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NAT!ONAL TESTS: A GOOD IDEA THAT'S BEING DONE RIGHT
' By Richard W. Riley
U. S. Secretary of Education

~ John Wooden, the great U, C. L. A. basketball »coach',, was once‘ asked to

describe the way he trained his teams. He said he told his players to be quick,
but never to hurry. . ‘ .

| was reminded of these words of wusdom when | read Dlane Rawtch's op-
ed (August 26) assertlng that the Chnton Admlmstranon is movmg hurnedly" to
launch voluntary national tests. :

- While | applaud Ms. Ravstch‘s,xsuppon;for the tests, I don't think we're
moving too fast. The tests are scheduled for the Spring of 1999, about 2-1/3
years after President Clinton proposed them, Tnat's certainly a reasonable
amount of time to deve|op a 4-grade reading test and an 8th-grade math test. It
takes about two years to prepare high-quality tests, evaluate them, and then
actually administer them We are moving dehberately enough to do the jOb nght
‘but fast enough to get these tests into schools as soon as possible. Thesetests
will help children to learn the basics, and our kids shouldn't have to wait for that.
| - Ms, Ra\ntch and | do agree on one important thing -- the entity overseelng B
the tests should be mdependent and brpartlsan That is why | went on national -
television two days before Ms. Ravitch’s article appeared to say thatthe s
Admrmstratlon will ask the Congress to expand the authority of the Natio '
Assessment Govermng Board (NAGB) to include settmg test pohcy NAZ% :g f)}L m“u
far the best way to assure mdependence and to make sure the tests wm eam the
confidence of parents teachers communities, states and schoot drstncts I hope

the Congress will pass the Ieislatnon w:thut delay.’
ey _

g brpamsan support for the tests

, au-a,teng The process that we have u

ed duplicates the process that NAGB uses
ChrO\MW \\V\M‘/é - ) . k A .

v
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to develop the National Assessmént 6f Educatipnal Progresé (NAEP) tests, which
are now used in almost every state. ’The voluhtary national tests will use the
same frameworks and performance standards as NAEP. For those who aren t
| famlhar with such jargon, that means that the voluntary national tests will be
challenging and hold students to high standards of learning. And just as NAGB
does whén it develops NAEP (sorry about the écronynri ovérload), we asked the
Chief State School Officers to appoint nonpartisan committees of teachers and
- other experts to design the test specifications. | ‘

In addmon our process has been inclusive and open. We have held many'
public heanngs and put the transcripts on the Internet for all the world to see. |
have also have testified before Congress at-least four times, and other officials of
the U. S. Department of Education have also tes‘tlf:ed We have answered every
question put to us, and we continue to reach out to state education leaders as
well, Recently, representatwes from 47 states attended a meeting on the tests -

 which was covered by C-SPAN and other press represenatives.

Process is important, but we should never lose_ sight of what's most
important, and that's making sure that students are well grounded in reading and
math. That will improve the odds of success for all children, and that's reélly
what the President’s proposal is all about. The tests will inform parents,
teachers, and students themselves about what it takes to reach national and even
'international standards of achievement no matter where they live -- something no

other tests currently do. | o |

The American people suppon the President’s cal! for voluntary national
standards The Phi Delta Kappa/Gallup Poll, released on Tuesday, showed that

two out of three Americans believe natlonal tests will improve student
' achlevement “a great deal or quite a lot.”
With that kind of pubhc support, it would be traglc if the Congress moved to
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delay or kill national‘testing, as some members of Congress want tod'o They
would deny many states and school dlstncts the nght to even consnder the op’non o

“thwarting the principle of local control o
It would be wrong to a!low a good idea that can help our chlldren learn to

languish: ltmpleased thatmmctto-devﬁep—theiests,__ 3

has beeryawarded to an-alliapce-tha qdes the ratior gstrespectedte

publishiers and a bipartisan council on basic skills.
‘ We're on the right track, and | wélcom_e the involvement 6f every Anjeri
in this effort. | hope that those who understand the importance of voluntary
national tests will‘work together to make them a reality. We may have a '. | |
.disagreement al ong the way, but we shouldn’t allow it to distract us from cur
common goai of makmg the future bnghter for our kids, ’
i



TEST DEVELOPMENT, ADMINISTRATION, AND OUTREACH

DEVELOPMENT

The Voluntary National Tests will be based on the National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEF),
commonly referred to as the nation’s report card. The NAEP reading and math tests are based on widely
accepted content standards developed by local teachers, reading and math specialists, parents and researchers
that reflect a national consensus on what students should know and be able to do when they reach the 4th grade
in reading and 8th grade in mathematics. Although the new tests will be based on NAEP, NAEP is an
assessment of a random sampling of student achievement which gives an indication of how states and districts
are achieving, whereas the voluntary tests will produce individual student scores — critical information parents
and teachers do not currently have through the NAEP program. The voluntary national tests will be linked
to NAEP and, in the case of mathematics, linked to the Third International Mathematics and Science
Study, providing national and international comparisons. The Department has proposed that
Congress authorize the bipartisan National Assessment Governing Board to set policy for

the tests as they do for NAEP.

The U.S. Department of Education has contracted with the Council of Chief State School Officers and MPR
Inc., an educational consulting firm, to establish four committees to develop blueprints for the tests based on
NAEP. The committees are the National Test Pavel, the Technical Advisory Group, the Reading Committee,
and the Math Committee. The committee members are expert teachers, administrators, parents, policy makers,
and business and community leaders. All of their meetings are open to the public, and transcripts are available
on the Internet. '

- The U.S. Department of Education has contracted with education research firms and test publishers to
develop the tests and based on the guidelines created by the committees. After 1999, new tests will be
available each year, keeping the content of the tests current. Sample tests will be available in 1998 for
students, parents, and teachers to help prepare for the first administration in 1999,

ADMINISTRATION
Test compames will be awarded contracts by the U.S. Department of Education to offer the tests to states,
districts, and private schools, These companies will be responsible for printing the tests, distributing them to
schools, training the test administrators, scoring the tests and reporting the results to states and districts. The
companies may wish to offer the tests as part of their own testing packages. .

After the tests are administered, the tests, answers, scoring guides and other supporting material will be
released to parents, teachers, the education community, and the peneral public on the Internet.

The costs to administer, score, and report the results of the tests will be comparable to those for other tests that -
states and local districts use. Based on other comparable tests, we estimate this cost to be $10 - $12 per

student. The President’s 1999 budget will include funding to reimburse the testing companies that will work
with states and school districts to administer the tests in 1999 and funding will possibly be included in
subsequent years.

CURRENT OUTREACH ACTIVITIES
A series of public hearings and meetings have been held to discuss strategies for improving reading and math
education for all children and how the tests will provide important new information to assist students, parents,

and teachers meet this challenge.

In addition to open meetings, the reading and math corumittees are holding pﬁblic hearings on issues particular
to each of the tests where the general public has the opportunity to testify or submit written testimony. Parents,
teachers, administrators, as well as community and business leaders have attended these hearings.

For more information, please visit our web site at http:/fwww.ed.gov/nationaltests. July 23, 1997
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Overwew of Plans
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Voluntary Natlonal} Tests in
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’ Overalllnformation

: The tests will prov1de an annual zndzcaz‘zon of overall
individual student profi iciency in readmg in Englzsh
 (grade 4) and math (grade 8) that can be reported to
- parents and teachers

. -Readmg and math will pr0V1de nat10nal standards from
- NAEP and math w1ll prowde 1nternat10nal standards

- from TIMSS
* . The ﬁrst admmlstratlon of the tests w111 be in March -
o | 1999 o o R I Gary Phllhps;

- 10/8/97
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Detail'edlnformation

Vo luntary . ‘ : _ .
No mdrwduaiiy ldentlﬁable data from the test admmlstratlons are ngen to the Federal Govemment
Not Lmked to Federal Fundmg .

Tests and scormg guide released to the Web every year ‘
| Report in a metric easﬂy understood by parents and teachers

Tests will be consistent with Standards for Educational and Psychologrcal Testmg (APA AERA
NCME) and the Code of Fair Testing Practice

~ Cost of test administration and scoring will be rexrnbursed by the Federal Government in 1999 (and
possibly in future years) o T - - .

Inclusion criteria and appropnate accommodatlons will be requ1red
. Guidelines for test reportmg and use _

" Sample tests in 1998 | _

Results will be reported w1thm the same school year

Ongoing research component,

- Ongoing evaluation

Advisory structure

S ~« Developed in an open pubhc process _

B .« Special booklet of extended constructed response 1tems -

. 'Supplementary materials

Gary Phillips
10/8/97 .
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Techmcal
Informatlon

About 90 minutes of testing tiﬁjq (aithOUgh the test will be essent‘iall}‘/,‘u'hfini_éd):
- About half of the testing time will be spent on .‘machinéié'c'_:o'rab]e items

' 'NAEP’framework but with differe’nt”item and test Spei:-‘i'ﬁcations
(readmg and math) and TIMSS score (math)
E -Compgravble fomj_s from year to year

'vahi;ee year assessment Cycle (see attached graph)

Lmked to NAEP and TIMSS Provxdes a readmg and math score plus a predlcted NAEP {: A

© Gary Phillips

10/8/97



Adm1n1strat10n Scormg,
| ~and Reportmg o
of the Voluntary Nat10na1 Tests

«  Contracts wnll be awarded to ccmpanles to make the tests avallable to states, dlStI‘lCtS and prlvate
schools. Each company is respormble for: ‘ " -

: L Mamtammg item securtty i
— Printing
= Distribution and retr;evai of matenals
L Trammg test coordmators (state or dlstnct)
—  Scoring

- Producmg reports (in English and several other languages) for parents and teachers as well a
producing school, district, and state reports - '

— Following all gu1delmes produced by test development contraetor

o Test development contractor is responASi_ble fot‘:
- - -"Developing test security procedures ‘
. = Producing training manuals and 'material‘s
" —  Producing scoring guides and other materials
= Producmg guldelmes for test reporting and use _
S V ‘Producmg guldelmes for inclusion and aceommodanons for LEP and disabled students |

-'Gary Phillips
10/8/97




Admmlstratlon Scormg, |
and Reporting the
Voluntary Natlonal Tests (Contmued)

States, dlstrlcts and prwate schools are respon31ble for
— Trammg school test admnmstrators '

—  Test admlmstratlon

- Mamtammg test secunty

— Communicating score reports to parents teachers schools, and dlstncts -
- EQllowmg guidelines for inclusion, accommod‘atlons, test reporting and test._uSe

. Independent evaluatlon 1S resp0n31ble for:

— Prowdmg overall evaluatlon of Voluntary Natlonal Test |
- Evaluatmg test development ﬁeld testing, admmlstratlon scormg, reportmg and test use

— Producing annual report on the overall success of the Voluntary National Test and
~ recommending improvements for the future

— Providing quarterly reports on progress of test admlmstratlon scormg, and test use

~ Gary Phillips -
- 10/8/97 |
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”‘“"Cycle
000 e
"152001
'(6“*2003

Tcstmg Cycle for thc

Voluntary National T csts
in Rcadmg and Mathcmatlcs

_jfea£7 { '97,.'981__)'99 ﬁoo«'_fo1(

I ltem’ Wrmng (Jan.-Feb. ) Item Pllot (March)

(Feb:, March) and NAEP/NTM (Feb., March); linking N' FM/TIMSS (March)
3 Adm:mstratlon (March) ‘

-.'02

~ - Gary Phillips

i
R R
i

2 Field test (March) and cquatmg old tests to new tests (March) hnkmg NAEP/N TR

10/8/97



 Advisory Structure
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P &

| ' OverallPolioy Board(National Ass'eSSment
- Governing Board Pendmg Congressronal
Authorrzatlon) | o

. Advrce to Development Contractors

= Techmcal Panel |
— Readmg Panel - :

— Math Pane

. Evaluatron by the Natronal Aoademy of

Sorenoes

~ Gary Phillips
- 10/8/97
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RFPS and Tlmehnes for .
Voluntary Nat10nal Tests i 1n
Readlng and Mathematlcs

" ltemand test specifications .- -

1997

1998

1

E

1999

2000+

. |Contract - Reading ahd Mathdevetobmeht

s Eva!uatlon
| " - Prlntlng Scormg and Reportmg
,%.Itemwntmg o ‘

;fltem pilot

| September

k May September

August

Sept N Of-"t;

| February -
Jan-f Feb )
: March

| March

-Jan-Feb
‘March

Field test and equatmg study o

" Nov.-Dec. |

March ,

| March

- March

i} éAdmmrster readmg and math test

Feb/Mar_

'MarCh

Feb/Mar .

