested in knowing the explicit statutory authority on which the 
Administration relies for the testing. It is also important that we know what specific category 
of funds the Administration intends to allocate for the tests. We would appreciate your 
assistance in clarifying these two issues, as well as in answering several questions that are 
included in the attached document. The answers to these questions will assist us in giving the 
Administration's proposal the careful consideration it deserves. 

In our view, this is a serious proposal that deserves serious debate and consideration. 
Tests, whether national or state, are but a measure of progress. While testing does provide a· 



measure of progress, we· believe national education policy should give priority to the things 
that we know work--helping children master the. basic academic subjects, engaging and 
involving parents, and getting dollars to the classroom where they· can do the mostgood. 
These are our top priorities, and we look forward to working with you on these issues, as well 
as on your standards and testing proposal. 

We would appreciate receiving the responses to the questions no later than March ·19, ' 
1997. Thank you. in advance for your assistance. We look forward to hearing from you. . 

Sincerely, 

Chairman, Committee on Education 
and· the Workforce 

Chainnan, .SubcoIIlIilittee on Oversight 
and Investigations 

cc: 	 William Clay, Ranking Minority Member of 
the Committee on Education and the Workforce 

Matthew Martinez, Ranking Minority Member of 
the SubcolIl.lriittee on Early CltUdhood, Youth 
and Families of the Committee on Education 
and the Workforce 

, Patsy Mink, Ranking Minority Member of the 
Subcommittee on Oversight and Investigations 
of the Committee on Education and the Workforce 

David Obey, Ranking Minority Member of 
Subcommittee on Labor, Health and Hwnan 
Services, Education and Related Agencies of the 
Committee on Appropriations 

Chairman~ Sub 
Early Childboo 

Families 

Chairman, Subcommittee on 
Labor, Health and Human 

, Services, Education and 
Related Agencies of the . 
Committee on 
Appropriations 
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1. Why did the Department not include a specific written budget request for the proposal in 
the Department of Education budget documents that were submitted to Congress earlier this 
year? 

2. What does the President perceive to be the difference between "federal government 
standards" and "national standards"? 

3.. Do you intend to seek explicit Congressional authority and approval 'for the development 
and implementation of the national tests, similar to the explicit statutory authority Congress 
gave for the National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP)? 

4. If you believe authority already exists uDder current law for the development and 
implementation of the national tests, under what specific statutorr authorization does such 
authority exist? Include specific U.S. Code titles and subsections. 

5. Under what specific program's appropriation does the President propose to pay for the 
development and implementation of the new national tests? What, if any funds, do you intend 
to reprogram in FY.1997 or FY 1998 for the national tests? 

6. (a) What do you expect will be the total cost of development of these tests and on what 
basis do you make the estimate? 

(b) What do you expect will be the total costs per student and on what basis do you make 
the estimate? 

(c) What portion of the costs will be borne by . the federal budget during the development 
phase and what portion will be borne by states and school districts? 

(d) What portion of the costs will be borne by the federal budget during the first 
administration of the tests? 

(e) What portion of the costs will be borne by the federal budget in the years following the 
first administration of the tests? 

7. (a) What is the specific timetable for the development of these tests? 

(b) What is the specific timetable for including any "requests for proposals" •.grants , or 
contracts? 

(c) What is the specific timetable for the meeting of advisory committees on this issue, if 
any? 



.. (d) What is the specific timetable for any other stages in the process or activities associated 
with the process not mentioned in (a)-{c) above? . 

. 8. (a) Do you plan to use actual NAEP tests (Le. those used for the national and state 
assessments) for-the individualized tests you propose or do you intend to create new test 
instruments? ­

(b) If the latt~r, what specifically will be-their relationship to NAEP? 

(c) How do you know their results will be comparable? 

9. (a) If you are proposing to engage outside organizations in the preparation and conduct of 
these tests, such as through grants or contracts to non-federal entities, which specific ones do 
you propose to use? 

(b) How will the .grantees or contract recipients be selected and by whom? 

(c) If by officials of the Department of Education. name those officials. 

(d) If by "peer review" • please name the federal officials who will select the reviewers and 
the types and qualifications of reviewers to be used. 

10. (a) What specifically. if any, is to be the relationship of the National Assessment 

Governing Board (NAGB) to the proposed new tests? 


(b) It has been reported that you may have decided that these tests, although based in some 
way on NAEP frameworks and NAGB standards, will be created andmanaged outside the 
existing NAEP administrative and policy structures. Please explain. 

11. (a) Do you plan to use the NAGB "proficient" standard, or the "basic" standard as the 

fundamental "national standard"? 


(b) If the latter, how do you justify changing from the standard that botlJ...NAGB and the 

National Education Goals Panel have adopted as the level of achievement .that all young 

Americans should be expected to reach? 


12. How will you assure that use of thes/! tests will be, and remain, voluntary and not become 
mandatory tests?, 

13. (a) Will it be possible for states and communities [0 "embed" or integrate the national tests 
in their own state and local testing programs? 

