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UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE
October 9, 1997.

Contact: Diane Jones (202) 4,_01-329'2 |
Enca Lepping (202) 401-2571

STATEMENT BY U.S. SECRETARY OF Il:'.!)UCATIOI‘I RICHARD w. RILEY
~ On Chairman Goodling’s Action to Halt Mark-Up of Child Literacy Bill ~
: 1

[ was disappointed to !eam that Chairman Géodling chose to pull the America
Reads/children’s literacy bill that we have been working on with his Committee. Chairman
Goodlmg and I agree that reading is the foundation for all other learning and is the most basic skill
children need 1o succeed. Without reading, chlldrenjoften fall further behind in school, lose
interest, give up, and drop out. Every child in America should master this ﬁrst basic skill, and the
President is committed to achieving this national goal

Earlier this year, Congress agreed 10 a bi-partisan balanced budget within that agreement
they committed to fund a child literacy initiative cor{sustem with the President’s America Reads
Challenge program.” Chairman Goodling supported!thls balanced budget agreement, and the
American people expect the Congress to fulfill its part of the bargain. The ultimate accountability
for a child’s ability to read is taking a challenging natjonal test. We hope that Chairman Goodling
would connect his strong interest in literacy with this|vo luntary national test.

Reading is a bi-partisan issue. We think it is lmponant to help children read well and:
independently. We can do that by raising standards for all children and giving them the extra help
they need to become good readers that the America Reads Chal lenge would provide. Trying to
stop the voluntary national tests and the reading i mltlanve is hardly the right way to help any child
become a better reader. : |

‘We need to pass a bi-partisan bill for our Nat:on s children. We will continue to work

closely with the Chairman and the Committee, and we urge them to work with us in this bi-
partisan process. We continue to be optimistic that Congress ¥;il do what is right for America’s
children. 1
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

THE SECRETARY
!

October 8!" 1997
i

i

The Honorable William F. Goodling ‘
Chairman, Committee on Education and the Workforce
U.S. House of Representatives i
Washington, D.C. 20515 - |

1

Dear Chairman Goodling:

It is the Administration’s goal to work with you to enact a bill that will offer all children a chance
to participate in extended learning time op;’n:tm.mntles1 where they can practice and further develop
their reading skills. Such programs would include t‘amlly literacy, in addition to after-school, -
summer and weekend volunteer tutoring programs, whnch are built on, and connected wnh solid
reading programs m our Nation's schools.

The President’s America Reads Challenge, announced more than a year ago, reflects these goals
and I believe that H.R. 2614, the “Reading Excellence Act,” is 8 positive step to meeting these
objectives. I welcome your eﬂ‘orts 1o go the extra step of snmulatmg States and schools to ensure
that teachers are using the best available research on reading instruction. ThlS is consistent with
the Title I requirement, enacted in 1994, that schools use “effective means” in order to help
students reach the standards that are expected of all students ’

While I appreciate the efforts you have made to work thh us on this legislation, | am concerned
with several of its provisions, notably the requnrements for tutorial assnstance grants, and regret
that I cannot support the bill in its current form. | , —

1
The tutorial assistance grants are unnecessarily costly,lbureaucratlc and disconnected. In order to
receive these funds, schools involved would be forced !to use paid tutors instead of using ,
well-trained volunteers who would be available at one-{thlrd the cost. Fewer children would be -
served under this mode! and there would be no guarantee that the tutoring programs would be .
connected 10 or supportive of the school’s reading program. Furthermore, uniike the mode! put
forth in the Admiinistration’s America Reads Challenge Act, these grants would leadto
fragmentanon of services and would not encourage the entire community to mobilize and
organize around the need to 1mprove their children’s readmg skills. While we support local
flexibility for program design, it is not appropniate to lmpose these very specific and costly
provisions on States or school districts who want to participate in America Reads

|

I am also concerned that some provisions and deﬁmnons in the bm are far 100 prescriptive in a
number of areas, that the lines for accountability for grant making are blurred, and that there is no
national evaluanon component. I further object to the r'lew mandate imposed on schools
- participating in the Federal Work«Study program. ‘

These outstanding issues prevent the Administration from supporting the “Reading Excellence
Act” at this time, but I urge you to continue to work with us in this bipartisan process to help
meet the need to improve the readmg skills of our Nanon $ chaldren
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Page 2 - The Honorable William F. Goodling

The Office of Manage,m_ent and Budget advises that there is no objection 1o the submission of this
report from the standpoint of the Adminjstration’s program. = 7. a L

Yoursisincerel%;,
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

" OFFICE OF THE SECRE’I‘ARY

FOR RELEASE : 4 \ " Contact: Diane Jones, 401-3292
October 9, 1997 ‘ | | : \ _ - Erica Lepping, 401-2571
, | | |

STATEMENT BY U. S. SECRETARY OFl EDUCATION RICHARD W. RILEY
On Chairman Goodling’s Action to Ha‘lt Mark-Up of Child Literacy Bill
| | |

“I was disappointed to Ieam that Chamnan Goodlmg chose to pull the America
Reads/children’s literacy bill that we have been workmg on with his Committee. Chairman
Goodling and I agree that reading is the foundation for all other learning and is the most basic skill
children need to succeed. Without reading, chﬂdrensoﬂen fall further behind in school, lose
interest, give up, and drop out. Every child in Ameqca should master this first basic skill, and the

‘President is committed to achieving this national goa}

“Earlier this year, Congress agreed to a'bi-pagrtisan balanced budget; within that agreement
they committed to fund “a child literacy initiative consistent with the President’s America Reads
Challenge program.” Chairman Goodling supported ithis balanced budget agreement, and the

~ American people expect the Congress to fulfill its part of the bargain. The ultimate accountability
for a child’s ability to read is taking a challenging natlonal test. We hope that Chairman Goodling
would connect his strong interest in hteracy with thrslvo]untary national test.
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“Readmg 1s a bi-partisan issue. We think it 1sl1mportant to help chlldren read well and
mdependent]y We can do that by raising standards for all children and giving them the extra help
" they need to become good readers that the America Plxeads Challenge would provide. Trying to
- stop the voluntary national tests and the reading initiative is hardly the right way to help any Chlld
become a better reader. ' !

’]«
. ' ' | i :
“We need to pass a bi-partisan bill for our Nation’s children. We will continue to work
closely with the Chairman and the Committee, and we urge them to work with us in this bi-
partisan process. 'We continue to be optimistic that Congress will do what is right for Amenca s
chxldren '
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Our mission is to ensure equal access to education and to pmmot;e educational excellence throughout the Nation.
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FOR IMMEDIATE RBLF'ASE
Oct. 9, 1997

CONTACT Jay Dlskey
(202) 225-4527

STATEMENT FROM CHAIRMAN BILL GOODLING (R-PA)
- "ON FEDERAL EDUCATION TESTS. :
AND MARKUP OF THE “READING EXCELLENCE ACT”

“Knowing the Prestdent shares our interest in L new reading prograrn for America's
-children, I was prepared to have the Committee mark | up a Republican literacy initiative today
However, because of the Administration’s continued a’(tcmpts to forge ahead with federal -
~ testing despite the objections of the U.S. House of chresemauves I have stopped this
Commmec s work on any reading initiatives. i ; '
“As I have said on many occasions, Presudent Clmton § plan for two new federal
education tests will not boost the academic pcrformanc’c of a single American child.
Americans should not be misled into [hmk:ng that more testing will lead to better students.
" The President’s plan is-a waste of taxpayers' money and will not do anythmg except increéase
federal involvement in our schools. The Administration is trying to set national standards by
hastily developing new tests in Washington. That is a hugé folly. The President should halt

the U.S. Department of Education's obnoxnous attcmpts to implement federal testing without ~
Congressional approval . , 1 .