“March

FebMar

o éLmkmg study NAEP/reading and math test*

) Linking study TIMSS/math test*

(
|
“
H .

Mar/Apr

! Mér/Apr '

" tmkmg study done a year in advance to be used in the year the test is admmistered o

‘ ;Mar/Apr_

o . | - - |

Gary Phillips 10/8/97



Voluntary Natlonal Tests
~ Web Site Address o
s and Phone Numbers

B .htttp' //wwwed gov/ﬁﬁaﬁonaltests- -

(888) 944 5001 (Nat10nw1de Toll Free)

(202) 944 5451 (1n Washmgton D C)

Gary Phillips

10/8/97
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Suggested Inclus10n Crlterta for the
Voluntary National Test

i | " o h . (These are based on NAEP. They will be funher developed by )
' , o the contractor and approved by the Policy Board in an open public process. )

. Students wnth Dlsabllltles

i sl IR G

~~‘A student identified as havmg a dlsabllliy, that is, a student w1th an Ind1v1dualtzed l:ducatton
Plan (IEP) or equwalent classification should be included in- the assessment unless: -

“+ The IEP team or equivalent group has determined that the student cannot
participate in the test or similar assessments, OR

The student s cognitive functlomng is so severely impa‘ired that she/he cannot"i :
) pamctpate OR | | | '

The student’s IEP: reqmres that the student be tested with. accommodattons that

- the test does not permit, and the student cannot demonstrate his/her knowledge |
of reading or mathematlcs W1th0ut that accommodatlon

.« ‘Limited- Engllsh Proficient Students

A student who is identified as Limited l:ngltsh Proficient and who is a nattve speaker ofa ~
language other than English should be mcluded in the test unless:

« The student has recewed language instruction primarily in English for less
than three school years mcludmg the current year, AND

. The student cannot demonstrate his or her knowledge of readmg

Gary P.hillips |
in Engllsh even with an accommodatton permttted by the test

10/8/97..



ReadlngTest

Students wnth Dlsablhtles

.

- .Accommodatlons specnf'ed inIEP

Extended time and/or multiple testmg sesswns

. One-on-one testing -

Small- -group sessions -

“Scribe or use ofcomputcr -
Help with test dxrectlons (but not xtems)
. Large. prmt or Braille -

Other, such as sign language translator

" microphone womn by administrator, use of

magnifying instrument

LEP Students

Accommodations of; fered to student by school in
usual test situations (e.g., frequent breaks, read

' instructions aloud in English, etc.)
' Extendedtrme ‘
~ One-on-one t,evstmg

Small-group sessions

~ Voluntary National Test:
" Suggested Accommodations

(These are based on NAEP:" They will be further developed by
the contractor and approved by the Pollcy Board in an open, public process )

Mathematics Test

-One-on-one testing

. fStudents with Dlsabllmes

Accommodations specified in IEP ,
Extended time and/or multlple testing’ sessxons
One-on-one testing "
Small-group.sessions

Scnbe or use of computer

Help with test directions (but not 1tems)
Audxocasscite English version

Large print or Braille:

Other, such as sign language translator

. mxcrophone worn by admlmstrator use of
'mqgmfymg 1nstrument v :

:LEP Students - |
: Accommodatlons oftered to studcnt by school in

‘usual test situations (e.g., frequent breaks, -
bilingual dictionaries, read aloud in English, Veltc.) ‘

Bilingual Spanish-English version
Extended time'_ o

Small-group sessions.

Gary Phillips
10/8/97 "



Development Contractors for the

Voluntary Natronal Tests

. :;;Amerrcan Inst1tutes for Research (AIR)

Ofﬁces in Washmgton DC Cahfomla and Massachusetts ;.

e AIR subcontractors

Rwersrde Publishing - Itasca Iilmoxs .

. Assrsts in developmg reading test
Harcourt Brace - San Antonio, TX
« Assists in developmg mathematlcs test

: Westat Inc. - Rockvrlle MD

Conducts and desngns the pllot and field tests
Cahforma Test Bureau (CTB) Monterey, CA AND

"--Nanonal Computer Systems (NCS) Iowa Clty, IA

. Scores the field test -

V-Educanonal Testing Servnce (ETS) - Prmceton NJ
"« Assists with data analysrs linking, and other technical issues
Counc:l for Basic Education - Washington, DC

I . Oversees and coordmates the Advnsory Commrttees o

Gary Phillips
10/8/97



- Comparing:
Voluntary National Mathematics -
Test with NAEP and TIMSS

, T VNT (1999) NAEP (1996) —— TIMSS (1995)
Content Framework  Percentage .. . Percentage - Percentage
- Numbers/Operations- =~~~ o 25%. R C25% - 34%
Measurement - 5% g _ 15% - : 12%
Geometry .~ o : . 20% o - 20% ol 15%
Data Analysis/Statistics .~~~ . 15% 15% S 14%
Algebra/Functions G 25% A : 25% : S 18% °
* Proportionality - 7 N R ‘ 1 - Sl %
Item Types - . # % . L o # % | - # %
- Multiple Choice - 1 21 48% .- | 93- 57% 125 83%:
Grided/Drawn e T 25% . - - - .
Short Constructed Response 1 100 22% : 62  38%. ' 19 . 12%
Extended Constructed Response | 2 5% ’ T 5% 7 5%
TOTAL -~ - 44 100% . - = . ] 162 100% . . 151 100%
~ Testing Time per Student ™ T 12000 - A 45 90
' Testing Time for Assessment | - 120 ] 195 376
Calculator Use I Permitted but not required on | Provided on 1/4 of items : © Not permitted-
" % ' B (D) items B B B PR
Accommodations 4 .- Provisions for disabled and | Provisions for disabled and - No accommodations
: ’ ' - LEP students, bilingual - LEP students, bilingual -
' versions of the test | versions of the test

~ Gary Phillips 10/8/97 -



Comparmg
Voluntary National Readmg

Test Wlth NAEP

90

: - VNT (1999) NAEP (1998)
Content Framework. Percentage Percentage
. Narrative -~ - 55% 55%
| Exp051t0ry 45% 45%
Item Types # % | #H %
Multiple Choice - S 31 76% - 36 1 44%
Short Constructed Response 8 - 20% - 38 46%
.Extended Constructed Responsel 27 4% 8 10%
TOTAL 4 41 :100% 82 100%
- Testmg‘Tlme per Student . | 90 45 . .
200 -

' Testing Time for Assessment - ]

- Accommodations-

: Prdﬁiéidns for Vdiysab'l‘ed

Provisions for disabled

and LEP students

. and LEP students

~ Gary Phillips
10/8/97



,_vPercentﬁage of Proficient Students "
in NAEP 4th Grade Reading
Compared to States Own Assessments

I StateStandard = NAEPStandard_; - B -

Source: U S. Depanment ofEducatlon State Departments of Educatlon
Natxonal Educatlon Goals Panel’ ‘ ,

Gary Phillip-
- - 10/8/97 |



Percentage of Proﬁcrent Students
in NAEP 8th Grade Mathematrcs

Compared to States Own Assessments

|| State Standard 0 NAEP Standard '

DE KY ™MD CT OR Ml NC sc LA GA

: NOTE State assessment resuits are for the l995 96 school year. All are for grade 8 except for Michigan

which is for grade 7. NAEP results are percentages of students scormg at the proftuent or advanced level
" state resuits reflect the state s standard.

_ - ,‘ o Gary Phillips- -
SOURCE:-U.S. Department of Education and“State Departments of Education: Individual State Reports. 10/8/__97
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Below are excerpts from a September 8, 1997 memorandum sent by
William J. Bennett to select United States Senators.

As you know, I have been (in principle) a strong supporter of voluntary
national testing. However, I have real concerns about the specifics of
the current Clinton proposal -- which, in my opinion, would do more
harm than having no test at all.. Let me state in the strongest possible
terms that the current National Assessment Governing Board (NAGB)
proposal made by the White House is inadequate to prevent mischief in
these tests and the Congress should not delay in fixing it. Waiting until
1998 and the "regular” National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP) reauthorization cycle will allow seriously flawed national tests
to go forward without needed correction from a strengthened NAGB.

It is my strong impression that the Administration is willing to go quite
a distance this week to accommodate a Congressional initiative
concerning "governance” of the testing program. Indeed, I am told that
the White House is awaiting a counter-proposal from Republicans and
reform-minded Democrats. Now is the time to make a solid counter-
proposal (it is also a chance to strengthen NAGB's independence vis-a-
vis NAEP itself).

Where does the situation now stand? Apparently the Senate leadership
has already agreed to accept an amendment from Senator Harkin which .
is, from my perspective, quite problematic (the Harkin amendment is
simply the Administration’s flawed proposal). If this agreement has, in
fact, been irrevocably made, it seems to me that the best course of
action is that in the forthcoming Senate-House conference committee,
Republicans and reform-minded Democrats should : 1ns1st that these
important changes be made: :

1. Give NAGB "policy direction" or "policy control" of all aspects of
both NAEP and the national tests, not just policy guidance. Otherwise
the Department of Education remains in control. -

2. Give NAGB explicit authority to review and change the national test
specifications, development contract and advisory committees that have
already been launched by the Education Department. Otherwise, the
bad decisions already made, and the contracts already awarded, will
stay in place ‘

Contributions are not tax deductible for Federal or State Income Tax purposes



- 3. Charge NAGB with ensuring that the content and standards of national tests be the same
as NAEP’s and that the tests be "linked" to NAEP. Otherwise the public wﬂl not know
whether the test results mean the same thmg as NAEP results

4. Make several key changes in the composition of NAGB 1tself so that it has greater
bipartisanship and independence. (At present, just two of its 25 members need to be from
the party out of power. Given the huge responsibility of national testing, and the need for
bipartisan consensus, the current imbalance is sunply wrong.)

5. Restore NAGB’s pre-1994 authority to function as its own nominating committee, i.e.
constraining the Secretary’s appointees to people vetted by NAGB itself. (And perhaps
stipulate that NAGB must consider candidates suggested by chairmen of the.pertinent
- Congressional committees.) Otherwise, the Secretary will have a free hand to select
whomever he wants -- as he does now.

6. Restore NAGB terms to 4 years (as was the case until 1994), with re- -appointment
permitted. (Today they last 3 years, which is a problem because it takes new members 1-2
years to get up to speed.)