(b) How exactly will this be done? 



14. (a) Please explain indetail the "standards" in the Thlrd International Mathematics and 
Science Study (TIMSS) that, in your view, qualifyTIMSS to be the proper basis for the eighth 
grade math test?, 

. '.' 

(b) How do TIMSS standards differ, if at all, from NAEP standards? 


(c)If the President's plan for testing moves'forward, 'does it not make more sense to use 

eighth grade NAEP standards and tests for math? W.q:r or why not? 

. 15. (a) Why have you decided to limit this program to fourth grade reading and eighth grade 
math? ' , , , 

, (b) How do you plan to deal with states, that might prefer, for example,' to use NAEP 

instruments for fourth grade math and eighth grade reading? Or scien~? 


, . 

16. Will the readmg test be gIven only in Engiish or iIi other languages as well?, 

17. ' What accommodations, If any~ do you intend to makefor students with di~abi1ities who 

take these tests? 


18. '(a) In what form do you expect the test results to be made availabl~ to parents? 

(b) How will the confidentiality of individual test-taker~ be protected? 

(c) Will parents be able to obtain school-specific data? 

(d) Will parents· be able to obtainschool~specific data for schools other than the orie(s) 

their own child or chlldrenattend? ' 


19. (a) Do you intend to create new advisory committees to help design and oversee this 

program? If s9, please explain. 


'(b)Ifso,why are you doing that rather than'relYIng on NAGB? ' 


, (c) Who will appoint these new committees? 


(d) What types ofindividuals will be appointed? 

(e) How many individuals will be appointed to such committees? 

(t) What criteJ:'ia do' you intend.to use for such'appoinrees? 

20. How do you plan to deal with states which may have state assessments and standards 

which are more rigorous than any new national tests or ,'standards? ' 
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21. Will states that wisbto do so be free to use these test results for "high stakes" purposes? 

22.· What is the relationship of the new tests to the state standards and state assessments 
aspects of Goals 2000? 

23. (a) At least 32 states have developed state standards, and an additional 14 report that 
standards development is underway. In addition, 45 states report that they have statewide 
assessment systems. How will "national standards" affect states who have already developed 
and are using state standards? 

(b) If the national standards are different from the states standards, will the states have to 
. change their standards? 

24. What provision,.if any•. does the President's proposal make for private and home-schooled 
students to be able to take these tests? . 

25. How will you ensure test security? 

26. Will states be permitted to require teachers to take the same tests that their pupils are 
taking? 

27. If a state decides not to use the national tests in reading and math, can a local educational 
agency still go forward and use the test? 

http:provision,.if
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DRAFT DRAfT DRAFT 

Testimony for the Honorable Richard W. Riley 

Secretary ofEducat:1nn 

Mr. Chairman: 

Letme begin by thanking you for the opponunity to appear before you today to 

discuss the Administration's proposal for voluntary national tests. 

As you know, in his State of the Union Address on February 4th. President 

Clinton issued a "call to action" for ensuring that allAmericans have the best education 
. . 

in the' world. We know that every child in Ameri~ c,m meet higher standards. if we have 

the courage and theyision to set the standards; to teach up to them. and to test whether 


. the children have learned what we taught. Many s1:a;tes.~d school districts· along with 


thousands of educatbrs, parents and.business and community leaders - have been working 

. . '. 

to develop better ac~emic staridards for students. In almost every core subject, we are 

better off today hecause of their efforts in defining essential knowledge, skills. and 
. .. 

understahding in a range ofsubjects. But the work ~.~ not yet done. 
, . 

The Presidept's plan is to urge states and schoolS to adopt rigorous national 
" 1., ' 

standards with nati()nal tests in reading in English althe 41h grade and in mathematics at 

the Slh grade to make sure our children master the basics of educati~n. . In these two basic 
, 

skill areas - - of fourth grade reading and eighth grade mathe~tics - - there is little 

disagreement abou,t what children should knnw and be able to do. Reading is. reading and 
, , 

math is math, throughout the country. And the exPectations for reading and math are --

Qr should be - - virtually the same everywhere. While many U.S. fourth graders perl'orm 

well on the National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) reading assessment, 
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40010 ofour students do not reach the "basic" achievement level. In the Third 

International Math and Science Study (TrMSS), the U.S. average score for 8mgrade math 

is below the international average and only 5% of U.S. eighth grade students score in the 

top 10% internationally. That's just not good.enough in my book. 

Researchers agree that by the fourth grade all students should know how.to rea~ 

well or they will be at significant risk·fora lifetime ofdiminished success in school. 

Research shows that;stluients unablc to read weUbyt~~ end ofthe 3rd grade are more 

likely to become s~ool dropouts and truants, and have fewer good job options. At 4th 

grade, students are expected to read so they can learn: science, history, literature. and 

mathematics. If they can read by then, they can read for a lifetime. 