“We strongly support high acadcmlc sLandards lbut strnngly oppose new nauondl tests.
House Republicans would rather send federal dollars to thc classroom, bolster b.mc a«.ademlcs
" and seek ways to increase parental mvolvement \ ‘
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o I am pleased to. respond to your letter of October 1, 1997 1 regret that you have een misled by Qg Mg\%
~ press account of the meeting held by the Council for Basu: Education on September 22 and 23,3 'T"j
- and am happy to take this opponumty to prov:de factual mformatlon about the meetmg I am ”L'ew%
' '_‘.sendmgasmularreplyto TEEB3).. t e : .
B R . i : : - .
~ While the meeting was held at the Four Seasons Hotel, the meeting participants did not stay there.
.- They stayed at the Georgetown Suites at a cost of $124.00 per night, which is the standard
-~ government rate for Washington, D.C. The meetmg was conducted at the Four Seasons because
. the Georgetown Suites did not have conference rooms available, the Four Seasons is within
e walking distance of the Georgetown Suites, and the’ Four Seasons prowded meals for conference
'~ participants at rates comparable to other hotels, but “;lth a lower service charge. The hotel
- -accommodations and meeting costs were well within establlshed govemment rates and do not
o represeni an extravagant cost to the taxpayer

'The Actmg Deputy Secretary of Education, Marshall S Srmth dld not attend the meetmg or
. ;provide instructions to the participants. The panehsts iat the meeting were selected solely by the

~*-Council for Basic Education wrthout the mvolvement or pamcxpatxon of the Acting Deputy
‘Secretary. . a ‘
-+ Finally, the meetmg was planned announced and’ held \pnor to the decision by the Department to
* cease temporarily the contractor’s work on test item development The meeting was attended by
. 60 people at costs of $13,654 for meals, rooms and conference space; $7,600 for transcription
- services; $7,350 for stipends to panelists; and approx1n1ately $10,000 in transportation costs. ;The

| -~ Department estimates that the contractors have obligated approxxmately $3 million on the /
o tdevelopment of the voluntary natlonal tests.. - l . ~
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Whennwasamoumedonmmday,Septemberzs* thatyonhadhaltedtempomnly

However, 1tnowappemsthcreported anspmsxon of\vorkcameutiheclose of a

~ -busy and costly week designing test development. - Wcmust\say,nwmﬂdhavebeeabeﬁer _
- .- for the country, and cheaper for taxpayers, if you had called timeout before the swarm of test
,i\;xdzvclopersdmendedforatwo-daymmaomofﬂncapml‘smostexpenmvehotcls.me
5 “Four Seasons. Wcaremldthatame—mglnsmyfortwopeoplethmeosts$370--unlcssyou,
S wnntthebwtvnew - , , o

ThesemeeungseastdonbtontheAdm:msuahonsabxhtytowmkthhCongresson

“ " this issue. - Pléase note in the enclosed news article that the test designer participents in this
$ ‘lj.gmhenngexpmssedthmrdmcomfmtatﬂymgmthefmeofoonmomldehberaﬁonsby

:Wmummmoﬁwc@mmmmmvm

o ‘Accordmgmﬂxemde,yomDepmySememymjemdmemggmonmnofhmd .

Moreovcr whﬂemeatpendxmofmﬂhonsofdoliarsfmfedmalmngwmemsus

deeply,ﬁemvammdmmof&mmmmmmm&emymofﬂm
. nation. Themxpayersdeserwtoknowtheeostoftmsgathamgon&pmbanmdm
j~~‘~andwhatyouwmdotoasauedmtﬂzymmtmkdnecﬂyormdmcﬂymﬂnhcwstof

f&wmmt'smkmmmm'spxmfozmmmofﬂlmmwemok |
‘Jheannomcedmspenmonasasxgnofyaursoodﬁxth. \ :
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Pagez ‘ ‘ o .
: » TMDepmmmsmmmmthnanonmchngmmmnplyﬂam Fzrst,ltwall
-+ undercut the control of schools by parexits, teachers, and|local boards. 'This will occur

' 7‘~?§bwmsenuhomlmdwsnnngmblywﬂldnvccwnmﬂummdmmhon,leadmgtna

;nauonalcnmculumdemmdeashmgm Snchananomlcwncnlmndemwngfamﬂwsof

i
Second,schoolsaheadyadnnmstermmydlﬁmwsts OursmdcmMmore .

| '@M_, not mmply more fests.

o Fmally,ﬂxeuscof“fuzzy"math,orwholcmam, mthcproposedtestsahgnsthc
‘WWMWWMWW%MMWW
DefenseDepmmmnsmdemssub]emdtomhtemhmgmemodsandMMum. ‘

=%

Please pnmde datmled mponses to the followmg qumons by October 7 1997:
\

o DxdtheDepnﬁmefa&rqectthe:deaofdcfmmgMdevdopmmtmhl
* - Congress had 'settled the issue? Whatwasthetotalcost(mcludmgnllwpenm)assocmted
,‘wlthﬁ:cmwungsheldatTheFomSeamsHotelonScpwmherZZandm? Whatvnllyon
' do'to assure that the taxpayers are not billed directly or indirectly for the cost of these -
 meetings? Howmuohhasﬂwnepammexpendedmdam\mmmmmmof

. nanonw:demdmdualmdwsmg" , K' _

“Thank you for your immediate attentibn o these mattﬁ‘crs

. ;~iS‘.in»cetely, ) \

John Ashcroft

. United States Senate

oo . R R
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f'fmyming is déar in the imarky
debate about national education
- testing, it’s that ‘Congress doesn’t

-7 ¢ want the Cliriton administration 0
*._: continue.in the course it’s been on:
AT mnmwtmgmwfﬁxzzymazhand

' wholelmguagemththehelpnf
" committees and contractors picked
" by the Education Departnient from

the heart of the public school estab-
,Inﬂrecent”wecks, ‘the ‘Senate

-rvoudﬂ-IStorwsighthemag

venture: fo an independent bosrd,

" while the House voted 295-120 to

call a halt to the whole thing. ‘You

might suppose the White House—

4/MWmSmm o

. which uys aalvagmg this ill«besun
venture is its top priority and is
thmtenmg vetoes fCongrm kills .
it—would at least put its contractors -
on hold while it seeks to work with .

* Congress. But no.

_ Iastweek,Gebrmnspmh.
Four Seasons Hotel hosted a two-

day meeting of test developers and

several dozen “advisers” convened . _.as-deft —at—ediication politics as -
by the Council for Basic Education,

which stands to earn a tidy sum for

" its part in the $13 million contract
now in force. When nervous partici-

pants asked the Education Depart-
ment if maybe the meeting ought
not be deferred until Congress

makes.. uii its 'tmind,ﬂ- Depiity -

Secretary Marshill Smith (who = -
pxckedtﬂthesefblks)md Not!nng‘ S

doing.

Snuth’s Folly, s some ’ Hﬂl ‘

dwellers term the ‘testing scheme,
continues at flank speed. “They're
sticking their fingers in our eyes,”

e i

complms:HmuestaﬁmSomeoneM”w“ B

“William Jefferson Clinton might be

expected o know better. Bur the

administration is

cocky.
Consreunsmmdmﬁghtback.'rhc' o

contractors are getting paid. The

hotel welcomes the busmeu. And

we foot the bill.

Ocmuns,lm
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The Honorable Richard W. Riley
Secretary of Education

600 Independence Avenue, SW
‘Washington, D.C. 20202

Dear Mr. Secretary: |
, | .