Those are the essential statutory provisions.
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Voluntary National Education Testing:
Clinton Administration Proposed 2, Previous Administration Proposed 15

1997 - 2 Voluntary National Education Tests

President Clinton has proposed voluntary national testing for 4th graders in reading and 8th
graders in math. In those states that have chosen to participate in the voluntary national tests,
parents will be able to measure their children’s academic achievement and to make sure they have
mastered these basics.

1991 - 15 Voluntary National Education Tests

President Bush proposed that students take 15 national tests through the course of their
education. As part of its America 2000 Initiative, the Bush Administration put forward a plan to
test students in three grades -- 4th, 8th and 12th grade. Students in each of these grades would be
tested in each of five subjects: math, science, English, history and geography.

Former President George Bush:

“Working closely with the Governors, we will define new world-class standards for schools,
teachers, and students in the five core subjects: math and science, English, history and geography.
We will develop voluntary -- let me repeat it -- we will develop voluntary national tests for 4th,
8th, and 12th graders in the five core subjects. These Anierican Achievement Tests will tell

parents and educators, politicians,_and emplovers just how well our schools are doing.” [Public

Papers of the Presidents, 4/18/91]
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Congressman Goodling Hasn’t Always Opposed
Nation al Education Tests to Measure Student Progress

|

1992;

1997:

8/19/97] t

i
|
Goodlmg Su pported Natmnal Education Testmg

Congressman Goodhng was an-original co-sponsor of the Bush Administration’s central

- education 1n1t1atfve ‘America 2000 Excellence in Educatlon Act.”’[102 Bill Tracking H.R.

2460]. “Included in the ‘America 2000' program were voluntary national testing for
fourth-, elghth- and 12th- graders...”[CQ Almanac 1992, p. 455]

Congressman Goodhng also introduced a substitute amendment to HR. 4323, the
Elementary and [Secondary School Improvement Act, which was a Democratic education
bill. One of the purposes of the amendment was “to establish a process in support of
voluntary national education standards and a natlonal system of examinations.”[138
Cong. Rec. H80’/‘4 8/12/92]

This amendmenn would have specifically established a National Education Standards and
Assessment Council within the Department of Educatmn [138 Cong. Rec. H8075,
8/ 12?92]

As introduced b y Good]mg, the legislation spemﬁed that the National Educatlon Standards
and Assessment Councﬂ ‘would function as a “coordinating body to encourage a voluntary
system-of assessments for individual students consistent with the voluntary national
standards; establish guidelines for the development and use of assessments to ensure that
assessments are valid, reliable, and fair; develop criteria for assessments and the use of

such assessment$, to ensure that the assessments measure the world class standards and "

meet the guidelifnes;...” [138 Cong. Rec. H8076, 8/12/92] [This amendment failed by a
vote of 140 yeas to 267 nays.[138 Cong. Rec.-H8089, 8/12/92]]

Now Goodling Opposes Nation Education Testing

Representative Goodling has introduced a House resolution and an amendment to a House
appropriations bill to try to stop or delay the President’s testing program.[The Washington
Post, 8/19/97] His resolution calls on the Department of Education to stop planning for
the test. The amendment to the Education Department’s appropriation bill would cut off
federal money fer development of the tests until Congress specifically authorizes them [AP
Online, 8/24/97]1He contends that the testing plan should be halted until congressional
hearings are heldr or until lawmakers explicitly vote to authorize it.[The Washington Post,

i

A Congressman G(jjodling recently said: "One.of the many problems with the president's
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national test proposal is that it comes at a txme when we already have plenty of testmg
American studerits are tested, tested and tested. We already know our students are not
performmg as well as they should be. We should help these students not test them
again."[The Txmes—Pwavune 8/24/97] :

|‘
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Congressman Goodling Initially Signaled Support
for the Clinton Administration’s Call -~
for Two YOluntary National Education Tests

i
1
1

!
H
i

During his State of the Umon Address, President Clmton challenged states to partlclpate in
* voluntary national testxrlg for 4th graders in reading and 8th graders in math. Shortly thereafter,

Congressman Goodling|

stated his support for the President’s initiative:

“He’ll back the pr
reading and math!

Excerpt from The Wiashington Times, February 6, 1997:

esident’s push for national standards and for national
tests, so long as nothing is mandatory, Mr. Goodling said.

‘I’m not against tﬁe federal government getting experts together to say what |
we need to know in the core subjects,” he said. ‘We have a role in helping to
set standards.’”[The Washington Times, 2/6/97] ‘
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Rep‘ublxcans Support Natwnal Education Testing

I
i
!
I
Republican Govemors Weld And Engler: Governor Engler, Republican of Mlchlgan and
Governor Weld, Republlcan of Massachusetts, have agreed to have their schools take the national
education tests proposed by President Clinton. -

William Bennett, Former Education Secretary for President Reagan:

“I'm for national testing, voluntary national testing, because we _need an independent audit. We.
need 1o know how our kzds are doing, not just in the aggregate, but how the kids in this state are
doing compared to the ktds in that state... ” [Fox News Sunday, 8/24/97 (www.foxnews.com)]

Note: Mr. Bennett would support the National Assessment Governmg Board administering the
test, rather than the Department of Education.

Former President Geerge Bush: ~

“Working closely with the Governors, we will define new world-class standards for schools,
teachers, and students in the five core subjects: math and science, English, history and geography.
We will develop voluntdrv -~ let me repeat it -- we will develop voluntary national tests for 41h,
8th, and 12th graders m the five core subjects. These American Achievement Tests will tell
parents and educators, politicians, and employers mst how well our schools are dom,q [Public
Papers ef the Pres:dents 4/18/91]

Lamar Alexander, Fo:"mer Bush Administration Secretary Of Education:

Lamar Alexander's major education initiative as President Bush's Education Secretary was the
creation of "America 2000." Included in the America 2000 program were “voluntary national
testing for fourth-, eighth- and 12th-graders. "[CQ Almanac, 1992 (p.455)]

Alexander: “And ﬁnally‘,' I want to thank President Bush himself for putting a priority on this
work. He talked in Amerlca 2000 about the importance of world-class standards in math, science,
English, history, and ge@graphy He talked about the idea of American achievement tests, a

i
voluntary system of exa[mmatzons so that parents and community leaders could know how their

-children and their Schools are doing.” [National Council on Education Standards and Testing

News Conference National Press Club, 1/24/92]

Representative Bllly Tauzm, Republican Congressman : :

"If the government is talking about setting standards and policy that should be worked out by
parents and educators at home, I would agree that this is a mistake. But if all we are talking
about is developing a test so we can see how well our fourth-graders and eighth-graders are
doing nationally, I think that is something that is appropriate."[The Times-Picayune, 8/24/97]
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Secretary of Education E:Lamar Alexander said that "one way or another - by act of Congress or
interstate compact - we'll have the first-phase tests by 1993-94."[1991 Chicago Tribune, October
6, 1991] :

- Healso sa1d Amencans ‘urgently” need national tests “so that parents and communities can

know where their own chlldren and their schools stand in comparison with world-class
standards in at least math science, history, English, and geography.” [Philadelphia Inquirer,

6/30/91; 1991 Daily Rei‘)on Card, 7/1/91]

Alexander: “[W]e beheve that we can have national standards about what children and adults
ought to know and be able to do in math, English, science, history and geography. And that from
those standards might be developed many tests which measure an individual child's progress
toward those standards.” [Federal News Sérvice, Press Conference with Lamar Alexander,
Secretary of Education Hand Paul O’Neill, CEO, Aluminum Company of America (ALCOA)
4/22/91] ‘ :

i v
Reagan and Bush Education Officials Support National Testing:
Chester E. Finn Jr., former assistant secretary of education and head of the Office of Educational
Research in the Reaganiadministration, and Diane Ravitch, who headed the same office in the
Bush administration, support voluntary national tests, but are opposed to giving the Education
Department oversight.- Both believe the bipartisan National Assessment Governing Board, which
sets policy for the Nanonal Assessment of Educational Progress, or another independent
organization, should oversee the new tests. [The Washington Times, August 19, 1997] Diane
Ravitch has spe01ﬁcally_>a1d ‘Yes, national testing is still a good idea, because our current
patchwork of tests does not provide a common yardstick by which parents and educators can
compare results. Some critics say that testing won't help children learn more, but testing based on -
high standards will glvewlus valuable information about how we are doing.” [Washington Post,
8/26/97] o '
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. FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE - Contact: Johanna Schneider
' September 4, 1997 | - (202) 872-1260

STATEMENT ON VOLUNTARY NATIONAL TESTING
BY JOHN A. KROL, PRESIDENT AND CEO, DUPONT COMPANY AND
CHAIRMAN OF THE BUSINESS ROUNDTABLE
EDUCATION TASK FORCE

Washington, DC--In 1989, over 200 member companies in The Business Roundtable made a -
ten-year comumitment to a state-by-state initiative to improve our K-12 education system. Over
the course of the decade, states have made great strides in raising standards, assessing student
performance on. challenging tests and reforming state policies that affect student learning.
However, a critical piece of information has been missing for parcats -- how their own children
measure up against national and intemational performance benchmarks. This was recognized by
President Bush in his call for voluntary national testing. :

New nauonal tests that provide a national benchmark in fourth-grade reading and an interpational
benchmark in eighth-grade mathematics for individual students could be in place by 1999. These
national tests also could be killed by concerns about testmg, governance struggles and partisan
differences. Therc are important issues to be resolved but none are insurmountable. In my own'
view, a national test must be frec from cven the appearance of partisan politics so that it
can be a long-term barometer for student achievement. For this reason, the tests nced
independent oversight by a group outside the U.S. Department of Education, as recently
agreed to by the Administration in response to concerns raised by Republicans. I urge the
Administration and Congress to quickly work out any remaining differences that lmpede
bipartisan support for voluntary nanonal tests.

No one in business behevcs that testing alone will improve our schools. But you also don’t get -
what you don’t measure. Successful companies continually assess performance -- both their own
and their competitors. However, we don’t do this just to record the data and filc it away. We
measure our strengths and weaknesses to make better-informed decisions and change direction if
necessary.

Students already take a lot of tests. But parents often do not know whether their children are
learning what they need to know to succeed or whether their children’s test scores measure up to
expectations in other communities, states or countries.

Good tests that are comparable across geographic boundaries are prerequisites to the actions
needed to make dramatic improvements in our schools. Some schools obviously will need more
help than others. What's needed to help students achieve higher academic performance will vary
from place to place, but we must not shortchange students by lowering the standards based on
where they reside: '



‘States are beginning to set higher standards. I am particularly proud of DuPont’s role in
partnership with tcachers to develop Delaware’s science standards. Other states are equally
proud of their own standards. But ] also believe that Delaware needs an external measure to
independently verify that we are indeed holding our students to a world class standard That’s
the power of a national test that reports individual student sc«}res

The national test proposal- endorsed by President Clinton has three compelling features that merit
bipartisan support from Republicans and Democrats in Congress and the nation’s Governors:

o First of all, it is voluntary. No state or district will be required to administer the tests. No
" federal strings will mandate use of the tests. Local contrel will be maintained.

e Second, two highly-regarded existing tests, now only given to a sample of students to
moeasure state and national student achievement, will be adapted so that individual student
scores can be reported. For the first time; parents and educators would know how their own
children and students perform on the National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP)
in fourth-grade reading and eighth- g,ra{dc mathematics. In math, there is an added advantage.
The test would also be adapted from the math portion of the Third International Math and
Science Study (TIMSS) so that an individual American child’s performance could be
compared to children in 40 other countries. Results from tests given to a sample of students
are too easy to dismiss as about someonc else’s kids. Individual student scores on these
challenging tests will bring the message home.