'. . 
. It is also important that our students master the basics ofmath and the essentials 

ofalgebra ~d even ,geometry by the eighth grade. They will then have the foundation to 
. . 

take challengirig cO~lege prep courses in high School and compete in the world arena .. The 

U.S. ranks below av~e internationally in 8'" grcu:lemath. Wc must do better. 

The vohintaly testS will be a powerful force for making sure that all students are 

provided the ch8llenging curricula and excellent teaching they need and deserve to master 

Ihe basics. 

These VOlUlitary tests will give parents and communities reliable benchmarks for 

student perfonnance ~hich will sh~w how well their students and children are 
. , 

progressing toward meeting challenging national standards of excellence. These new 

standard measures ofeXcellence can help parents hold schools accountable for improved 

performance, can. b..e1p teachers and principals improve curriculum and instruction, and 

can give students a guide for charting their own progress. The purpose is not to give a 
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test. The purpose is to motivate changes and opportunities for children all over this 

country to learn to read well in the fourth grade and to learn to achieve challenging 

standards in mathematics in the eighth grade. This test is not a national curriculum, but a 

national challenge .. 

The Department ofEducation is committed to.helping prepare schools, teachers, 

and students to reach these high standards. We will work with schools, school districts, 


. statcsand parents as,they move foxv.iard to meet this challenge. The President's America 


Reads initiative wiRhelp mobilize an army of 1 million volunteer tutors to help children 


reach the basic level ofperformance on the NAEP reading test. We are working closely 


with organizations such as the National Science Foundation and the National Academy of 

Sciences to help dt;velop these tools. Our budget - :'7.. with investments in teacher 
. .' . . 

preparation, teaching the basics and advanced skills. technological literacy, public· school 

choice and charter schools - - takes a strong step·in this direction as well. 

Since January. we have held four public meetings at which we heard from·test 

publisher!';. State assessment directors, teachers,administrators, and others. I am pleased 

to tell you that we have received compelling input in each of these open fOIUllls that has 

ac:;sisted in the development ofthese" tests. 
. . 

The national tests will be based on the well-established and respected National 

Assessment ofEducational Progress (NAEP) test, which has been a crucial and reliable 

national indicator ofstudent achievement for many years and is used in more than 43 

states, and the widely accepted Third International Math and Sci~nce Study (TIMSS), 

used by the U.S. and 40 other nations. The perfonitance standards for these tests were 

developed for NAEP through a national consensus process. Although the voluntary tests 
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will be modified to tt;st individual students, rather than samples of students, they will 

assess much ofthe same challenging content and employ the same performance levels as 

NAEP and TIMSS.We have decided that the NAEPeighth grade mathematics test 

should be the basis for the national test in eighth grade instead of the TIMSS. The 

framework for TIMS'S was the result of international negotiation, which required that . 

compromises be made. (Do·we want to mention this? Might there be questions about 

what kind ofcompromises?) Many expert.<: told uS that the content standards for the 

NAEP test axe more reflective ofwidely accepted st<tpdards for what U.s. students should 

know and be able to do in eighth grade mathematics. Nonetheless,TIM\SS provides a 

very importarit and useful international benchmark, I¥1d the eighth grade math test will 

also let teachers and parents know how their students compare with their peers around the 

world. 

The Department ofEducation has the 'authority to develop and make these tests 

available under the .Fund for the Improvement ofEducation authorized by Title X. 

Section 10101 of the Elementary 3J1d Secondary Education Act. We plan to·use 

approximately $10 million in fiscal year 1997 and $12 million in fiscal year 1998for 

initial development ofthe tests. We will seek-additional appropriations in. 1999'to 

reimburse States and districts for the costs ofadministering these ie~ls in the first year. 

We estimate that the costs ofadm.inistration will fall between $10 and $12 per student., 

Based on our current projections this should be axound 100 million dollars. (Sue or Judy. 

what does Mike Smith say about this? Something like "this is one tenth ofone percent of 
;' 

the total federal expenditure on education.") 

http:TIMSS.We
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The American people have lold us clearly that education is their top concern, and ' 

we have had an overwhelming response ofsupport for the national education standards. 

In the two m.onths since the President challenged every state to adopt high national 

standards, support has come from Republicans and Democrats, teachers and business 

people, parents and edueators. ,As you know, Governor Hunt and Governor Engler have 

endorsed the voluntaIy national tests tor their students in North Carolina and Michigan. 

. Several weeks ago, more than 240 ofAmerica's high-tech industry leaders 

endorsed the bi~partisan call for national education stanc;iards. CEOs and comp~y 

presidents such as Jim Barksdale ofNetscape Communications, Steve Case, of America 

OnLine. Louis Gerstner oflBM, and Lewis Platt ofHewlett-Packard joined this effort 

and pledged to 'Mite Governors and other state officials in support of the President's' 

national testing initiative and high national education standards. The National Business 

Roundtable. the (other endorsers??? Natiolllil Association of ... ) have all publicly 

endorsed the President's call for volWlta.fy national tests. 