We are writing 10 urge you, in the strongest terms, to suspend work immediately on the
national reading and math tests. We were shocked to Jearn that the Department is hasuly
armanging feld trials for these controversial fcderal tests. To be truly informative and hopest, and
not merely cosmetic, your announced decision to cunml 1est development must cover all ongoing
work by federal employees, contractors, and adws?s on this ill-conceived praject.

In comments to the media Wednesday, October 1, your spokesperson acknowledged that .
. the Deparmment is actively recruiting school d.lstnct.s and planning for the administration of field

tests of these federa] exams. In other words, the Depanmem is moving ahead at full speed, even
as Congress considers whether to authorize this prq;ec: ar all.

We cannor reconcile the Department’s rush to beam field testing given your anmounce-
ment that test development is being halted until Cengress settles this contentous marter, First, it
would appear that the *suspension” ip development came only-after the Department, its ‘
contractors and advisors bad completed substangal work on test design. Thus, substandally all

that could be accomplished in developing these testsl, seemningly was accomplished. And, all thet’

remains is to send the specifications to the comctot who will write the tests,. Now, we leam
that the Department, armed with specifications for the test wrifers, is plowing ahead 1o recruit

!

If you are willing w0 give the American people and Cangzess a good faith opportunity o
consider this issue, then you must suspend a}_ activity, on tests, and you must do 50 now.

As you know, our view is that developing nan?nal, individualized student tests is wholly
inappropriate for the federal government. Such tests will drive curriculum and instructional
decisions, leading to a natiopal curriculum which displaces parents and school boards and

- replaces them with bureaucrats makipg vital decxsxons!about education A Whall Street Journal/

t/i

4 !!3 a b '\2

NBC News poll revealed that support for the President's national tests fell to less than SO percent |

when respondents [camed that the federal government | would be igvolved in estabhslung the -
ma;h and reading exams. §

i
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Secretary Riley
October 3, 1997
Page2

Furthermore, standardized exams are readily available to states and school distriets and
already can provide a basis for national comparison. Many states have invested substantia] time
and moncy in developing their owa systern of achies;zement tests involving parents, teachers, and
local schools in the process. For Washington to develop a uniform, federal math test is like the
Transportation Department deciding to create a one-size-fits-all, nationalized passenger car.

The Deparmment should halt all work on nad}onal student testing. It would be an
unauthorized power grab from parents-apd taxpayeré to tush these wests into schools before the
American people have a fair opportunity to copsider the many consequences of federalizing this
facet of public education

Sincereily.

|
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Please call (202) 224 6154 if you have any questions or have trouble
recawmg this fax.
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Wnited States Senate

WASHINGTON, DC 20510-2504
October 3,/ 1997

The Honorable Richard W. Riley
Secretary of Education ;
600 Independence Avenue, SW
Washington, D.C. 20202

Dear Mr. Secretary:

1. am writing to urge you, in the strongest tcrms, to suspend work lmmedxamly on the
national reading and math tests. [ was shocked to learn that the Department is hastily
arranging field trials for these controversial federal tests. To be truly informative and honest,
and not merely cosmetic, your announced: decxsxon to curtail test development must cover all
ongoing work by federal employees, contractors, 2 aod advisors on this ill-conceived project.

In comments to the media Wednesday, Oc{tobcr 1, your spokesperson acknowledged
that the Department is actively recruiting school dJstncts and planmng for the administration
of field tests of these federal exams. In other words, the Department is moving ahead at full
speed, even as Congress considers whether to autlimrm this project at all. '

1 cannot reconcile the Department’s rush to begin field testing given your announce-
ment that test development is being halted until Congress settles this contentious matter.
First, it would appear that the “suspension” in dcw'/dopment came only after the Department,
its contractors and advisors had completed substannal work on test design. Thus, substantially
all that could be accomplished in developing thes? tests, seemingly was.accomplished. And,
all that remains is to send the specifications to the contractor who will write the tests. Now,
it is learned that the Department, armed with specifications for the fest writers, is plowing

ahead to recruit schools and plan field trials.

If you are wdhng to give the American peOple and Congress a good faith opportunity
to consider this issue, then you must suspend all a:tmty on tests, and you must do so now.

As you know, my view is that developing national, individualized student tests is
wholly inappropriate for the federal government. | Such tests will drive curriculum and
instructional decisions, leading to a national cumculum which displaces-parents and school
boards and replaces them with bureaucrats makmg vital decisions about education. A Wall -
Street Journal/ NBC News poll revealed that suppoct for'the President’s national tests fell to -
less than 50 percent when respondents learned that the federal government would be involved

in establishing the math and reading exams.
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Secretary Riley
October 3, 1997
Page 2

|
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Furthermore, standardized exams arc readily available to states and school districts and
already can prowdc a basis for national companson Many states have invested substantial
time and money in developing their own system of achievement tests involving parents,

teachers, and local schools in the process. For Washington to develop a uniform, federal

math test is like the Transportation Department decldmg to create a one-size-fits-all,
nationalized passenger car. 1

1
The Department should halt all work on national student testing. Tt would be an

unauthorized power grab from parents and taxpaycrs to rush these tests into schools before the

American people have a fair opportunity to consider the ‘many consequences of federalizing
this facet of public education.
|

Sincercly,
|
|

| g7

|Ashcroft ;
United States Senate



7..07:13 FAY, 202 208 7751 VOLUNTARY NATIONAL TEST

v/

_(_;gun_qi_l_ for Basic Educauon October 2, 1997

“@ﬁméh}:, T. Cross
President

“Mr. Jonathan Last

- The Weeljcﬁ({.?tmdwd

- 1150 — 17" Streer, N.W.
Washingon, D. C. 20036

: Via fax: 202-2934901
Dear Mr. Last

‘Ihxs lenzer is in response to the October 6, 1997 atticle entitied “Clinton’s Contractors Dis Congess [ want
1o clarify some mxsnmderstandmg about the advisory panel meaﬁng for the voluntary national tests that was held
September 22 and 23 in Washington, DC.

To correct the article’s flrst maccumy, not one sxngle panelxst who serves on the two advisory pancls for
marhematics and reading stayed ar the Four Seasons Hotel. Panelists stayed ar the Georgetown Suites, which honors
the govemment rare. The Four Seasons was used oaly for meeting space and meals. Meal costs at the Four Seasons
were quite comparable to costs at other hatels——and the service charge was less.

A second inaccuracy in the article states that participants were nervous about the timing of the meeting— prior
w congressional approval. As CBE rearnited panelists and lamr advised them of the mecting date, there was no
indication from the panelists of any nervousnass about the timing of the meeting. Rather, CBE was struck by the
- enthusiasm that the panelists voiced in participating in this e&'or:. During the mecting, advisory panel members were
actively engaged in substantive and productive discourse, Contrary to the assertion that the “testing scheme cantinues
at flank speed”, much of the work, including our own, is on hold pending congressional resolution of the issue.

Finally, CBE took tremendous care in briaging to the table a diverse group of individuals ta serve on the two
panels. Ensuring that participants brought various views and perspectives to the discussion was essential; CBE made
sure that this occurred. For example, the president of Saxon Publishers and a member of the panel that produced the
Massachusetts English language arts standards serve on the panels and attended the meeting. I:‘.ash of these panehsts
represents a traditional, basic skills approach to teaching and leaming.

While CBE’s costs and overhead for management of the technical panels are Indeed raimburs;éd by the
government, as a non-profit, we do not™eam a tidy sum.”™ In fact, virtually all of cur overhead costs are usedto
support our mission of advocating a strong liberal arts education for all children. Qur belief in that principle, and in

thé need for parents to have decent infarmation about the education their children reseive, has motivated our
participation in this effort

The Council for Basic Education has ajways pnded itself on its independence and insistence upon axceilence.