¢ And third, the testing is limited to two basic subjects, reading and mathematics, at two
critical junctures in a child’s education, fourth grade and eighth grade. Of course, since
people vehemently disagree on the best methods for teaching reading and math, the tests
‘should be clear about the performance expected and leave it to local educators and parents to
choose the methods they bchevc will best producc the desired results.

As the CEO of a company that does busincss in every state in the union and 70 countries
worldwide, voluntary national tests that give individual student scores make sense. Here's why.
When prospective employees apply for a job, cmployers hold them to the same standard, no
matler where they went to school. In our global economy where employers are competing ona -
worldwide basis, the quantitative and communications skills needed fof a partjcular job are not
upique to De]aware or Texas or California.

As a parent and grandparent, ] believe we owe our children the kind of K-12 education that
allows them to be successful in today’s fast-paced world. Parents should be confident that their
children are graduating from high school with the skills and knowledge needed to succecd at
college or to obtain a good job. oy

Our schools serve many purposes, not the least of which is to instill the principles of citizenship

in a democratic society.  Education also prepares young people to succeed when they finish
compulsory schoolingito pursue further education and work. For business, improving the



education system’s performance is more than a matter of good works in our highly competmve
global economy; itisa busmess necessity. : ‘

The Business Roundtable is an association of more than 200 chief executive officers of leading
U.S. corporations employing over 10 million people. The CEOs examine public policy issues
that affect the economy and develop positions which seek to reflect sound economic and facml
prmczples :

ikw ot
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Talking Points for Mayors and Gn&ernérs on the National Test.

I’m calling to talk to yoﬁ about a vote that is expected next week, on the Lab‘or-HHS
Appropriations Bill, that will affect our part1c1pat10n in the President Clmton s voluntary -
natlonal test. .

Bill Goodling is expected to offer an ar;lendment to that bill that would stop all work on
the development of these national tests in readlng and math ’m callmg to ask you to
oppose that amendment. -

Our city, along with 14 other cities throughout the nation, has signed up to-participate in -
those tests when they become available in 1999./Our state, along with 6 other states, has.

- signed up.to participate in those tests when they become available in 1999. I know that

" many other Governors are seriously considering signing up as well. ] These tests are

~ ‘important to us, because they send a powerful signal to our students.and our communities

- that we believe they can learn and meet high standards. Losing natlonal standards and

tests in the basics would be a setback to our dwn efforts ,

These tests are an integral part of our overall approach to raise standards for our students -
and hold our schools accountable. They will give parents accurate information about how
well their children are doing.” They support what we are already trying to do to help all of
our students master the basic skills of reading and math. They will help us upgrade the
curriculum, better train our teachers, and let parents know how they can help w1th thelr '
children’s learmng ~

. The public strongly supports national standards and tests in the basics. Just earlier this -
week, Gallup released a poll showing that 77% of the respondents favor establishing
national standards for measuring the academic performance of students, and 67% favor
using standardlzed na’uonal tests. ' : '
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KIDS SPEAK OUT IN FAVOR OF
VOLUNTARY NATIONAL”TESTS» |
 INREADING AND MATH

CNN Nmsroom and Warla’view B ('
~ September 8, 1997 |

Today, Tony Frassrand, Anchor of CNN Newsréo}}z‘ interviewed 60 students and a

teacher at T.C. Williams High School in Alexandna, VA. The following is what they had
to say about the Presxdent s proposal for Volumary National Tests in readmg and

matliematics:

'Q How would you feel about a-test in the 4th grade to measure mdcpendent readmg

skn!ls or in the 8th grade to test algebra skllls‘?

« “Ithinkit's a great idea because in reahty, it's for our own good, and if we don tpass -

it, then the téachers and educators can g1ve us the help we need, so that we are
,hterate " -Cat - -

» “Yes, we're tesung to see if kxds are ready to move on, because kids have gaduated

that haven’t been able to read, and that's really sad. We need to be able to test to -

- - make sure kids after each year are learmng appropnately, and learnmg what they

| should be learmng -Cascy

. “If you have a nauanal test, no on can slip through the cracks like they have before, .

and I agree with the testing theory » -Clark
.« “In Alexandna, we have the Leaming Passport Test; and Supposedly yoﬁ can’t move - ,
on past Sth grade if you haven’t passed it, but I know people who haven’t and still
“moved on, so if there’s going to be a test, then it needs to be enforced I'mean, they
- can’t Just let people shp through the cracks,” o : .

« “Personally, I think the tests are a good idea for something practicai However, I think
- that if we are going to enforce these tests, we have to get rid of some of the useless
tests, which students were given today.” Adam ~ :

» “So many people are takmg these tests, the Iowa test, and they’re obwously not -
working if people are graduating without being able to read, and not knowing simple
math. They’re obviously not working.” -Amanda ~ ,
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A BIPARTISAN CALL FROM U.S. TECHNOLOGY INDUSTR? LEADERS ,
FOR HIGH NATIONAL EDUCATION STANDARDS IN READING AND MATH

April 2, 1997

More than twb hundred of America's tachnology mdustry leaders have joined today in
-a bipartisan calf for, nationa! education standards ~ not federal govermnent standards, but
national standards, These should represent what all our students must know to succeed in the
new knowledge economy of the 215t century. Every state and school must shape the
curriculum to reflect these standards, and frain teachers to lift studeats up to them.

To help schuols mest the standards and measure their progress. e naad an effort over
the next two years to develop national tests of stdent achievement in reading and math.
Every state should acfopt high national standards, and by 1999, every statc should rest every
4th grader in reading and every 8th grader in math to;make sure these standards are met. The
states have responsibiliry for setting challenging acadermc standards and for measuring student
progress toward these standards. President Clintan’s national testing initiative offers a new
opportinity to use widely accepted narional benchmarks in reading and math against which
states, schonls d:stncts and parents can judge student: performance )

Raising sta.ndards mll not be easy, and some of our children will not be able to meet
them ar first. The point is not (o put our children down, but to lift them up. Good tests will
show us who needs help; what changes In teaching to make, and which schools need to
improve. They can help us to end social promotion. For no child should move from grade
school o junior high; or junior high to high school ubtil he or she is ready.

f

3

Jim Barksdale ' - ' L.John Doerr
CEO & President ' % . ’ : Partner

- Netscape Communicdtions _ ; Kleiner, Perkins, Caufield & Byers


http:L./l'"1-.tU

A BIPARTISAN CALL FROM U.S. TECHNOLOGY INDUSTRY LEADERS
FOR HIGH NATIONAL EDUCATION STANDARDS IN READING AND MATH -

Gale Aguilar
Paul Allaire
Joseph Ambrosio
Dr. Gilbert Amelio
Marc Andreessen |
Vincente Anido, Jr.
Sherry Annes
Eric Archambeau
Howard Asher
Me! Badgen
Naren Bakshi
Jim Barksdale
Carol Bartz
GaryBeach
George Bell
Eric Benhamou
Charles Berger
" Philip Berman
Jeff Bezos
David Binkley
Philip J. Biola
Jaleh Bisharat
Julic Blanchard
Charles Bogsenberg -
‘Shelby Bonnie
Jerry Brenholtz
John Secley Brown
Neill H. Brownstein
George H. Bruns, Jr.
Brett Bullington.
Pat Burt
Brook H. Byers
Gordon Campbell
William Campbell
Douglas Carlston
Steve Case:
Daniel H. Case III
John Castello
John Chambers

. Kumar Chandrasekaran

Robert Chess
Sanjeev Chitre
Ronald Chwang
Gregory R. Clarke
Mark Clotek
Vineent Coates
Louis C. Cole
Kevin Compton
- Lisa Conte
Paul M. Cook’
Scott Conk

CEO

"CEO

General Partrier

CEQ, Chairman

Co-Founder, Vice President of Technology
President and CEO

VP, Investor Relations & Corporatc Communications
President -

President & CEO

President

President & CEQ

CEO & President

Chairman of the Board & CEO

President

CEO

CEQ & Chairman

CEQO & President

Chairman & CEO

CEO

CEQO

President

Senior Vice President of Marketing

Vice President Human Resources

CEO

Ccoo -

President

CEO

Special Partner

Chairman & CEO

Executive VP Strategic & Busmess Development
President .
Partner

President

_ President

CEO & Chairman’

~ Chairman & President

President & Co-CEQ
President & CEO
CEO

CEO

CEO

CEQO

President & CEQ
President & CEO
CEO

Chairman & CEO
President & CEQ
Partiner

CEO

Chairman

" Chairman & CEO

April 2, 1997

* Mitemn Corporation

Kerox

Pirene Paitners

Apple Computer

Netscape Communications

- Combichem, Inc.

Arris Pharmaceuticals

- DataMind Corp.

Advanced Bioreserach Associates
Homesoft Corporation

Vision Software

Netscape Communications
Autodesk

Computerworld

Excite

3COM

Radius

-CompuRAD

Amazon.com
Argonaut Technologies
Zeus Communications
Pointcast

Heartport ,

Ashtech, Inc.

C/Net

" Advanced Technical Resources

Xerox PARC
Bessemer Venturer Partners

‘Giga-tronics Inoorporated

Excite

“Acteron

Kleiner, Perkins, Caufiled & Byers
TECHFARM, Inc.

Intuit

Broderbund Software .

. America On-Line
" Hambrecht & Quist
- XOMA Corporation

Cisco
InSite Vision, Inc.
Inhale Terapeutic Systems

Integrated Process Equipment Corp. o

Acer America

Creative Computer
Smart Corporation
Nanometrics

Legato Systems, Inc.
KPCB

Shaman Pharmaceuticals
SRI International

Intuit


http:Amazon.com

Ames Comish

Michael Crichton

Charles Crocker

Anne Crossway

Peter Currie

A. Stephen Dahms

John Dean

Michael Dell

Jim Dezell
James Diller

1.. John Doerr

Henry Donaldson

“Mark W. Dowley
Joe Durrett
Herbert Dwight
Esther Dyson
Howard Earhart
Herb Edelstein
Yorgen Edholm
Dan Eilers
Arthur Einstein
David Ellington
Bob Epstein
Judy Estrin
Gary Fazzino
Buck Feltman
Jerry Fiddler
Robert Fisher
Jay Flatley
HX. Flesher
John Freidenrich
Greg M. Galio
Larry Garlick
Katrina Gamnett
Garrett Garrettson

Louis V., Gerstner, Jr.

Charles Geschke
Masjid Ghafghaichi
Peter Giles

Phillip Gioia
Michael Goldberg
David Gollaber .
Dominique Goupil
Thomas Greaves -
Chris Greene

Dan Greening

Robert Grosshandler

Andrew Grove
Garrett Gruener
Michael Gulett
Brian Halls
William Hambrecht
Judith Hamilton

J. Emmett Himmond

" Richard Hansen
James Harris

President

President -

CEO

CEO

Chief Financial Oﬂiccr
Member of the Board of Directors
President & CEO
Chairman, CEQ
Chairman

CEO

Partner

President & CEO
Chairman

President

 CEO

President

- President &CEOQ

President

Presidnet & CEO

CEO

President

President

Chief Tehnical Officer
President & CEQ, Co-founder
Statc Government Affairs Director
President & CEO

Chairman of the Board

CEO :

President & CEO

CEO & President

Principal

Partner

. CEO & Chairman

CEO

CEO

Chairman & CEO
President
President
President

CEO

-CEO

Piesident
President
President & CEO
President

CEO

CEO

CEO & President
Partner

President

CEO

Chairman

CEO

CEO ’
President & CEO
CEO :

April 2, 1997

Vividus

Constant C Productions

BEI Electronics, Inc.
Cosmederm Technologies, Inc.
Netscape Communications

US Council of Biotechnology Centers
Silicon Valley Bankshares

Delt Computers

NetSchools Corp.