I hope we do not c1oudour children's fu~rewith arguments that are not really 

relevant about Fcderal government intrusion. As the Presid~nt said in his State of the 
. .' , " ' 

Union Address, politics must stop at the school house door. 

I want to makc it perfectly clear, Mr. ChainTlan. that states will not be required to 

use these tests. What these tests will do is offer states, local communities, teachers, and 
, . 

parents a yardstick by which to~sesswhether their students and children are mastering 

critical basic skill~ early enough to succeed. No state will be required to use these tests to 

c~ntinue receiving Goals 2000 funds or any other federal funds. States are free to use th~ 
. . : 

national tests as part oftheir state assessment programs, and we will work with them to 

http:volWlta.fy
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. make sure that this can be accomplished. States or local school districts will decide in 

what form the test results will be provided to parents and whether or not parents will be 

able to obtain school-specific data for their own schools and for schools other than the 

one(s) their own child or children attend. If astate decides not to use the national tests, 

school districts within the state would still be free to use the tests, and we would 

encourage them to do so. 

The voluntary national test will not endorse any teaching or instructional methods. 

It remains up to the states, local school districts and t~achers to detennine the best way to 

help th~ir students meet these high standards. 

We intend to make tht:~ctests as accessible to students with disabilit.ies as 

possible. The tests will be offered iri Braille and large print versions as well as an audio 

cassette version of the mathematics test. Additional acconunodations provided by test 

administrators will include extended time, and one-on-one testing and other 

accommodations normally provided to the student when he or she participates in other 

tests at the school. The math test will he made available in a Spanish-English version. 

The test items will be released ~ually and absolutely no individually identifiable . 

data will be collected by the federal government We see the tests as a tools for parents, 

teachers~ and communities to improve their school system.. 

Administe~ng, scoring and reportilig willbc done through licensing 


arrangements, and ·there will be an·overall Advisory Committee of testing experts and 

< • " 

reading and math experts. as well as an independent evaluation panel that reports 


annually to Congress and the President on the success of the testing program. as this 


appropriate for the Secretary to address or. should Mike Smith handle this?) 


i· 
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Mr. Chairman, we owe it to our students. to our children, and to our grandchildren 

to provide the very best education available. These tests will not label anyone a failure. . 

but they will help us figure out how to help aU ofour children succeed. This is an 

historic opportunity for our country to reach out to our stugentsand to work together to 

make sure no child is left behind as we enter the 21 SI century. I look forward to working 

with you and your colleagues on this exciting effort to keep American children at the 

head of the class. I am now happy to respond to any;qucstions that you or your 

colleagues may have. 
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GDEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 

STATEMENT BY 

RICHARD W. RilEY 


SECRETARY 


on 
Voluntary National Tests 

Mr. Chairman and Members of the Committee: 

I am pleased to appear before you today to discuss the President's call for 

rigorous national standards and his pledge to deve.lopnational tests--in reading in 

English at the fourth grade and in mathematics at the eighth grade. These tests will be 

made available for use by states and districts so that teachers and parents can know 

how well students meet rigorous standards and how well they compare with their peers 

across the country and around the world. The D~partment of Education will support the 

development of these tests, but we will not require that any state or district use them. 

These will be voluntary national tests. 

Mr. Chairman, it is important that I stress at the outset that this plan is about high 

, standards and about improving expectations and opportunities and life chances for all 

, our children. It is not just about tests. 

The results of the Third International Mathematics and Science Study, or TIMSS, 

released last fall showed that differences in academic performance are linked primarily 

to what is taught and how it is taught. TIMSS showed that higher-level academic 

content--taught by teachers with a deep understanding of that content and how to teach 

it--Ieads to improved student performance. TIMSS highlighted the importance of setting' 

tough standards in mathematics and of making sure that teachers are prepared to . . 

teach to those standards. TIMSS reinforced other research carried out in the United 

States over the past 20 years. Cognitive science and careful school improvement '~ ~ 

~ 'IS,,' 
I ~ ,1'~;\' ~ 'CI , \ )..~J' &~i t--A-X-J "-­

V J..- ~ .. ~. v---' . ..fl." ()' \-- V.A 0--- \.. 'yL "'1 ~, ( .. .,( ,If ~ J ~ 
~ \.,. ~" ~ 'c..LL or u'<'- r;u-. J-" l; 

(Jf'\.. ~ ___ - It-c/"\ I 

Qt.- \IfH " " .,'" ~ \..A 



', , 

,efforts make it dear that all children can learn to far higher standards t,han we currently 

ask of them. 

Common sense and thoughtful studies tell ,us that the content of the curriculum 

is important. We also know from research that the way you teach matters. TIMSS 

found that topics taught in U.S. eighth grade mathematics classrooms are at only a 

seventh grade level by international standards and that Americ~n students are more 

ofter:l ta!Jght procedure, rather than how to understand mathematical concepts in 

real-life, applied contexts. 