CBE maimins its adherence to these principles. The me:tmg he-.ld on September 22 and 23 is cangistent thh these
principles and should not be considered atherwise,

Sine

i

Christophef T. Cross

1319 F Streee: N.W. - Suite 900 Washington. D.C. 20004 Tel.: (202) 547-4171 Fax: (202) 347-5047 e-mail: info@c-b-e.0rg
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Thls Iettey s I response to the Ocober §, 1997 article eatitied “Clima’s Contractors Dis Congress™ ] ware

© clarify some misunderstandings about (ho sdvisory passl meeting for the vofautery national tests that ws held
Semuu lﬁdzs ;n w&ﬁhlm mo ’ [

To cotrest the pticle’s first i ’ .Mmedndopmdmmmmmmmlﬁ::ymh&r: "
rathematics and reading steyed at the Foar Seasons Hotel. Panelists stzyed &2 the Gegrpetown Seites, which honors

the government rate. The Four Sessous was used asly for mecting space and meals. Meal costs a2 the Four Seasons
were quite canparable to casts ot othar hotels—and the sexvice charge was {ess.

-A secand imaccurscy in the mticls states thas participants wers acrvons abow the timing of the moeting— prior

vval. As CBE rocxuited panelists aod later advised them of ths mecting date, e wasno
indication from the panelists of any nervouxaass about the Gming of the meeting. Rafher, CBE was stuck by the'
enthusiasm that the panclists voiced in participating in this efflort. Dusing the mexting, advisory paael members were
actively angaged [n sabstantive and prodactive discowrse. Coatrary o the assertion that the “testing scheme comtinues
at flank speed™, much of the work, inchuding cur own, is on hold pending congressional resoluzion of the issue. |

0 &

Finally, CBE took tremendous e in bringing to the tble & divesse greup of individuals to serve ou diejtwo
panels. Ensuring that participaats brought various vicws and perspectives to the discassion was essertial; CBE mads
sure that this occwrred. Fer example, the precident of Saxon Publithers and a member of the panel that produced the

Massachuseas English language asts standards serve on the paneis and attended the mecting. Each of thase panglists
represéuts a traditionaf, basic skills approach o vachisg mnd leamning.

While CBE’s costs and overhead for management of the t=choical panels arc indeed reimburyed by the |
goverument, as § non-profit, wo do sot™eam a tidy sum.” [n facs, virmally all of our overhead costs are used ta
suppoct our misson of advocatiog a strong liberal arts education for all children. Our belief in that principle, and in

the need for pareats o bave decent ipformation about the educgrion their ehildren receive, has motivated oar i
participation ia this effore . ‘

1

t

The Council for Basic Education bias always prided itseif on its independence and insistense upon excellence.
CBE mazinmins its adherence to these principles

- Tho meetiag held on Septamber 22 and 23 i consistent with these
geinciples gnd should neg be considered otherwise, .- : ‘ !

St | | II
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JOHN ASHCROFT

UNITED STATES SENATOR = MISSOUR!

A 3 ‘ l
For Immediate Release Contact: Steve Hilton (417) 881-706

Thursday, October 9,1997 . ‘ ‘Greg Harris (202) 224-458

Foes of Federal Student Testmé
Gain Support in the Senate

WASHINGTON -- Federal education officials already are linking supposedly “voluntary”
national student tests with billions in funding for local school districts, U.S. Senator John !
Ashceroft (MO) disclosed today. :

Ashcroft also said that opponents of testing in the Senate have secured 35 signers on a letter
to Senate and House negotiators that endorses a House-passed ban on national testing, Three =
weeks ago, in a roll call taken on a hurriedly drafted compromise, only 13 Senators voted against
national testing. In the House, a veto proof rnargin of 295-125 voted against national testing.

Ashcroft said the gain in the Senate shows that the President’s plan for testing 4th and 8th -
graders is similar to his failed plan for extensive federal control of health care: “The more
people learn about testing, the less they like it.” f :

At a news conference with Chairman William Goodling (PA), Chairman of the House
Education and Workforce Committee, Ashcroft said a September 16 memorandum reveals thaf
Department of Education officials are willing to use the leverage of Title | funds to gain
acceptance for proposed national tests in reading and math. The memo from the Department tp
Chief State School officials says the federal agency will accept the national tests as an adequate
assessment of the proficiency of Title [/educationally disadvantaged students. |

Asheroft said: “This offer is wholly inappropnate. First, this demonstrates how desperatq
the Department is to gain acceptance for these flawed federal tests. Second, use of the tests is,
being linked directly with federal funds. Today, use of the tests for Title [ students is ‘permitied.’
Itis only a matter of time before the tests will be required.” ‘ '

~-more-
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Ashcroft also rejected claims by Education Secretary Richard Riley that the Department hak
slowed i1s work, and awaits a decision by Congress. “The Administration is moving ahead at full
speed on testing. There clearly is nc halt in the Department’s stampede. Test design has been !
completed. The tests are being offered as a way to comply with Title I assessment requirements.
The Department is actively recruiting schools to use the tests. Statements that the Department |
has suspended test development until Congress resolves the issue are patently misleading. The
Administration is rushing ahead at full speed to establish national testing before Congress and the
public have a reasonable opportunity to consider the dangers to Amencan education.” !

Title | funds are the largest single source of federal support for elementary and secondary I
education, accounting for $7.3 billion in fiscal 1997. The funds are to be used to help ‘
educationally disadvantaged students. ‘

The President seeks to establish national tests in reading and math, for 4th and 8th grade
pupils. Ashcroft, Goodling, and other opponents of federalized testing oppose the effort on
several grounds:

For example, use of a national test will drive teaching methods and content, leading to a ;
national curriculum set in Washington. Control of education by parents, teachers, and
community school boards will be displaced by bureaucrats in Washington;

The history of federal efforts 1o set instructional standards is one of failure. National history

~ standards were killed by the Senate because they were “politically correct,” omitting such figures
as Paul Revere, Thomas Edison, Robert E. Lee, and the Wright brothers. The proposed new |
math test is based on “whole math,” which emphasizes the use of calculators and devalues |
computational skills. Student test scores fell immediately when “whole math™ was imposed by
‘the Administration on Defense Department schools. :

-end- J

Attachment
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Congressman

% LINDSEY GRAHAM

Third District, South Carolina

1429 LONGWORTH BUILDING < WASHINGTON, D.C 20515 - (202) 225-5301

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: ‘Contact: Kevin Bishop
October 9, 1997 (202) 225-530

Graham Urges President Clinton to Back Off Veto
Threat Over Federal Testing Standards

WASHINGTON -- US. Rep. Lindsey Graham (R-SC) today made the following statement a}.aout '
~ President Clinton’s threat to veto the Labor-HHS appropnations bill unless it contains funding for fedqral
testing. Grahamisa member of the Committee on Education and the Workforce. ‘
“I think it is irresponsible for the President to threaten a veto if his federal testing plan, which has
very little support in Congress, is not included. The House of Representatives voted by a veto-proof margin
in favor of the Goodling amendment to prohibit the use of federal funds for national tests.