Sierra Semiconductor Corp.
Kleiner, Perkins, Caufield & Byers
Digital Generation Systems

" LICONix

Broderbund Software

Optical Coating Laboratory, Inc.
EOventure Holdings :
Power Integrations

Two Crowes corp.

Brio Technology

Cideo

AEA

. NetNoir

Sybase
Precept Software
Hewlett Packard

‘Nextwave Design Automation, Inc

Wind Reserve Systems
Fisher Berkeley Corp.
Molecular Dynamics
APTEK Industries, Inc. .
Bay Partners

" Gray Cary Ware & Friedenrich

Remedy

CrossRoads Software
Spectrian

IBM Corporation

Adobe Systems
Accurel Systems International Corp.
The Tech Museum of Innovation
Zeus Communications
OnCare .

CHI

Claris Software Inc..
NetSchools

Greene Engincers ,
Charm Communications Corp.
EyeCash Co.

Intel

Alta Partners

Paradigm Technology Inc.
National Semiconductor
Hambrecht & Quist

First Floor Software

Wireless Data Corp.

Silicon Engineering, Inc.
Redwood MicroSystems, Inc.



Kevin Harvey
R. Peter Henschel
Danny Hillis
Scott H. Holmberg
James Hornthal
Dr. Irwin Jacobs
Robert Jagunich
N.W. “Bill” Jasper, Jr.
Kathryn Johnson
Reese Jones
Tom Jorde
Robert Kagle
David E. Kahn
Roberta Katz
Mike Kaufman
Bob Kavner
Gene Miller
Harrison Miller
Richard Miller
Halsey Minor _
George Montgomery
Gordon E. Moore
John Morgridge
Mort Myerson
Henry Nordhoff
Tina S. Nova
Pierre Omidyar
Janina Pawlowski
Premysl Pech
Leonard Perham
Steve Perlman
Eckhard Pfeiffer
Nancy Pfund
Lewis Platt
Kim Polese
Steve Pollock
Rhea Posedel
Ronald 8. Posner
Bob Puette
T. Wade Randlett
Ron Rankin
William Rasdal
QGuiliano Raviola
. Hollings Renton
Sanford R. Robertson
Duane Roth
Theodore Roth
James Rurka
" Dennis Ryan
Edgar Seck
Phillip Salsbury
Larry Samuels
Scott Sander
W.J. Sanders
Michael Santullo
Fernand Sarrat

Partner

Executive Director -
Chief Technology Officer
President & CEO

CEO

Chairman of the Board
President & CEO
President . ,
President & CEO
Chairman

President

Partner

President

General Counsel -
Co-Founder
President & CEQ
President .
Sr. Vice President, Marketing
President & CEO

CEO o
Managing Director -
Chairman

Chairman

Chairman '
President & CEO

. President & CEOQ

CEO

CEO

Partner

CEO

President & CEO

. President & CEO

Partner

Chairman, CEO & President
CEO

Vice President

CEO

Chairman

- CEO

California Director

CEO .

CEO

Partner

CEO

Chairman

CEO

Executive Vice President

‘President & CEO

President
CEO -

“CEO

CEO
CEO

" Chairman & CEO

President
CEO

April 2, 1997

* Benchmark Capitsl

Institute for Research on Learning
Walt Disney Co.
Image Quest Technologies
Preview Travel .
Qualcomm, Inc.
NewAbilities Systems, Inc.
Dolby Laboratories, Inc.
The Health Care Forum
Farallon Communications
LECG

Benchmark Capital
MicroGuild, Inc.

Netscape Communications
NetDay

On Command Corp.

" Asteo Semiconductor

The Lightspan Partnership
Pharmacyclics

Cinet

Hambrecht & Quist -

Intel

Cisco

Perot Systerns

Gen-Probe

Nanogen

E-Bay & Co.

E*Loan

Pierre Partners
Integrated Device Technology
Web TV

Compag Computer

. Hambrecht & Quist
- Hewlett-Packard

Marimba

Netiva Software

Achr Test Systems
Graphix Zone

NefFRAME Systems, Inc.
Democratic Leadership Council
Cardiac Mariners
Symmetricom, Inc.

VC Ventures:

Onyx Pharmaceuticals
Robertson Stephens & Co.
Alliance Pharmaceuticals
Alliance Pharmaceuticals
Microcide Pharmaceuticals
Net-It N

Zilog, Inc.

SEEQ Technology
Electronic Communities
Digital Sight/Sound
Advanced Micro Devices, Ine. -
Fourl1 Corp.

Cylink



Mark Saul

Eric Schmidt
Stratton Solavos
John Sculley

- John Seidl
CharlesShalvoy
John Shoch
Mark Simon
Dave Singer
Jeff Skoll
Howard Smith
Vincent Sollitto
Peter Sprague
Larry Stambaugh
William Starling
Tom Sterling

Dr. Wes Sterman. -

Geoff Tate
Charles R. Trimble
Les Vadasz

Louis Velasquez
Madhu Vora
Charlotte Walker
John Walker
Steven Weiss

Jo Ann Weiss
Steven Westly
Don Wexler.
Thad Whalen
Randall Whitfield
Ann Winblad
Curtis Wozniak
Pardner Wynn
Gerald J. Yakaran
John Young

CEO

CEO -
President & CEQ
CEO

President & CEO
CEO

General Partner
Pariner

CEO

President
President & CEO
CEO A
Chairman & CEO
President & CEQ
CEO

President & CEO

. CEO

President & CEO

CEO :
Executive Vice President
Sr. Vice President
Chairman

President & CEQ

CEO

President

CEO

Vice President, Business Development
CEO

Partner

President & CEO
Partner ‘

CEO

President & Founder
President & CEO

Retired, CEO

April 2, 1997

IChat

Novell

VertSign

Sculley Associates )
CeliNet Data Systems
Conductus, Inc.

Asset Management Company
Robertson Stephens & Co.
Heartport ‘

" . E.Bay&Co.

Clarity Software, Inc.

- Photon Dynamics

Wave Systems Corp.
Maxim Pharmaceuticals
Cardiac Pathways
Pretty Good Privacy
Heartport

Rambus

Trimble Navigation
"Intel

Interval Research

Dyna Logic Corporation
Sanctuary Weeds Multimedia Co.
Arris Pharmaceuticals '
Lumisys, Inc.

Academic Systems

WhoWhere

Automated Test Engineering, Inc.
Aspen Ventures

VIA Medical Corp.

Hummer Winblad

Electroglas, Inc. B
Stanford Testing Systems, Inc.
IriSys R&D :

Hewlett Packard



1)

2.

3)

4)

3)

' PURPOSES FOR VOLUNTARY NATIONAL TESTS

- To improve the odds of success for all students

Focus natlonal attention on the need to improve the basm and advanced

- skills in reading and mathematics

a) 1mp0rtance of readmg 1ndependently by end of 4th grade learn to
read and read to learn. :

b) importance of learning challenging mathematics by 8th grade; know
of the drop in the performance of students between 4th and 8th grade

Help standards come to life by providing teachers parents, and students
with examples of the kind of work expected of students in fourth grade
reading and ¢ighth grade mathematics

Through a national effort, help energize local efforts to- improve
teaching and learning in reading and mathematlcs to high standards
through

a) Raise up the standard of instruction and curriculum for all students.
b) Stimulate greater use of high- quahty materials to help teachers and
parents prepare students

|
Provide student‘s,, parents, and teachers with accurate and reliable
information about student performance measured against national
standards. Parents have a right to know how well their children are
doing. | ’
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PURPOSES FOR VOLUNTARY NATIONAL TESTS

R

. . . .I . )
To improve fghe odds of success for all students

i

Focus national attention on the need to improve the basic and

advanced skills in reading and mathématics

| a) 1mportance of reading mdependenﬂy by end of 31d grade learn

to read and read to learn. :
b) importance of learning challenging mathematics by &th grade'
know of the drop in the performance of students between 4th and

8th grade

Help standards come to life by pr 0’\71(111’10r teachers, par ents, and
students with examples of the kind of work expected of students in
fo'urth gradeigreadmg and eighth grade mathematics

o o |
Through a n'ational effort, help energize local efforts to improve
teaching and learning in Ieadmg and mathematics to high standards
throu gh

a) Raise up the standard of mstrucnon and currlculum for all
students. , o

b) Stimulate greater use of high- quahty materials to help teachers
and parents prepare students |

Provide students, parents, and teachers with accurate and reliable
information about student performance measured against national
standards. Parents have a nght to know how well their Chlldl en are
doing. | '



Key arguments

1) Public deménd - |

when Ivisit'ls‘;‘chools; ‘parents, teachers, and students want to know how
they measure up; they read about international éomparisons in reading and
mathematics; wantéto know how their students compare, especially important
when students chaﬁge school so freqﬁently; voluntary national tests give them
a tool to measure themselves against high standards; do not think that we -

should deny them tlus tool

2) Need for high standards
~ parents Want their students to be challenged to meet high standards;

realize the impéltancé of schooling for the future of their children and the
nation; skills demahded in the workplace have increased and are likely to
1increase more n the future; the voluntary national tests are demandm ; they
represent a high standard we know that at the begmnmo that students w111 not
do well on these tefsts because they are demanding; but we need to set high -
“standards in the basic subjects of reading and mathematics to raise student

performance;

3) Tests part of a public campaign
Public campaigns to raise the performance of our students in reading
and mathematics; mobilize businesses, community organizations, parents,

teachers, and others to become involved in reading and mathematics;



American Reads, mathematics challenge -- two initiatives to mobilize
volunteers, parents, scientists and engineers to become involved in improving

reading and mathematics

4) Tests in two critical subjects |

leuntdry na;tional tests are in two ba.é;ic and critical subjects -- ‘reading
in 4th grade and m%tthematics in 8th grade. These are two critical transition
points in a stuc'lehts% éschool career. Students who can not read independently
by the end of 4th giifade are likely to be poor students later. After 4th grade,

we tend to étop teaé:hing reading. Students are expectéd to be able to read

independently to learn other subjects -- history, scien’ce,'mathermatics,
geography. Those who can not read independently are ‘at greater risk of
school failure and potentially dropping out. 8th gra‘de‘mathematic.s 1s also a
critical time. Studénts who have not le‘amed some al gebraand geometry by
the end of elghth grade are less likely to be able to take the kind of high
school mathematlcs needed to be ready to enter college and do well in the job

Q

market.

5) Tests are not lndden

@)er the test 1s given, all of the items on the test will be made pubhcly
available; all of the test items will be on the Web; palents teachers and
students can look at the items and see what 1s expected of students; can help
teachers and parents in thinkiﬁg about how to teach the basics of reading and

mathematics; t'es;ts*.are to be developed by some of the outstanding test



companies

[releasing all of the‘; items means that we will be developing a new test every

year]

6) Tests build on NAEP |

tests will use the NAEP frameworks which have been in use for some
time and were- developed through a national consensus process; over 40 states
partlclpate in NAEP and have found the 1csults useful the voluntary natlonal

tests are an 1nd1v1duahzed NAEP”

. [raises the role of NAGB]




RESPONSES TO ISSUES RAISED BY CONGRESSMAN GOODLING
1. Why do we need another test?