The need to increase expectations and set challenging academic standards for 

students isgenerally accepted by the public. Many'states and school districts--along 

with thousands of educators, parents, and business and community leaders--have been 

working to develop higher standards for students. In almost every core subject, we are 

better off today because of their efforts in defining essential knowledge, skills, and 

understanding in arange of subjects, But the work is not done. 

Perhaps :you are aware of a study done by the Southern Region Education 

Board. Mark Musick compared, in a number of states,the percentage of students who 

reached the proficient level on the'National Assessment of Educational Progress 

(NAEP) and the percentage who reached the proficient level on the state's own 

assessment. In many states, far more students scored at the proficient level on the 

,state assessment than on NAEP. Far too often, standards are still not high enough. 
. , 

Some of the standards being adopted are not challenging at aiL 

The national tests will help make high standards a reality. They will offer a 

common set of expectations and standards in the basic skills of reading and 

mathematics. Our decision to develop tests in fourth grade reading--in English-and 

eighth grade mathematics was very deliberate. 'Both the subjects and the grades were 

carefully chosen, Reading and mathematics are the basic skills, and fourth and eighth 



grades are the critical transitions. 

We all know that being able to read independently by the fourth grade is an 


essential skill. In general,in U.S. schools, we stop,teaching reading by the fourth 


grade. It is at this paint that we expect children to read to learn other subjects. 


Children who are unable to read independently by the critical transition period of the 


fourth grade cannot read to learn scie~ce or history or literatur~ or to solve word 


problems in mathematics. And these are the.children, research shows, who most often 


, drop out before they graduate. They are the children who are at risk for a lifetime of 

diminished success in school and employment. Fully 40 percentof America's fourth . 
graders currently don't read at the basic level as measured by NAEP. And 70 percent 


are not reading at the proficient level. 


Mathematics has been less' acknowledged as a basic skill, but it now needs to 

be universally emphasized. Just as w~ k~ow that reading well by fourth grade is a 

crucial academic·checkpoint in the development of a young person, so too do we know 

,that learning c~allenging mathematics concepts by eighth grade is essential. Because 

it is then thalstudentsare often put 0n different tracks--college bound or not, for 

instance--and it is often their levels of mathematics ,achievement that determine what 

those tracks will be. 

Students who reach this point and the appropriate level of achievement will be ' 

ready to take the sequence of courses in high school that prepare them for college and 

careers. Mathematics is a gateway to learning many more, advanced skills, including 

the language of technology and science, and it is a tool for more sop~listicated analysis " 

and problem-solving. Nearly 40 percent of our eighth graders are not achieving at the 

basic mathematics level as measured by NAEP, and 75 percent are not achieving at 

the proficient level. Fully 55 percent of U.S. students score below the international 

average in eighth grade mathematics. 



In both instances then--in fourth grade reading and eighth grade 

mathematics--weare talking:about ensuring opportunity. If we don:t set high 


expectations, and we don't provide challenging curricula and excellent teaching, ' 


children will not learn all that they are capable of learning. We know that children who 


aren't challenged to learn generally learn less. Quality and equality are tightly linked. 


Only when our students all learn at high, challenging levels, will we have equality. 


Whether ,rich or poor, all of our students deserve an education that will help them 


prepare for a successful future. ' 


And, if we can change the odds of success for our children in reading and in 


mathematics, we will havee~tablisheda strong foundation for the success of our 


Nation and our democracy. 


Let me tell you a little about the tests we envision. First, the specifications for 

these tests will be based on the test frameworks used to develop the fourth grade 

reading assessment and the eighth grade mathematics assessment that are part of the 

National Asses~ment of Educational Progress., These test frameworks were developed 

by the Council of Chief .State School Officers through a national consensus process, 

and they are widely accepted. This is evidenced by the fact that 42 states participate in 

the state-level NAEP assessments. Basing the test specifications on the NAEP 

, frameworks wiU ensure that the new national tests measure the knowledge and skills ' 

that are measured by the NAEP assessments. 

New test instruments must be developed because the NAEP assessments are' 

not designed to be individual student tests. In NAEP. numerous test booklets are used, 
. ., 

with some students using one test booklet,' other students another booklet, and so on. 

In this way, NAEP can assess performance on a >.fery comprehensive set of items while 
, 

. keeping the testing time for individual students to a minimum. In the case of the· 

national tests, all participating fourth graders will take the same reading test, and all 



participating eighth gr~ders will take the same mathematics test. 

The results from these tests will be linked to the results from the NAEP fourth 

grade reading and eighth grade mathematics assessments and, in the case of 

mathematics, to the results from the eighth grademathernatiCs test used in TIMSS. 

This will allow parents and teachers to know where their children and students peiform . ' 

in relation to the NAEP levels of basic, proficient, and advanced. In the case of 

mathematics, they will also be able to know, for example, whether students score above, 

or below the international average, and if above, whether they score on a par with the 
. . 

top 10 percent internationally. 