“Everyone agrees that our nation’s education system must be improved, but I do not believe that a
new federal testing program will accomplish that goal. [ strongly support the need for high standards for
America’s students. However, that is not the issue of concern. The central issue is an unneeded federally-
developed national test to obtain high standards. I

“The national testing program will direct resources away from improving instruction in the |
classroom. Students are already tested enough at the national, state, school district and classroom levels.
Our efforts in Washington should be focused on returning to basic academics, increasing parental ‘
involvement, and sending more of the dollars we spend on federal education programs o our nation’s .
classrooms. ‘ :

|

“I urge the President to reassess his position on the prohibition of fitnding for national testing and

sign'the Labor, Health and Human Services, and Education Appropriations bill when it is presented to lium

“l want to avoid an unacceptable i mterrupnon of government services. A confrontation that stops
funding for the programs contained i in this bill wculd be counterproductive and damaging to the faith Ll-T:
American people have placed in us.” A

S
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JOHN ASHCROFT

UNITED STATES SENATOR » MISSOURI

For Immediate Release | N ‘ Contact: Steve Hiltdn (417) 881-7068
Thursday, October 9, 1997 , Greg Harris (202) 224-4589

Foes of Federal Student Testing
Gain Support in the Senate

WASHINGTON -- Federal education officials already are linking supposedly “voluntary”
national student tests with billions in funding for local school districts,-U.S. Senator John
Ashcroft (MO) disclosed today.

Ashcroft also said that opponents of testing in the Senate have secured 35 signers on a letter
to Senate and House negotiators that endorses a House-passed ban on national testing. Three
weeks ago, in a rol call taken on a hurriedly drafted compromise, only 13 Senators voted against
national testing. In the House, a veto proof margin of 295-125 voted against national testing.

Ashcroft said the gain in the Senate shows that the President’s plan for testing 4th and 8th
graders is similar to his failed plan for extensive federal control of health care: “The more
people learn about testing, the less they like it.” ‘

At a news conference with Chairman William Goodling (PA), Chairman of the House
Education and Workforce Committee, Ashcroft said a September 16 memorandum reveals that
Department of Education officials are willing to use the leverage of Title I funds to gain
acceptance for proposed national tests in reading and math. The memo from the Department to -
Chief State School officials says the federal agency will accept the national tests as an adequate
assessment of the proficiency of Title I/educationally disadvantaged students.

Ashcroft said: “This offer is wholly inappropriate. First, this demonstrates how desperate
the Department is to gain acceptance for these flawed federal tests. Second, use of the tests is
being linked directly with federal funds. Today, use of the tests for Title I students is *permitted.’
It is only a matter of time before the tests will be required.”

-more-
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Ashcroft also rejected claims by Education Secretary Richard Riley that the Department has
slowed its work, and awaits a decision by Congress. “The Administration is moving ahead at full-
speed on testing. There clearly is no halt in the Department’s stampede. Test design has been
completed. The tests are being offered as a way to comply with Title I assessment requirements.
The Department is actively recruiting schools to use the tests. Statements-that the Department
has suspended test development until Congress resolves the issue are patently misleading. The
Administration is rushing ahead at full speed to establish national testing before Congress and the
‘public have a reasonable opportunity to consider the dangers to American education.”

Title I funds are the largest single source of federal support for elementary and secondary
education, accounting for $7.3 billion in fiscal 1997. The funds are to be used to help
educationally disadvantaged students.

The President seeks to establish national tests in reading and math, for 4th and 8th grade
pupils. Ashcroft, Goodling, and other opponents of federalized testing oppose the effort on
several grounds: :

For example, use of a national test will drive teaching methods and content, leading to a
national curriculum set in Washington. Control of education by parents, teachers, and
community school boards will be displaced by bureaucrats in Washington;

The history of federal efforts to set instructional standards is one of failure. National history
standards were killed by the Senate because they were “politically correct,” omitting such figures
as Paul Revere, Thomas Edison, Robert E. Lee, and the Wright brothers. The proposed new
math test is based on “whole math,” which emphasizes the use of calculators and devalues
computational skills. Student test scores fell immediately when “whole math”™ was imposed by -

" the Administration on Defense Department schools.

-end-

Attachment



0CT. 9.1987 3:46PM OFFICE OF SECRETARY NO. 4187 P 4

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

OFFICE OF ELENENTARY aND SECONDARY EDUCATION
THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY

SEP | & I997

MEMORANDUM TO CHIEF STATE SCHOOL OFFICERS

Subject: Questions and Answers on the relationship of Title [ Req uirements to the Narional
Voluntary Tests

Enclosed are questions and answers that clarify the Department of Education's p;sin'on on the
relationship detween the standards and assessment requirements of Title | and the proposed
National Voluntary Tests in ceading in grade 4 and mathcmatics in grada 8.

If you need further clarification, call Mary Jean LeTendre at 202-260-0826 or fax your questions
10 202-260-7764. .

En;losure

cc: Stawe Title [ Coopdinators

400 JCARYLAND AVE.. S.W. WASHINCTON. D.C. 20307@100

Quuwuautpmm-qa.domnu'wdumswhmmeaw¢mln“‘““, Ac Mzt
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Q. May che national tests be used by the Seates, In part, 23 e assessments required under
Title 1 of she Elementary and Secondary Educados Ace?

A. Yes. Title ] requires a Statc to use challenging content and student performance standards
developed for all students under the Goals 2000: Educate America Act or under another process
or, absent such standards for all students, to develop for children served under Title | challenging
content and saudent performance standards that reflect the State’s expectations for all children,
The State must alsa develop or adopt assessments aligned with these standards. Thus, if a State
determines that the natopal tests are aligned with the State's standards, those tests may be used
for Title | purposes. Because th2 national tests will be based on the comtent frameworks of the
Netional Assessment of Educational Progress, they will reflect a national consensus among
educators, testing experts, and other leaders oo what childrea should know and be able to do in
reading English at the fourtl: grade level and in mathematics 2! the eighth grade level. We
therefore expect that the 1es1s generally will be aligned with most, if zot all, States' efforts to
develop challenging content and performance stiandards in-these subjects at the indicated grade
levels. Morcover, the national tests will be developed according to the highest professional and
technical standards; will be administered wilh accommodations for children with disabilities and
limited English proficisnt children; will yield scores at three [evels of performance; and will
permit scores o be disaggregated in sccordance with Tide I provisions. The nagonal tests thug
can be an importaat resowre to States in carrying out Title I°s viral goal of holding srudents who
paticipate in Title I to the sume high standards expested of all studems.

Q. Will use of the nadonal tests by a State fully meet its assessment obligations uader
Title I? ,

A. For most children, use of the national tests will meet a Stare's abligations under Title I to
assess performance in reading &t the founth grade level and in math at the sighth grade level.
However, consistent with the inclusion criteria for the national tests, some students with limited
English proficiency or with disabilities may not be jncluded in the pational tests. Other
appropriate dssessments would need to be administered for these studonts in reading/language
arrs and math o meet the Title [ requirements. Moregver, Title ] requires annuyal State
asscssments in at least reading/language arts agd math in at least agc grade in each of the
following clusters of grades: grades 3 through §; grades 6 thraugh 9; and grades 10 through 12.
Therefore, other assessmenss would be peedded for the grades 10 through 12 clustar if there are
Title I programs in schools serving those grades. In addition, other State assessments in math in
the grades 3 through § cluster and in reading/language arts in the grades 6 theough 9 cluster
would be required under Title [

Q. Since the fourth grade natiopal reading test will be given only In English, cag it be uied
for Title I assesmeut purposes? '

A. Statas genenally are required by Title ] to lest all studenis--including children with disabiliges
and limited English proficient childrta-+iu reading/language arts in tie grades sclected for
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assessment. Limited Englishi proficient children age o be assessed, w the extent pracdcable, ia
the language and form most likely to yieid accurate and reliable information on what these
students know and can de to delermine their mastery of skills in subjects other than Eqglish.
Thus, e Statc may usc & paricular tesy, such as the national reading sest, for limnited English
proficient children for whom thc test would be spproprists, and use ather comparable reading
testa that assess the State's s1andards, but would be more appropriate for children with less

English proficiency.