The world is changmg Today S students will be entermg a highly competitive
workforce that w1llldemand greater knowleclge and skills. The voluntary

| national tests will focus sustained national attentlon on the nced to 1mprove
basic and advanced skills in reading in 4th gmde and mathematlcs in 8th
grade. These are two critical points in a child’s leanﬁng, when they must have
mastered basic reading skills to lcelm ctlle1' subjects,"and Wllell they need to
have mastered challenging mathematics to be prepared to take advanced
mathematics courses necessary to be admitted college and to be successful in

the workplace.

The tests Wlll be a catalyst for mob1hzmg the efforts-of pzu ents, teachels

‘ busmesses and coririxmumtles in to l1elp all students aclneve to h1ghcr
standards. An 1mp%>rtant feature of these tests is that they Wlll p10V1de
measures of a student’s achievement against rigorous national and
international standalrds. “After the test is given, all of the items on the test will
be made available on the Internet so that parents, teacher}s', students, and the
public can see what is being asked of stlidents and where we need to improve.
We hope that these items will be published widely and discussed around the

kitchen tables across the “countfy.



2. Tests don’t generate highér academic performance.

Tests by themselves do not genei'ate higher academic performance. But the
reason we.do test si:udents is to learn how they are doing‘and what we need to
do to improve theirg'perfonnanée. The results from fests tied to rig‘érous
standards can moti'%fate students, teachers, and parents to examine what they
can do better to heli’p a child be able to 1'éad independently or to learn

challenging mathematics.

3. Too controversi%l to act without Congressional authorization

We are interested l'n keeping everyone informed about the development of the
voluntary national tests. I have been to Congress several times to testify about
the test, including Congressman Goodling’s committee. We are working
closely with states, districts, educational organizations, and community groups
to ensure that the Tests are developed through extensive collaboration. We
have held numerouis public meetings about the test and transcripts from these .
meetings are place%l on the Department’s home page. Last week we had
leaders from 47 states ‘at a conference on the test. The meeting was televised
on C-SPAN and thée preSs was present for the entire meeting. There 1s a
gfdwing interest :inithé Test. If states and local schqol districts want to use the
test I do not see why the Congress would deny them the 0pp01;tunity. Iam
always willing to _Work with members of Congress from both sides of the

aisle.
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4. New tests can lead to inappropriate and unfair comparisons of schools and

school districts:

We can all agree that making unfair comparisons of schools and school
districts will get u‘slinowhere. The teachers and schools working hard to
improve education are not intérested in making such comparisons, and we'
| ceﬂéinly are not eiiher. The Departthent of Education will not publish the
results from these tésts, The results will go to parents, teachers and students
to help them under§tand how students are pe1forming against rigorous
‘national standards. % We must stop perpetuating the cycle of low éxpectations
that keeps $O many‘ young people from achieving their full potential. We
should not be willing to tolerate low standards for any mup of students. If
we can break free from the tyranny of low expectatzons, we can help all
students reach higher standards of performance. We should not presume that
any student no matter where he or she lives or goes to school, will do well or
poorly on this test. The test can give every student a chance to measure
themselves agamst demandmg standards and then focus on the areas that need

|

improvement.

5. New.national tests can lead to a national curriculum,
I am opposed to a Iiational cuiriculum. I have testified before the Congress,
' including Mr. Goodling’s Commuttee, that I am opposed to any such idea. As

a former Governor, I believe that education is a state responsibility and a local



~ - students.

fdanaaedpran

function. We have no interest in-creating a national curriculum.

- Providing a volilritéry reading test in 4th grade and a volﬁhtary mathematics
test in 8th grade will not create a néifibnzil.cun‘iculum. But 1t Wi‘llﬁstrengthen
local educatioh by focusing attention on how to improve tlie performance of
students in thesetwo basic skills -- reading and mathematics.

o |
6. Instead of anothjéer test, more resources should be sent into the classroom.
Representative Gogd]ing and I agree that more resources need to be sent into
the classroom Th1s test will aid us in better understanding where those
resources are needed and how they can be wisely spent. Our Administration
- has supported iner eased investment in helpmc states and communities raise
standards, train teachers improve basic skills, and promote the effectwe use

of technology in the cla331 oom.

7. The federal government is already spending over $500 million just to test
N

The figure you are Eiqu'oting is incorrect. Approximately 90% of that figure is
money from GOALS 2000 that goes to states and local districts to use in

improving. educatlon as they choose.
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Why; Voluntary National Tests in Reading and Mathematics

1. Why voluntary natzlonal tests?

Today’s students will be entermg a Imghly cempetmve Workforce that Wl]l demand greater
knowledge and skills. Key to gaining the needed knowledge and skills is to have a sound
foundation in reading and mathematics. The voluntary national tests will focus sustained national
attention on the need to improve basic and advanced skills in reading and mathematics. -

The tests will be a catalyst for mobilizing the efforts of parents, teachers, businesses, and
communities to help all students achieve to higher academic standards. The tests will provide
measures of a student’s’ aohlevement against rigorous national and international standards. After
the test is given, all of the itermns on the test will be made publicly avaﬂable on the Internet so that
parents, teachers, students and the pubho can see what is being asked of students and where we
need to improve. We hope that these iterns will be published widely and discussed around the
kitchen tables across the country. Every student will have their tests returned so the parents,
teaohers and students can see review the]r pelformanoe

2. Why 4th grade readmg and 8th grade maﬂtemaﬁcs‘?

These are two critical pomts ma ohﬂd’s learning. By 4th grade; students need to have mastered

basic reading skills in order to begm to learn other subjects. Readingis an essential skill in

" learning geography, hlstory, science and mathematics. Students who are not able to read
-independently by the end of thitd grade have difficulty learning other subjects and are very hkely

~* to have academic dlﬁicultles By 8th grade, students need to have mastered challenging

mathematics to be prepared to take advanced mathematics cotrses neoessary to be adm1tted
_college and to be suooessﬁll in the workphee :

3. What is the relationiship of the voluntary national tests to NAEP‘?

NAEP (National Assessment of Education Progress) moritors the dcademic performance of
students in the nation and has existed for over twenty-five years. The NAEP test is gwen toa -
national sample of students in a range of academic subjects (mathematics, reading, science,
geography, history). The voluntary national tests will be individual student tests with results
given to the student and‘ the student's parents and teacher. The voluntary national tests are
desxgned from the frameworks of the NAEP assessments in'4th grade reading and 8th grade -
mathematics. These ﬁameworks have been developed t}uough a broad national consensus
process. The voluntary nattonal tests will provide & measure of student performance against
national standards in readmg and mathematics as well as agamst mtematlonal standards in
mathematics. -



4. Will funding be tied to state use of the national fests?

No state will be required to use these tests as a condition of receiving federal funding.

5. Does the DepMeAf have the aut“norityto develop voluntary national tests?

H

The Department has th(-‘*Tf authority to develop voluntary national tests but is asking Congress to
give the National Assessment Governing Board (NAGB), which oversees NAEP, the authority to
set policy for the volunfary national tests to assure the independenue of the tests. NAGB is an

independent bi artlsan up established by Congress to set policy for NAEP. e\cowe
, peﬂmﬁqp o«é‘)w N M—y gwq < ot om{ “/{wf’ﬁ o
6. Is there public mterest in the voluntary national tests? Vwpoe A’% Mw@ ~
oe sM
Public opinion po]]s show that almost two-thirds of the public support voluntary national tests.
The voluntary national tests have been endorsed by many leading education groups including
teachers, principals, state school officials, and school boards. States and school districts with over

20% of the fourth and e1ghfh graders have already committed to using the voluntary national
tests.

7. Wil these tests lead to inappropriate and unfair compaﬁsvons‘?

The national tests will provide results of student performance in reading and mathematics against
rigorous national standards. These are the kind of test results that allow for meaningful
comparisons. The results of the national tests will go to parents, teachers and students to help
them understand how s}tudents are performmg against rigorous national standards. We must stop
perpetuating the cycle of low expectations that keeps so many young people from achieving their
full potential. We should not be willing to tolerate low standards for any group of students. If we
can break free from the: tyranny of low expectations, we can help all students reach higher
standards of performance. We should not presume that any student, no matter where he or she
lives or goes to school, will do well or poorly on this test. The test can give every student a
chance to measure themselves against demanding standards and then focus on the areas that need
improvement. :

i
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8. Will the voluntary nétional tests lead to a national curriculum?

The President and Secrétary of Education are opposed to a national curriculum. As a former
Governor, the President believes that education is a state responsibility and a local function.

Providing a voluntary reading test in 4th grade and a voluntary mathematics test.in 8th grade will
not create a national curriculum. Parents, teachers, schools and states will decide what should be
the curniculum in reading and mathematics and how reading and mathematics should be taught. .
The voluntary national tests will strengthen local education by focusing attention on the need to
improve the perfonnance of students in these two basic skills -- reading and mathemahcs

|
i
'
'



6. Instead of another test, shouldn't we send more resources shduld to the classroom?

More resources need to be sent into the classroom and this test will aid teachers and principals in
better understanding where resources are needed and how they can be wisely spent. The '
Administration has suppoxted‘increased investment in helping states and communities raise
standards, train teacherq nnprove basic skills, and pmmote the effectlve use of technology mn the
classroom.
7. Doesn't the federal gé)VCI‘I’lI’l’lEHt spend over $540 million to test 'stu‘dents‘?
This figure is incorrect. | Approximately 90% of that figure is money from GOALS 2000 that
goes to states and local districts to use.in improving education as they choose. The testing
sponsored by the federal government, such as NAEP (N ational Assessment of Education
Progress) and TIMSS (T}urd International Mathematics and Science Study), is conducted on a
sample of students to 1eam how the Nation's students are performing and how well they compare
to students in other counmes The voluntary natlonal tests will provide 51m11a1 information on the
performance of an mdmdual student

8. How will the voluntary national tests improve the academic performance of students?

We test students in order to learn how they are doing and what we need to do to improve their
performance. The national tests are part of a national campaign to energize local efforts to
improve teaching and l'cjaming in reading and mathematics. This effort includes support from
businesses, volunteer organizations, parent groups, community organizations, and educators. The
test results can motlvaté students, teachers, and parents to examine what they-can do better to
help a child be able to read independently by 3rd grade or learn challenging mathematics in 8th
grade. The voluntary. nétzonal tests can encourage teachers, parents, and principals to raise the

standard of mstrucnon for all students

9. What is being done to assure that the test is free of ethnic, gender, soc1oeconomlc cultural or
reg10na.1 bias? :

Item development will follow a rigorous process of item writing, internal review, fairness panel
review, and pllot testmg to produce high quality 1terns which are free of ethnic, gender,
socieconomic, cultural or regional bias. ,

The following steps Wﬂl be taLen to avoid 1tems that would disadvantage a gloup because of
differences in culture or familiarity: 1) item writers will follow specific gmdehnes for avoiding
various types of itemn bias, after which the items will undergo mternal review by the test
publishers; 2) an external fairness committee will review iterns. Members of this committee will
represent diverse geographic, ethnic, and gender groups. Edits and revisions of items will be
made following the fairness panel review; and 3) items will be pilot tested, or tried out, with a
diverse sample of smdents After pilot testing, statistical analyses will be performed to further
determine whether 1tems are blased

!
|

§,V
I



DRAFT

f

Question on NAGB’s role in developing the voluntary national tests

- 1. Isn’ttoo late fo1 NAGB to play an important role in the development of the voluntary national
tests? ¥

No. The proposed 1eg1'siative language will give NAGB a major role in.the development of the
voluntary national tests! NAGB will develop and approve, as appropriate, the test objectives and
test specifications; gulde]mes for test administration, including guidelines for inclusion of, and
accommodations for students with disabilities and students with limited English proficiency;
guidelines for repomngltest results, mcludmg the use of performance levels; and guidelines for
test use. |

¢
NAGB can review the test specifications that have been developed through a consensus process
similar to the process NAGB uses. If necessary, modifications can be made in the test
development contract. '

I
]
i
. i ( :
. it ] .