No data from individual students will come to the Department of Education. We 

will not give these tests. We will pay to have contractors develop them, with advice 

they receive from the panels of experts they establish.' Once the tests have been 

developed, they will be licensed to test publishers, states, and school districts that can 

show that they can ensure security and standard administration and scoring ofthe 

tests. School districts and private schools that are not licensed will be able to obtain 

the tests through licensed test publishers. The first tests will be ready for use in the . 
spring of 1999. 

Each year,' after the time period for actual administration of the national tests 

ends, the test instruments and scoring guides will be made available on the World 

Wide Web. This will allow others, such as home schoolers, to use the tests, and it will 

provide parents, teachers,and the public an opportunity to see what students should 

know and be able to do. If possible, sample tests will be developed and made 

available in the fall of 1998 so that parents and teachers will also have access to this 

information prior to the first administration of the tests. We intend to do everything 

'possible to make information available to help teachers, parents, and students prepare 

for these tests. 



These tests can help stimulate the kinds of changes that are necessary to 

provide all students with the curriculum and instruction that are too often available only 

to the more advantaged among them. The first step is providing. concrete examples of 

what students should know and be able to do. Releasing these tests is part of that first 

step. Working with other agencies and organizations, we intend to do more. Attention 

must also b~ focused on professional development, including higher education, 

inservice and preservice training, improved public awareness, and making sure that 

teachers have the support and assistance ofparents and communities in using the 

results o~ these test5to strengthen teaching and learning. 

Mr. Chairman, the American people have told us clearly that education is their 

top concern and that it should be a top priority of the Federal Government. We have 

had an overwhelming response of support for national standards. ·In the-two months 

since the President challenged every state to adopt high national standards, support 

has come from Republicans and Democrats, teachers and business people, parents, 

and educators. As you know, Governor Hunt and Governor Engler have endorsed the 

voluntary national tests for their students in North Carolina and Michigan. 

Several weeks ago, more than 240 of America's high-tech industry leaders 

endorsed the bipartisan call for national education'standards. CEOs and company 

presidents such as Jim Barksdale of Netscape Communications, Steve Case of 

America Online, Louis Gerstner of IBM, and Lewis Platt of Hewlett-Packard join~d this 

effort and pledged to write Governors and other state officials in support of the 

. President's national testing initiative and high national education standards. The 

Business Roundtable's Education Task Force has also publicly endorsed the 

President's call for voluntary national tests. 

Mr. Chairman, I believe that support for these tests is strong and growing. They 

will be an invaluable tool as we strive to provide -every young person in this country with 

r(~
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the opportunity to create a strong future for hers~lf or himself with an education that 

matters. States and school districts and the publics they serve will decide whether the 

tests should be used. We will absolutely not require them. I look forward to working 

with you and other members of the Committee as we proceed to develop them and 

make them available for use. 

Deputy Secretary Smith and I will be happy to respond to any questions you may 

have. 
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Voluntary National Tests 

Mr. Chairman and Members of the Committee. I am pleased to appear before you 

today to discuss the President's call for rif;Jorous national standards and his pledge to 

develop voluntary national tests--in reading in English at the fourth grade and in 

mathematics at the eighth grade. I am submitting my testimony for the record and I 

would like to sum up my testimony by making a few opening comments .. 

Mr. Chairman, it is i'mportant to:stress at th~ outset that these proposed voluntary tests 

are about high standards, improving expectations giving more young people 

opportunities and life chances. We are not in the business of testing for testing sake. 

Indeed, for my entire tenure as the U.S.Secretary of.Educati.on I have been reluctant 

to go in this direction. But I believe new facts require us to change our thinking. 

We are rushing head long toward the 21 st century, yet too many of our young people 

are falling by the wayside. Forty,Percent of our young people can not read as well as 

they should by the end of the third grade. And this nation is below the international 

average when it comes to 8th grade math. 



The results of the Third .International Mathematics and Science Study, or TIMSS, 

released last fall are very instructive. TIMSS found, for example, that topics taught in 

u.S. eighth grade mathematics classr()oms are at only a seventh grade level by 

internationat standards -:- and that American students are mor~ often taught procedure, 

rather than how to understand mathematical concepts in real-life, applied contexts. 

. ",. 

TIMSS reinforced other research carried out in the United States over the past 20 

years. What we are we talking.about here is fundamentally changing the expectations 

we have for our young people and using these tests to change those expectations. 

Reading is the very first basic and by international standards we do quite well when it 

comes to reading. We are second in the world when it comes reading proficiency. But 

we also know that too many young people are not meeting our new challenging 

standards ~ which I might add are much more demanding than current international 

standards. At present, 40 percent of America's fourth grad~rs do not read at the· 

basic level as measured by NAEP. And 70 percent are not reading at the proficient 

level. 