- Wa beiicve that the fourth grade test in reading English—with appropriate accomumodations for |
children with disabilities and limited English proficieat childrea=will be appropriate for mos:
fourth grade children. Inclusion criteria for the tests will reflect that judgment. Limited English
proficicot studeats who may be cxcluded from the pational reading test—i.e., children who have
received instruction in English for less than three years--would need w be given for Title T
purposes, another State reading/laaguage ans test in, to the extent practicable, the language and
form most likely to yield accurarc and relisble information on what they know and can do. Tide
[ requires the States 1o make cvery effort to develop assessments in janguages other than English
as they are needed and directs the Secrrary, through the Office of Bilingual Education and
Mincrity Languages Affaiss. to assist the Staces, at their request, in ideatifying appropriate
assessment measuces ip other laniguages, The Department is prepared to provide that assisance.
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vy | % LINDSEY GRAHAM
Third District, South Carolina

s A 11429 LONGWORTH BUILDING * WASHINGTON, D.C 20515 - (202) 2255301
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: Contact: Kevin Bishop
October 9, 1997 o (202) 225-5301

Graham Urges President Clinton to Back Off Veto
Threat Over Federal Testing Standards

WASHINGTON -- U.S. Rep. Lindsey Graham (R-SC) today made the following statement about
President Clinton’s threat to veto the Labor-HHS appropriations bill unless it contains funding for federal
testing. Graham is a member of the Committee on Education and the Workforce.

“J think it is irresponsible for the President to threaten a veto if his federal testing plan,' which has
very little support in Congress, is not included. The House of Representatives voted by a veto-proof margin
in favor of the Goodling amendment to prohibit the use of federal funds for national tests.

“Everyone agrees that our nation’s education system must be improved, but I do not believe that a
new federal testing program will accomplish that goal. I strongly support the need for high standards for -
America’s students. However, that is not the issue of concern. The central issue is an unneeded fcderally-
developed national test to obtain high standards. :

“The national testing program will direct resources away from improving instruction in the
classroom. Students are already tested enough at the national, state, school district and classroom levels.
Our efforts in Washington should be focused on retuming to basic academics, increasing parental

~ involvement, and sending more of the dollars we spend on federal education programs to our nation’ s
classrooms.

' “Turge the President to reassess his position on the prohibition of funding for national testing and
sign the Labor, Health and Human Services, and Education Appropriations bill when it is presented to him.

“I want to avoid an unacceptable interruption of government services. A confrontation that stops
funding for the programs contained in this bill would be counterproductive and damaging to the faith the
American people have placed in vs.”

HiHHE



For lm.medwe Release ’ | Contact: Steve Hllton (417) 881-7068
. Wednesday, October 1, 1997 Greg Herrls (202) 2244589

Ashcroft and Goodling: Test Meeting
at Posh Hotel Wasteful, Arrogant

WASI-HNGTON -U. s Semator Iohn Asheroft (MO) ang U.S. Representative William Goodlmg
(PA), Chairman of the House Committee on Education and the Werkforce, wanl snswers fiom
U.S. Education Secretay Richard Biley about dxsnzbm& circumstances surrounding a recent
planaing session far federalized student tests at 8 lm:nry hotel in Washington.

Last Thursday, Riley repormdky suspendcd work on national tests nntl Congress decides
whether to sllocate money for the wasts. Yee, it is reported that the Dcpament held a costly
planning session for the tests immediately prior to the alleged suspensxon - and that a top-
ranking official of the Department rejected sug geaﬁons a:the session that development be halted.

“We must 5ay, it would have been better for the coumry and cheaper for taxpeyess, if you had
called tirneour before the swarm of test developers descended for a two-dsy session at ane of the
capital’s most expensive hotels, The Four Seasons. We are told thaz a onsvnight stay for two people
there eosts $370 — unless you want the best view,® Ashctoft and Goodling wrote in a letter 1o E.ﬂey

Ashmft and Gcoqm, asked Riley to report the. u:ta.! cost for this planning session; what he
will da Io protect taxpayers from footing the bill for meeting space, lodging, and catered meals;
and what the Administation has spezs o date on testing. They questioned the Adminisration’s
good Gaith in announcing a suspension at the close ofa mu;or work sesgion on the project.

*Perhaps the next bunch of experts you bring to Washmgton could be persuaded to settle for
space at a co)lege campus, or at the Department i1self* Ashcroft ud Goodling wrote.

Asheroft has introduced legislation to bar navonwide individualized exams. He opposes
the wexts because they wﬂl drive curticulum decisions, nndercut cormro! by parents and teachers,
and will be based on scadensically suspect theories such as "whole® math. Ashcroft also has
indicated he will flibuster the FY98 spending bill for the Department of Education unless it
‘bags funds for the tests. The ban has been approved by the House, but rejected by the Senate.
The issue it in conference between the Senmate and Housc.

-end-

Armchments: Létter to-Seeretary Riley: The Weekly Siandard, Octobes 6, 1997, |
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Camgress of the Wnited States
Wlarhington, 2BE 205]5 '

October 1, 1997

The Honarahle R:chm'a W. Riley !
Secretary of Education : :
600 Independence Avepue, SW

Washing‘ton. D. CL 20202

Dear Mr( Secrelary;

When it wag axinmmced on Thursday, September 23 that you hed halted temporarily
the Department’s work on the President’s plan for federalized testing of all smdents, we took
the announsed suspenmon as a sign of your good faith.

However, it now appeats the reported “suspcxmon of work came at the close of a
busy and costly week Rsxgmng test development. We must say, it would have been better
for the counury, and cleaper for Taxpayets, if you bad.called timeout befare the swarm of test
developers descended for a two-day session af one of the capital's most expensive hotels, The
Four Seasons. We are told that a one-aight stay for two people there costg $§370 ~ unless you
wast the best view.,

These meeungd cast doubt on the Admmxmmn s ab:lity to work wAth Con.gress on
this issue. Please note in the enclosed news article that the test designer participants in this
gathering expressed their discomfort ar flying in the face of congressional deliberatjons by

suggesting 1hat the meeting be put off until Congress sertled the tesdng conrroversy.
Accarding to the amcia. your Deputy Secrctnry te]ected the suggmon out of hand.

Moreover, while the ‘expendinzre of millions of doﬂm for federal Ttstlng CONCEIMS Us
deeply, the extravagance and arzogance of this session ‘are an affyont to the taxpayers of this
nation, The taxpayers deserve to kngw the cost of this gathering on September 22 and 23,
and what you will do to assure that they are not stuck directly or indirectly with the cost of
zavel, meeting rooms, lodging, and catered meels. Peybaps the next bunch of experts you

bring to Washiggton could be persuaded to conduct t.he meetings at a college campus, or ar
the Department itsalf.

* reinforce the )\miﬁable suspision beld by American fa.mzhes over federalized student rests,
The government's record in the area of federalized academic standards is one of abject failure.
This ncw atterapt by the Deparmment w inmrude further imo loca! schools should be halted
pen:nznently

PRS0 On MIGTRMER PavEh
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Secretary Riley |
Ocwber 1, 1997
Page 2

The Department's experiment with natioawide testing Is multiply flawed. First, it will
undercyt the contro) of schools by pareats, teachers, and loeal boards  This will ocene
- because natiopalized testing inevitably will drive cwriculurn and instruction, leading to a
- nadopal curriculum designed in Washington. Such & national cwrriculum depriving families of
tieir right 10 shape education at the Jocal level would be a disaster. .

Seccond, schools already administer mopy different tests. Our audenm need more
knowledse not simply more tests, ,

Finally, the use of “fuzzy” math, or whole math; in the proposed tests aligns the
Department with yet anntb:: educationa) fad, one associated with falling test scores among
Defense Department smdcms sxbjecmd to such teadamg methods and curriculum.