The process the Depaﬂ:ment h’&s used in developmg the v oluntary national tests duphoates the
process that NAGB uses to develop the National Assessments of Educational Progress. The
voluntary national tests will use the same framework as NAEP and the test specifications were
developed as NAGB develops their specifications. Like NAGB, we asked the Council of Chief
State School Officers to appoint nonpartisan committees of teachers and other experts to design
the test specifications. The request for proposals to develop the test was placed on the Internet
for public comment. The contract for test development was awarded thlough a competitive

process as is the case for the NAEP assessments.
i
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STATEMENT BY -
S ‘ SECRETARY RICHARD RILEY
" REGARDING PROPOSED VOLUNTARY NATIONAL TESTS
AND HOMESCHOOLING

I want to make very clear that, as proposed, the voluntary national tests in fourth grade
reading and eighth grade mathematics skills are just that: voluntary. Decisions as to whether or
not to participate would rest with states, local school districts and individual families. The
amendment adopted by the Senate earlier today with Administration support clearly states that

“use of the tests shall not be a condmon for recelvmg any Federal funds.”

With regard to chi‘ldren in private or parochial schools or those who are home-schooled,
the Senate amendment specifically states that no State or local education agency may‘?equire
such individuals to take ‘any test developed under this Act w1thout the written consent of the
student or individual.””’

Asto dccisions 'rcgarding individual students in public schools, decisions as to whether or
not to participate would be a matter to be decided within the context of state law and local
education agency policy. Thcre is certamly no federal requirement that individual students
participate,
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" FACT SHEET ON THE VOLUNTARY NATIONAL TESTS

. The voluntary national tests will test 4th grade réadihg and 8th grade math - two
basic subjects at two critical times in students’ academic development.

. The tests will be voluntary. States and local districts will have the opportumty to
pammpate in the tests, but the tests are not rnandatory

. No federal funds will be withheld if a state or district does not participate.

. The tests will provide parents and teachers individual student scores linked to

\ national and international standards - information they currently do not have.
Parents and teachers will directly receive a score for their child that includes national and
intermational comparisons. Students’ results will be linked to the standards set by the
National Assessment of Educational Progress and results from the 8th grade math test
will be linked to the Third Intemational Mathematics and Science Study which involved
students from 41 countries.

. The tests will be based on the widely respected National Assessment of Educational
Progress (NAEP). Also known as the “nation’s report card,” NAEP is used in 43 states.
The tests will be different from NAEP by providing individual student information;
NAERP is designed to assess how well the nation and states perform based on a small
sample of students. No parents know how their own children do on the NAEP test.

T e Private schools may participate in the tests and home schoolers will have access to

the tests each year. State and local school districts’ usual guidelines toward assessing
home schooled students apply. Should parents want to. use the tests, they w:l 1 be avaxlable
each year on the Internet after adrmmstrptlon

. The tests will be given for the first time in the spring of 1999.

. The public, business leaders, and members of the education community support
voluntary national tests. A recent Wall Street Journal/ NBC News poll found that 79%
of Americans approved of the President’s national testing plan. Also, a Phi Delta
Kappa/Gallup poll indicated that 77% supported “national standards for measuring the
academic performance of schools” and 67% favored “using standardized national tests to
measure the academic achievement of students.” Endorsements from business leaders

~and education organizations also indicate that these tests will provnde something
Americans value -- high standards for all students.

For more information, visit our website at http://www.ed.gov/nationaltests/

1 - September 22, 1997
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States and Cities that have volunteered to participate. The following states have

L
B

signed on to participate: Alaska, Kentucky, Maryland, Massachusetts, Michigan, North

Carolina, and West Virginia. The followirig large urban school districts have also 51gned
on: Atlanta, GA; Broward County (Ft. Lauderdale) FL ; Chicago, IL; Cincinnati, OH; -
*Detroit, MI; El Paso, TX; Fresno, CA; Houston, TX; Long Beach, CA; Los Angeles, CA;

New York City, NY; Omaha, NE; Philadelphia, PA; San Antonio, TX; and Seattle, WA.

The' ‘Department of Defense schools will also participate. Together, these states and

districts make up approxxmately 20 percent of the students at the 4th and 8th grade leveils

Jk Seattte, WA

Chicago, L4
_Omaha, NE ¥

¥ Fresno, CA

#Long Beach, CA
¥ Los Angeles CA

¥* Ei Paso, TX'A ~

’l‘ San Antonio. TX

Broward County
(FL. Lauderdale), FL
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VOLUNTARY NATIONAL TEST S IN READING AND MATHEMAﬁCS |
A STRATEGY TO MASTER THE BASICS AND REACH HIGH STANDARDS

‘STRONG SCHOOLS WITH CLEAR STANDARDS OF ACHIEVEMENT AND
DISCIPLINE ARE ESSENTIAL TO OUR CHILDREN AND SOCIETY. These standards are
needed to help instill the skills and encouragement for hard work that our children need to succeed
in school and in life. Toward that end we must establish meaningful standards for what students
should be expected to learn and achieve in the basic subjects of reading and mathematics.

A CHALLENGE TO PARENTS, TEACHERS, AND SCHOOLS TO MAKE SURE THAT
EVERY STUDENT MASTERS THE BASICS IN READING AND MATHEMATICS.
. Reading well by grade 4 and mastering mathematics — including the foundations of algebra and
geometry — by grade 8 are the gateways for further leammg and achievement. Research shows that -
students who fail to learn to read English well by the end of grade 3 are at greater risk of dropping
out and facing diminished success in school and life. Students who fail to master the basics of
mathematics by the end of grade 8 do not have the foundation to take tough mathematics and science
courses in high school which in turn prepare them for college and better jobs.

While our students have been making progress in reading and mathematics, we are not yet where we
need to be as a nation. According to the National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 40
percent of our 4th grade students do not reach the “basic” achievement level. In the Third
International Mathematics and Science Study (TIMSS), the U.S. 4th graders score above average
in math and science. However, our 8th graders score below the international average in
mathematics, and only 5 percent of U.S. eighth grade students score in the top 10 percent

internationally. '

RIGOROUS 'VOLUNTARY NATIONAL TESTS IN 4TH GRADE READING AND 8TH
GRADE MATHEMATICS. Parents need to know that students have mastered the basics no matter
where they live or move in this country. And they have the right to know how well their children
are doing compared with students in other schools, states, and countries. To help give parents this
information, the U.S. Department of Education is prepared to offer every state and school district
the opportunity to use voluntary national tests of 4th grade reading and 8th grade mathematics,
begirining in 1999. These rigorous tests will provide parents, for the first time, scores for individual
students, measured against widely accepted national and international standards of excellence. They
~ will give states, local communities, teachers and parents the kind of accurate information they need
‘to help students master basic and advanced skills and strengthen academic performance.

TESTS BASED ON WIDELY RECOGNIZED NATIONAL STANDARDS. The tests will be
modeled on the NAEP in 4th grade reading and 8th grade mathematics. The NAEP tests are based
on widely accepted standards developed by parents, teachers, reading and mathematics specialists,
curriculum specialists, and researchers. The NAEP standards reflect a national consensus of what
students should know and be able to do when they reach these crucial stages of learning. The
voluntary national tests will be linked to NAEP and, in the case of mathematics, linked to TIMSS,
so that scores can be compared to national and international standards. In a compromise with the
Administration, the US Senate has passed an amendment to give the independent bipartisan National
Assessment Governing Board (NAGB) authority to make policy. declsnons for the voluntary national
tests as it currently does for NAEP. ‘ :

1 September 22, 1997
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~ For more information, visit our web site at htto://www.ed. gov/nationaltests/

NATIONAL EFFORT TO IMPROVE THE ODDS FOR STUDENTS. Schools and .
communities are already working hard at educational mprovement they are committed to parent

" involvement, getting technology into the classroom, and ensuring a trained and dedicated teacher

in every classroom. The federal government provides funding to states and communities to support

 these efforts. But these efforts cannot be fully effective unless parents, schools and communities arc

aiming at clear, high standards of achievement. That is why these national tests are already spmnng
a renewed nation-wide effort to support school improvement and strengthen student achievement
in these core subjects. Reading and literacy groups are coming together to improve reading. The
mathematics and science community, engineers and business leaders are working to improve
mathematics teaching and leaming. To assist parents, teachers, principals and communities in using
the tests effectively, the U.S. Department of Education, the National Science Foundation and others
are developing a tool chest that includes information for parents and teachers on how to prepare to
meet these high standards, how to use test results to improve education, and what high standards in
reading and mathematics look like. As part of this effort, every year the entire test (along wrth

answers, scoring guides, and other materials) will be released to the public and available on the o

Internet so that students, parents, and teachers can know what is expected for students to reach
standards of excellence < .
TOOLS FOR PARENTS; GUIDES FOR SCHOOLS AND COMMUNITIES. The current
NAEDP is designed to assess how well a sample of students across the entire nation and individual
states perform in reading and mathematics. Not all students participate in NAEP, and no parents
know how their own children do on this test. In contrast, the voluntary national tests will provrde
students, parents, and teachers with meaningful scores to compare individual student performance
to widely accepted national and international standards and to identify students and schools that need
extra help. These standard measures of excellence will help parents hold schools accountable for.

o improved performance, help teachers and principals improve curriculum and instruction, and grve
. students a guide for ehartmg their own progress. : . !

i

‘ DEVELOPMENT AND ADMINISTRATION OF THE TESTS The voluntary national test

development contract was awarded to a group led by the American Institutes for Research.
Subcontracting companies include some of the most respected test publishers and research
organizations in the country. The National Research Council of the National Academy of Sciences
will be awarded the voluntary national test evaluation contract to monitor and evaluate the
development process and testing administration. Guidance for test development has come from the
most successful mathematics and readmg teachers, parents, and local ancl state education, civic and .
business leaders. o j

i

Individual test scores will not be collected by the federal "govemment; state and local school districﬁs

. will decide how to use the data. - States and school districts will have the option to administer the
“tests as part of their local testing programs. The voluntary national tests will first be adrmmstered

in the spring of 1999.

i
[ .
|
|
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TALKING POINTS FOR SENIOR STAFF ON
THE VOLUNTARY NATIONAL TESTS

The voh:nmry national tests for 4th grade reading in English and. Bth grade math provide an oppomxmty for states and _
local school districts to gain valuable information about their students’ académic achievemnent and will be a motivational
tool to snmula;e nationwide interest in ensuring all children master the basics of reading and mathematics.