Too often, these are the very children struggle to learn, fall farther behind, filllJp our 

special ed classes and over time lose interest, give up and drop out. This is why I have . 

been stressing the importance of reading and improved literacy for such along time. 
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,I ani convinced that a strong and early focus on readinQ fundamentals will go a long 
. ' '. ,", ~'. 

way to reducing special ed costs, ,reduCing truancy and keeping more young people 

from dropping out of school. ' 

. " ,,' . , 

The need ~o increase expectations ,and set chal,len'ging academic standards for 

students is widely accepted by the public. Indeed, the public is, demanding it, I am 

encouraged by the strong support we are getting from the education commul1ity. , A 

recent survey conducted by the National Association of Elementary School Principals 

indicates strong support ,for these voluntary national tests. 

As you know, Governor Engler and Governor Hunt - two well recogniz~d national 

leaders when it comes to education -- are strong advocates for these tests and they 

have already announced that students in Michigan and North Carolina wi" take the' 

tests. lam also pleased to say that the st~te of Maryland was the very first state to 

sign up. 

Several weeks ago, more than 240 of America's high-tech industry leaders endorsed 

the bipartisan call for national education standards. CEOs and company presidents 
, , .' ' 

such as Jim Barksdale ofNetscape Communications, Steve Case of America Online, 

Louis Gerstner of U3M, and Lewis' Platt of Hewlett-Packard joined this effort and 

pledged to write Governors and o~her state officials in support ,of the President's 

national testing initiative and, high national e'ducation standards: 
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The Business Roundtable's Education Task 'Force has also publicly endorsed the 

President's call for voluntary national tests, 

So we are moving ihthe right direction but our work is not done, ' Let me cite a study . 

done by the Southern Region Education Board (SREB). 10 that study Mark Musick - . 
. '. ' . . . . , 

the author and a member of the, National Assessment Governing ,Board (NAGB) ­

compared the percentage of students who reached the proficient level on the National 
, . . I 

Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) and the percentage who reached the 

proficient level on the state's own assessment. 

, In'many states" far more students s,?ored at the proficient level on the state assessment 

. than on NAEP. The point that Mark Musick is making quite clearly is that standards are 
.' . . 

'still not high enough. States are adopting standards with the b~st of intentions but they 

may not be as challenging as they coul~be. I believe that these proposed nationa,I' 
, , 

tests will give states another way of measuring the progress they wantlo achieve. 

I want to stress here that our decision to develop tests in fourth grade reading-in 

English-.;.andeighth grade mathematics was very deliberate. Reading and mathematics 

are the basic skills, and fourth an,d eighth grades are the critical transitions. We want to 

make sure that all of our children have mastered these basics once and for all -~ to get 

their fundamentals down. 
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We know, for example, that being able to read independently by the fourth grade is an 

I 

essential skill. In general, in'U.S. schools, we stop teaching reading by the fourth 

grade. It is at this point that we expect children to read to learn other subjects. ' 

Mathematics has been tess acknowledged ,as a basic skill, but it now needs to be 

. universally emphasized. If reading well is the firstcrucial academic checkpoint in the 

, development 9f a young person, then doing well in math by the eighth grade is second 

when it comes to preparing our young people for college and jobs for the 21st century. 

Most experts view geometry and algebra as the gateway courses that prepare,young 

people for college. Yet, nearly 40 percent of our eighth graders are not achieving at 
" ' 

", 

the basic mathematics level as measured by NAEP, and75 percent are not achieving 

at the proficient level. Fully 55 percent of U.S. students sCore below the international 

average in eighth grade mathematics. 

In both instances then--in fourth grade reading and eighth grade mathematics-we are 

, talking about ensuring opportunity. If we don't set high expectations, and we don't 
, , 

provide challenging curricula and excellent teaching, children will notlearnall thatthey 

are capable of learning. We know that children who aren't challenged to learn 

, generally learn less. Quality and equality are tightly linked. 

Let me now tell you a little about the tests we envision. ' 
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First, it is very important to stress that these tests are voluntary and that the d~cision to 

takes these tests is a decision that must be by state and local authorities; Here I want 

to be quite clear in stating that state and' localities will not lose one penny of federal 

. funding if they--choose not to take, these tests. These proposed tests are an'opportunity 

not a requirement, a national challenge nota national curriculum. 

. . . .' 

. Second, the specifications for these tests will be based on the frameworks used to' 

develop the fourth grade reading assessment and the eighth.graae mathematics 

assessment that are part of the National Ass~ssment of Educational Progress. These 

test· frameworks were developed by the Council of Chief State School Officers through 
, , 

a national consensus process, and they ar~ widely accepted. 

At present, 42 states participate in the state-level NAEP assessments. Basing the test· 

specifications on the NAEP frameworks will ensure that the new national tests measure 

the knowledge and skills that are measured by the NAEP assessments. 
, , . 

Third, new test instruments must be developed because the NAEP assessments are 

, . ' 

not designed to be individual student tests. In NAEP, numerous test booklets are used, 

with some students using one test booklet, other stude,nts another booklet, and so on. 

" . 
In this way, NAEP can assess performance on a very comprehensive set of items while 

keeping the testing time for individual students to a minimum. 
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In the case of the national tests, all participating fourth graders will take the same 

reading test, and all participating eighth graders will take the same mathematics test. 