Please provide ?emled responses to the follomqg questions by October 7, 1997:

Did the Deputy Secretary in fact reject the idea of deferring st development until-
Congyess had sertled the issue? What was the total cost (including all expenses) associated
with the meetings held at The Four Seasons Hote! on Sepeember 22 and 23? What will you
do to assure that the taxpayers are not billed directly or indizectly for the cost of these

meetings? How much bas the Department a:pended 1o date on the development of
pagomwide mdmduahzad testing? ,

Thank you for yeur irmediate attention to thesc mariers.

, - iam F. Goodling g
United States Senate ' \ - Chairmay, Committee on Educatith and
‘ the Workforce

U.S. House of Representarives

Exnclosyse | !
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CLINTON'S CONTRACTORS Dis CONGRESS

debate about nalions! education

testing, it's that Congress doesn't
want the Clinton adminisication to
conlinue in the courve it's been on;
consructing tests of fuzzy math end
whole language with the help of
committecs and contractors picked

If anything is clea in the murky

lishment,

In recemt weeks, the Senate
voted 87-)3 o resssign the vesting
vensure to an indepeadeny board,

while the House vored 295-120 w i,

call & halt 1o whe whole thing. Yoo
mtghl mpposc the White House—

4 / Tae WEEKLY STANDARD

. by the Education Depsroment from
* the keart of the public schao! estab-

which says salvagms |!ua rll-begun
vearuce is its top priority and s
threatening vetoes If Congress kitls
it—would at Jeast put its contractors
on hold while jt seeks 10 work with
Congress. Bul no.

Last week, Georgeiown's ;msh
Four Seasons Hotel hosted a fwo-
day taceting of teat developers and

several dozen "advizers”" convened

by 1he Conncil for Basic Education,
which stands to eara a tidy sum for
its pect in the $13 miflion conbract
now in force. When aervous pactici-
panis asked the Bducatdon Deparn.-
menq il meybe the meeting ought
not be deferred until Congress

makes up its mind, Decpuly
Secretary Marshall Smith (who
picked all these folks) said: Nothing
doing.

Smith’s Folly, as some Hill-
dwellers érm the testing scheme,
coptinues a1 fank speed. "They'ce

sticking their Gugers in our eyes,"

compldins a House staffer. Someone
as deft at educqtion politics as
Williarn Jefferson Clinton might be

expected to know better. But the

edministration is geuing cocky.
Congxess Js scaxed to fight back, The
conuaciors are geiting paid. The
botel welcomes the business. And
we foot the bill,

MY S
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

Y OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY
 FAXTRANSMITTAL / g’ W
ro.___[" LK K@ HEAM
ORGANIZATION:, S R
FAX NUMBER:__ “456-55%) -
PHONE NUMBER: A |
oM Swstns feser s
PHONE NUMBER:_ |

MESSAGE:

THIS TRANSMISSION IS INTENDED FOR AND RESTRICTED TO THE NAMED ADDRESSEE ONLY. IT
MAY CONTAIN CONFIDENTIAL AND/OR PRIVILEGED INFORMATION. IF YOU RECEIVE THIS
TRANSMISSION IN ERROR. YOU ARE NOTIFIED THAT YOU ARE PROHIBITED FROM READING,

COPYING, OR DISSEMINATING THE TRANSMISSION. PLEASE CALL (202) 401-3000 TO ARRANGE FOR
RETURN OF ANY TRANSMISSION SENT IN ERROR. THANK YOU.

600 INDEPENDENCE AVE., 5.W. WASHINGTON, D.C. 20202

Qur mission ($ to engure equal aceess to education and to promozey educattonal excellence throughout the Nation.
. k] ’
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STATEMENT OF CHAIRMAN BILL GOODLING (R-PA)
IN RESPONSE TO THE U.S, DEPARTMENT OF RDUCATION'S
TEMPORARY HALT TO THE DEVELOPMENT OF NATIONAL TESTS

*By trying 10 turn over the national test project to the Nationa! Assessment Governing Board,
it’s as plain as day that the Clinton Administration is setting’ ‘up NAGB ¢o be a nstional school board.
That's the last thing this country wams or needs, but the action seems consisent wkh the ‘
Administration's ncw alempis to run local schools from Washington. What the U.S, Depanment of
Education should do is siop development of these tests altogether. lrnead, the Deparmment continues to
folst pootly designed federal iests from Washington bumucrau onlo local schaole.

“It’s also chear thu thr: Administration is mpending test development in order o look good for
the House-Senate Conference. The Clinion Adminisiration is arrogent 1o assume that 2 Senals ,
Amendment will soon become lsw. By using language such as ‘when NAGE assumes its new role” the
Department of Bducssion is ance agein ﬂwung te U.S. Housc of Representadves, We wiend (o stand
firm in our opposition 10 his federal testing program. [ ccmtder our 295-125 voez w0 be velo-proof
]

, “There iy no guppon for new schaol tesis from Washmgton Only six states and 15 of 15,000
U.S. school districts have signed up for the President’s plan.. Meanwhile, che U.S. Senate has
reworked the pian, 27 Senators have signed a loner against tt seven ovt of every 10 members of the
House have voted 1o halt. funding for it, and 3 new poll shows that only 22 perceni of e American
want Washington involved in creating new tests. Isn't this encugh to convinee the Adminrscrarion tat

new federal tests ave s bad idea and a waste of $100 million 6f the taxpayers’ moeey? The nation wants
common sense educarlon:ideas — not hastily designed tests from Washington. This Administration is
determined to circunivens the recent work of 46 states that have developed high academic standsrds and
tests vilhout Washington's intorference. This is the arrogance of Washinglon at work again.

“We strongly support bigh academic suandards and better schools, but suongly oppose new
education tests developed by Washiugton bureaucrats. We should help our srudents learn - not test
tham again. We would rather send dollars directly to e clmom. bolster Dasic academics and
increase pamal choice and moxvm in our schools.” | :

: L
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STATEMENT BY U.S,. SECRETARY OF EDUCATION RICHARD W. RILEY
{  onvoluntary national test'specifications
The Council of Chief State School Officers and the panel it established have concluded work on
recommendations for specifications for national tests in:the basic skills of reading and math. I
thank them for their hard work on this very important effort.
The Administration has proposed that the independent bipartisan National Assessment
 Governing Board (NAGB) be in charge of the tests and I am pleased that the Senate voted by a
large bipartisan majority to adopt our proposal. I hope and expect that this provision will soon
be enacted into law when Congress completes work on the appropriations bill and sends the
President a bill he can sign. At that point, NAGB will assume full responsibility for overseeing
the development of the voluntary national tests.

NAGB already oversees the widely used and respected National Assessment of Educational
Progress (NAEP). The NAEP frameworks were developed through a broad national consensus
process and 43 states pamc1 pate in the NAEP tests. The voluntary national tests will be based on
the NAEP content and performance standards and must be fully consistent with NAEP. 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 students with information about how well
individual students are doing compared to national standards. It is important that Congress act
expeditiously to ensure NAGB's role in overseeing thesc tests.

Because of its role in overseemg NAEP, NAGB is best smtcd to ensure comparability between
the voluntary national tests and NAEP tests, One issue that NAGB will need to address is the
National Test Panel's recommendation that students be pcrmmed to use calculators for the entire
¢ighth-grade mathematics test. NAEP permits caiculators to be used on just over a quarter of the
exam. In my view, a test of eighth-grade students should measure, as NAEP does, whether
students have learned hci’w to do arithmeti¢ accurately without a calculator. Bur a visit to any
good eighth-grade classfoom will show students who have moved beyond arithmetic to more
advanced topics -- and are using calculators to do work in algebra and geometry, such as finding
square roots, exponents and other rigorous work. That is why a test of eighth-grade students
should also measure, as NAEP does, whether students can do advanced mathematics using
calculators as a tool.

H
In order to ensure that test development does not proceed before NAGB assumes its new role,
will not forward the test panel s recommended specificatipns to the test contractor at this time.
When NAGB assumes its new role, I will urge them to take the steps necessary to ensure that the
specifications for the national tests are fully consistent with those for NAEP. NAGB will be
responsible for the final specxﬁcanons that will guide the:selection of test items. The contractor
will discontinue development of test items until NAGB has approved test Specxﬁcauons

Py
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ST ATEMENT OF CHAIRHAN BILL GOODLING (‘R-PA)
IN RESPONSE TO THE U.S. DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION'S
TEMPORARY HALT TO THE DBVELOPMENT OF NATIONAL TESTS

"By tryiag 10 turn over the muoml Lest project to the National Auessmem Governing Beard,
t's a3 plain as day that the Clinton Adminisiration is setting up NAGB to be a national school board.
That's the last thing this country wants or needs, but the action seems consistent with the _
Adminisuation’s ncw atiempis to run local schools from Washington. What the U.S. Depanmant of
BEducation should do is stop development of these tests altogether. Insead, the Doparmmesu continues 1o
foist pootly designed federal wests from Wxshhmton bureaucrats onlo local kchools.

i

“1¢’s slso clear that d\c Administration is suspending test development in order to look good for
the House-Senate Conference. The Clinton Adminisication is arrogent o sssure that & Senate
Amendment will soon become lsw. By using language such as ‘when NAGB assumes its new role” the
Deparmment of Lducstion is ance again flouting the U.S. House of Representadves, We iend (o siand
firm In oug opposition 10 his federal testing program. I consider our 295-125 vote to be veto-proof.

. ) o

“There is no support for new school tests from Washington. Only sit suites and 15 of 15,000
U.S. school districts have signed up for the Pres:dem 3 plan. Meanwhile, the U.S. Sanate has
reworked the plan, 27 Senators have signed a lerter against it, seven out of every 10 members of the
House have voted to halt funding for ir, and a new poll shows that only 22 percent of U American
wamg Washington involved in creading new tests. [sn't this epough to convince the Administration that
new federal tests are 3 bad idas and a waste of $100 million of the axpayers’ money? The nation wants
common sense educarion ideas ~ ot hasclly designed tesig from Washington. This Administration is
determined o circumvent the:recent work of 46 swtss that have developed high ncadcmic saandards and
tests va(hcm Washington's lnwrference, This'is the arrogance of Wuhmg(on at vork again.

“We strongly support high acadenic surﬁard: and better schools, but mngly OppOsE ReW
education swsts developed by Washitggton bureaucrats. We should help ous students learn - pot test
themn again. We would rather send dollars dircedy (0 tie classroom, bolsier basic acubmlu tnd
increase parental choice and wvolvement in our schools.®

1
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EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT
25-Sep-1997 07:13pm

TO: BALDERSTON_A

TO: cohen_m
FROM: David_Stevenson'

‘SUBJECT: Re: Q&A's for Secretary's Statement

September 25, 199?‘
Talking p01nts on statement by Secretary on test panel recommendatlons

1. The Secretary wants to ensure that NAGB sets policy for the

L voluntary national tests: and this test specmflcatlons,

2. The Secretary wants to ensure that the voluntary - natlonal tests are
. consistent with NAEP. :

3. The Secretary will not forward the test . panel s recommended
spe01flcatlons to the test contractor.

4. The contractor will discontlnue development of test items until
’NAGB'has approved test speciflcations.

5. The Secretary urges Congress to act quickly so that NAGB may assume
- its official policy role. .



. N .{‘\A“ | | |
Septémber»zs 1997

Questions and answers‘
1. Why did you stop the contractor from developlng test items?

We,belleve that NAGB, a bipartisan body that sets policy for NAEP,
should set policy for the voluntary national tests. To develop test
items requires test specifications and NAGB is not yet authorized to

- set test speciflcatlons for the. tests.

2. Does this mean that the test will not be ready in March of 19999
No. |
3. How long do you'expéct the delay to last?

We expect Congress to act quickly to authorize NAGB to set policy
for the tests. :

4. Wwhy didn‘t the Department send up legislation. for‘NAGB earlier?

The Department anticipated that. Congress would take up the
reauthorization of NAGB. When this did not occur, the Department sent
to Congress legislation to change the authority of NAGB to include
setting policy for the voluntary national tests.

5. What work will the contractor be doing?

The contractor will not be doing work on item test 'development.
The contractor will be planning for the pilot and field tests so there
will be no unnecessary delays once NAGB assumes 1ts pollcy role and
the development of test items resumes.

6. Do you expect NAGB to make major ehanges in the specificatiens?'
How long will it take for NAGB to approve the test specifications?

We expect there will be some changes. We expect NAGB to act
quickly once~Congress\authorizes NAGB to set policy.

7. Does the Secretary have concerns about the test speciflcatlons in
addltion to his concern about the use of .calculators?

The Secretary belleves that NAGB should set the test specificatiOns
and that the panel's recommendations need to be reviewed by NAGB.

8. What are the cost implications of this delay?
‘We are going to direct the contractor to stop this work today and

we need to work with them over the next several days to determlne the
cost implications. 1
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President Bill Clinton
The White House
1600 Pennsylvania Avenue NW
Washington, D.C. 20500-0005 : , SEP 25 ex5:35

Dear Mr. President:

- e T remmeaaa o e W AT ™ amemmenow e

In your recent speech before the Af L-Cl10, you said, “...there is nothing more important
for the future of this country than giving our kids a decent cdur:atnon‘

[ agree with that statement 100 percent.

You went on to say, “For the first ime, 4th graders scored above the global average in
mathematlcs and science.’

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

You continued with the statement, “1 know all children can learn and [ 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 [ am trying to do. With your shotgun approach -- with a little money
spread everywhere -- I'm left with $200 million to do the one major initiative you proposed that
“truly makes sense: lmprovements of literacy. 4

For $200 mullion spread.throughout the country, | have to design a program that will have
all children reading-ready by the time they reach Ist 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 Lst,
2nd. and 3rd 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 of giving students one more standardized test.

THIS STATIONERY FRINTED ON HAPER MADE OF HECYCLED FIBERS



Your stance on testing is making my job of authonzing an “Amenica Reads” program
almost impossible. 1 need your help if your most umportant initiative -- having all Americans read
-- is ever going to see the light of day. :

Sincerely, -

544

BILL GOODLING
Chairman, House Committee on
Education and the Workforce

P.S.  Tcalled you lastiThursdéy to discuss the “America Reads initiative.

WFG/ts
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Effect of Delaying All ltem-Related Work on the Voluntary National Tests for 30 Days

With such a delay, the contractor would continue the following work:
® Identifying and contacting schools for participation in the pilot tests;
. Gaining cooperation of schocls for the pilbot tests,

. Drawing the sample for the field tests;

L Contacting schools and gaining cooperation of schools for field tests;
° Sharing info‘rmatiori with pilot and field test schools about the tests;
° Identifying coordinators for the pilot and field tests;

. Working on their website; and

o Identifying alternative methodologies for' the linking studies.

Without a delay, in éddition to the‘ aone, the céntréctdr would also continue this work:

° Writing items, | “

. Assembling test booklets; |

. Convening reading and math committees; and

° Reviewing items and booklets for content, bias and éultural sensiﬁvity, conformity

with the specifications, and accuracy of the answer keys.

Because the contract was awarded 30 days ahead of schedule, a delay of 30 days at
this time would not affect the contractor’s ability to conduct the field tests in March. A
longer or later delay would. :