The results from these tests will be linked to the results from the NAEP fourth grade 

reading and. eighth grade mathem~tics assessments and, in the case of mathematics, 

\ to the results from the eighth grade mathematicS test used in TIMSS. 

Fourth, as a result if these linkage to the NAEP and TIMSS tests parents and teachers 
. . 

will have a very clear "benchmark" to how their children and students are performing in 

relation to other states: And in the case of mathematics, they will also be able to know, 

where they stand in terms of the international average. We will have a very clear world 

class benchmark .. 

Fifth, no data from individual students will come to the Department of Education. We 

will not give these tests. We will not keep records of any individual test scores. We 
. . 

will pay to have contractors develop both of these tests, with advice they receive from 

the panels of experts they establish. 

Once the tests have been developed, they will be licensed to test publishers, states, 

and school districts that can show that they can ensure security and standard' 

administration and scoring ofthe tests. School districts and private schools that are not 

. licensed will be able to obtain the tests through licensed test publishers. The first tests 

will be ready for use in the spring of 1999. 
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Sixth, each year, after we have given the tests, the test instruments and scoring guides 


will be made available on the World Wide Web. This will allow others, such as home 


schoolers, to use the tests, and it will provide parents, teachers, and the public an 


opportunity to see what students should know and be able to do. 


If possible, sample tests, will be developed and made available in the fall of 1998 so 

that parents and teachers will also have access to this information prior to the first 

administration of the tests. We intend to do everything possible to make information 

available to help teachers, parents, and students prepare for these tests. 

, , 

(
Seventh, it will cost us about $25 million to develop these tests - $10 million in 1997 


and $12 million in 1998 - and we will use Junds available from the Fund for the 


Improvement 0f Education (FIE). We will riot need funding for the actual administration 


of these tests until 1999. 


In conclusion, Mr. Chairman, I believe that these voluntary national tests are a 

positive step forward for American education. I believe they will fundamentally alter 

our thinking when it comes to defining the expectations we set for our children. I will 

say it again and again..;. our children are smarter than we think and we simply need to 

, challenge them to stretch their minds so thaUhey can learn more. 
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Mr. Chairman; I believe that support for these tests is strong and growing. I look 

forward to working with you and other members ofthe Committee. 

I happy to answer any qf your questions that you may have. ' 

,Thank you. 
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Mike_Smith @ ed.gov 
05/15/97 07:01 :00 AM 

Record Type: Record 

To: Michael Cohen 

cc: 

Subject: Re: Test/Rep. Etheridge 


Kay: Missy Kincaid and Gary Phillips should be receiving 
these memos and vetting all of the responses. They are 
working full time on this thing. and know a lot more about 
exact details now than any of the rest of us. We should 
have Garry and Missy and Sue Betka looking at all of our 
responses and, if they can, briefing key folks on the hill. 
As you know Sue developed the answers to the long list of 
qeustions generated by the House committee a month or so 
ago. Below are some of my comments but they are limited 
since I have not seen the questions nor Terry's responses. 
Mike 

I just talked to Rep. Etheridge about the national test. He 
wanted to know how long it will take to score the tests and 
return the results to the parents, teachers, schools, etc. 
He said that was a big problem in North Carolina and that if 
we can't ensure that the tests will be scored quickly, then 
we will be "DEAD, D .. E .. A .. D .. D .. D" (his words, his 
spelling). He wants me·to call him back on Thursday with 
the answer. Can either of you provide? The tests will be 
scored as fast as possible -- we are trying to figure out a 
way to get them back to the schools and parents in late 
Spring of the same year that they will be given. This means 
two months or so after the tests are given. This is NOT 
like NAEP!!!! AT ALL!!! We are facing a norm in the field 
of the results being returned in the fall from a test given 
in the spring. We do not want that norm to be ours. In· 
addition the test will be immediately released after the 
window of time in which it will be given. At that time it 
will be available with all sorts of information about it to 
all parents and teachers . 

. Also, he'd like to have the talking points. Mike, have yciu 
looked at Terry's comments. Are you ready to let them be 
sent out?1 have not looked at Terry's coments -- Gary 
should be vetting these for accuracy. 

Mike, I asked Delia to try to write a better answer to the 
questions (apparently) being raised by MALDEF. Is that 
appropriate or can you write that answer? George Miller's 
staff specifically asked for an answer to Kay: I don't 
know what questions are being raised by MALDEF. We are 



giving the math test in Spanish. The reading test is a test 
of reading english. There is some discussion that Puerto 
Rico is having with ETS to develop a comparable test of 
reading Spanish -- I do not believe that we could move to 
such a test without changing our intentions for this 
assessment or without going to .the Secretary and President. 
Mike C has been thinking about this issue -- what exactly is 
MALDEF's question. 

I got hold of a copy of Rep Goodling's Dear Colleague letter 
on the tests. We need to develop· answers alligned to that. 
letter. I'll get you all copies. -- Kay 