’I'HE TESTS ARE VOLUNTARY
States and local school districts, as well as private schools and the parents of children schooled at home, have
 the opportunity to offer the tests to their students beginning in the spring of 1999, but it is not mandatory.
. No state or school will be required to give these tests as a condition of receiving federal funding, or for any
other reason imposed by the federal government. ‘

THE TESTS ARE BASED ON WIDELY RECOGNIZED, RIGOROUS STANDARDS

. The tests will be based on the widely respected National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP “also
known as the Nation’s Report Card) which is used in 43 states. ,
. NAEP’s content frameworks and performance standards are widely accepted and were devcloped with strong

input from teachers, curriculum experts, and state education officials.

PURPOSES FOR THE VOLUNTARY NATIONAL TESTS
These tests can improve the odds of success for all students by arming parents and educators with the

knowledge of their students’ individual achievement in comparison to. widely respected national and
international standards.

. By highlighting the importance of reading independently by the Th grade and challenging mathematics by 8th
grade, the voluntary national tests will focus national attention on the need to improve basic and advanced
-skills in reading and mathematics. This attention will raise awareness that leaming to read enables students’ -
to read to learn in all subjects and encourage more students to take math courses required for college
admission and success in the workplace ,

. " By giving parents and teachers individual student scores measured against high national and international

standards, the voluntary national tests will help standards come to life. The tests’ concrete examples of the

. kind of work students in Th grade reading and 8th grade math should be able to do will help school reform
permeate to the classroom and home,

*  Local efforts to improve té.chingsand learning in reading and mathematics to high standards are
energized through strong indicators like the voluntary national tests. These tests contribute to raising the
standard of instruction for all students and stimulate greater use of h:gh-quahty matenals to help teachers and

parents prepare students well.

. The national tests will provide students, parents, and teachers with accurate and reliable information
about student performance measured against national standards. Congress already receives this
information at the national and state levels, but parents and teachers should have access to students’ levels of
achievement on national standards. These tests will give families and schools information on exactly what
questions their students answered correctly, and what areas need improvement for each student.

THE VOLUNTARY NATIONAL TESTS ARE NOT A NATIONAL CURRICULUM

. The voluntary national tests will belp determine a child’s academic uchxcvemem, but will not guide a national
curriculum.

. The tests will provide information to parents and teachers about individual students’ levels of achievement.

. Local education authorities will determine how to use the results in shaping their own curricula.

September 22,1997 S
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WIDESPREAD SUPPORT FOR THE VOLUNTARY NATIONAL TESTS ' |

The American public strongly supports national standards and tests in the basic skills. They have the commc’m
sense to know that we need high national standards. A recent Wall Street Journal/NBC News poll found
that 79% of Americans approved of the President’s national testing plan. Also, a Phi Delta Kappa/Gallup
poll indicated that 77% supported “national standards for measuring the academic performance of schools” and

y 67% favored “using standardized national tests to measure the academic achievement of students.” |
. This initiative has bipartisan support from states, business leaders, and education organizations (including the
National Chamber of Commerce, Business Roundtable, National Alliance of Business, 240 high-tech CEO’s,
Council of Chief State Schoo! Officers, National School Boards Association, Council of Great City Schools,
National Association of Elementary School Principals, Council for Exceptional Children, National Educanon
Association, American Federation of Teachers, and the National Association of State Directors of Special

_ Education). ]

A DECISION TO PREVENT THE DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION FROM FUNDING THE
DEVELOPMENT OF THE TESTS WOULD PREVENT PARENTS, STUDENTS, AND TEACHERS FROM -
GETTING VALUABLE INFORMATION ‘ { ‘
e ‘The U.S. House of Representatives passed H.R. 2264 to deny federal ﬁmdmg to the voluntary national tests
_.President Clinton hes stated that he will veto any bill denying such funding,
_ Parents and teachers need this information to appropriately.judge the progress of their students and the
effectiveness of their school. Students all over the coxmuy will benefit from clearly. deﬁned and widely acoepted
- national and international standards.
. . After each administration, the complete reading and math tests will be placed on the world wide web to serve .
. as instructional tools for teachers and clearly highlight for parents what skills students should know and be’ abl
to do in these basic subject areas.
. States and loca! school districts enrolling 20% of America’s Th and 8th grade students have already mdlcated
- their intention to participate in the voluntary national tests; denying funding would take away their opportunity
- to utilize this resource to assess mdmdual students, as well as state and Jocal progress in achieving hxgh
TEST DEVELOPMENT BY INDEPENDENT BIPARTISAN GROUPS : i
In a compromise with the Administration, the US Senate has passed an amendment to give the mdependem
bipartisan National Assessment Governing Board (NAGB) authority to make policy dec:snons for the voluntary
national tests as it clm'ently does for NAEP. |
. ‘The voluntary national test developmcnt contract was awarded to a group led by the Amencan Institutes for
Research. Subcontracting companies include some of the most respected test publishers and research
organizations in the country. The National Research Council of the National Academy of Sciences will be
awarded the voluntary national test evaluation contract to monitor and evaluaic the development process and
mtmg admmxmnon

-
.

|

THE BTH GRADE TEST COVERS BASIC MATH AS WELL ASTHE FOUNDAT]ONS OF GEOMETRY AND

- ALGEBRA, NOT THE SO-CALLED “WHOLE MATH”

“The vohmtary national math test will be designed to determine if students are mastering the basic skllls mmath1 .
In addition, it will also include more challenging material based on tough demanding standards including the
. foundations of geometry and algebra.. :
. International research shows that most other mdusu-mhzed nations mtmduce their students to algebra md
o geomeuymgmiesmuch earlier than the United States. ;
{
LOCAL EDUCATION AGENCIES THAT HAVE INDICATED THEIR DES[RE TO PART]C[PATE o
Alaska, Kentucky, Maryland, Massachusetts, Michigan, North Carolina, and West Virginia i
. The large urban school districts of Atlanta, GA; Broward County (Ft. Lauderdale), FL ; Chicago, IL; Cmcmnatx,
" . OH; Detroit, ML, El Paso, TX; Fresno, CA; Houston, TX; Long Beach, CA; Los Angeles, CA; NewYorkCnty,
NY; Omaha, NE; Philadelphia, PA; San Antonio, TX; and Sesttle, WA , !
. ‘The Department of Defense schools = - .
. : Together these make up appmxnnately 20 percent of all 4th and 8th gmde students.

For more information, visit our web site at http://www.ed;govlhaﬁonaltests/ September 22,1997 2



http://www.ed.govlnationaltestsl

SUPPORT FOR THE VOLUNTARY NATIONAL T'ESTS
The American Public Snppom High Natmnal Standards

Parents deserve to know how their children are performmg based on ngorous national standards
no matter where they live in this country.

A recent Wall Steet Journal/NBC News poll found that 79% of Americans approved of the

- President’s voluntary national testing plan. A Phi Delta Kappa/Gallup poll also indicated that
67% favor using standardized national tests to measure the achievement of students and 77%
favor national standards for measuring the academic performance of our schools.

Eduutors Support Continued Development of Voluntary Nahonal Tests

“Although there is extenswe testmg in our nation, there is no individual student test of rcadmg or
mathematics which enables a student to compare his or her work with students in other states and
in other nations. They need gest results indicating whether their achievement is competitive with
other students around the world. In short, students and families want to know what level of
learning is required to reach the high standards necessary as we enter the 21st century.”

Letter signed by the following:

* American Federation of Teachers ' Council for Exceptional Children
Council for Chief State School Officers Council of the Great City Schools
- National Education Association National School Boards Association

National Association of Elementary School Principals
National Association of State Directors of Special Education

“For those states opting to participate in the program, it offers an unprecedented opportunity for
individual students to compare their abilities with other students from across the nation... We
~ believe the states should be afforded the opportunity to decide for themselves whether to take part
in these national assessments.” -
Brenda Lilienthal Welburn, Executive Director of the National Association of State
Boards of Education '

“A voluntary national test would give teachers and parents the ability to measure their students
and children against high national standards. Currently, there is no individual student test of
reading or mathematics which enables a student to compare his or her work wnth students in other
states and in other nations.” »

Gerald D. Morris -

Director of Legislation, American Federation of Teachers

~ Business Community Support for the Voluntary Naﬁiynil Tests .

" “The proposed standards and tests will help provide parents, students, educators and policy .
‘'makers with the information they need to ensure every child has the opportunity to succeed in the

- 21st century world and workplace.”

Edwin Lupberger, U.S. Chamber of Commerce Executwe Committee

September 22,1997 - 1
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- “There is certainly a place for legitimate discussion over details...But these and other arguments
- should not weaken or overshadow our commitment to raising academic standards and assessing
student performance. Without a nanonal assessment, raising academxc standards wxll be, at best -
an amorphous goal.” ~ %
Jim O, CEO UNUM Corporation; Chairman of the Natlona] Alhance of Busmess ;
“The Alliance believes these voluntary tests cou}d be used by state and local school districts to
measure the progress of American students in these core subjects. The Alliance recently. surveyed
its members on this issue and an overwhelming number supported the initiative to develop the
voluntary national tests.” ;
National Alliance of Business a
B . N {
“As the CEO .of a company that does business in every state in the union and 70 countries ‘
worldwide, voluntary national tests that give individual student scores make sense. Here’s why.
When prospective employees apply for a job, employers hold them to the same standard, no .
- matter where they went to school. In our global economy where employers are competing on a
. worldwide basis, the quantitative and commumcatlons skills needed for a partxcular _)ob are not
unique to Delaware or Texas or California.” . : L : |
‘ -John A. Krol, Dupont President and CEO and - ‘ ' i
Chairman of the Business Roundtable Educatlon Task Force - - i
; “Pres:dent Clinton’s national testing initiative oﬁ‘ers anew opportumty to use widely accepted
national benchmarks in reading and math against which states, school districts and parents can
judge student performance.” !
Jim Barksdale, CEO and President, Netscape Commumcanons and o
L. John Doerr, Partner in the firm of Kleiner, Perkins, Caulfield and Byers !
on behalf of 240 technology industry leaders |

: ‘Editonal Support for the Voluntary Nanonal Tests o - o ' |

“Yes on Tests...The results of the new tests would be available for individual students, classesl,
-schools and school districts, rather than expressed in broad national or regional terms. The idea is
~ that, yes, they might then become instruments for change, but not dictated from above. Rather,
parents and others would use them as a standard for comparison, and for demanding !
unprovement on thie ground, at the local level...The danger is not that the federal government is
‘going to take over the nation's schools. The danger rather is that poor performance will contmue
to be tolerated and obscured.” : .
The Washmgton Post ‘ ‘ ~ E

- “Put Schools to the Test. Amencan chlldren won’t notice, but the publlc schools they return to
- this fall lack something important: a reliable, uniform means of assessing how well they’re domg
their job. Erasing that lack is what President Clinton has in mind when he call for national |
* tests...For the sake of America’s students, the political and philosophical hurdles have to be |
cleared. Reliable national tests won t in themselves rebuild pub]lc education, but they re an y
important foundation stone.”
The Christian Sclenee Momtor

- For more information, visit our website at htxp://w'ww.ed.'gov/nationaltestsf ~ September6,1997 . 2




'CURRENT PARTICIPANTS IN THE VOLUNTARY NATIONAL TESTS IN
4TH GRADE READING AND 8TH GRADE MATHEMATICS

STATES
Alaska
Kentucky
Maryland
Massachusetts
Michigan
North Carolina
West Virginia

LOCAL SCHOOL DISTRICTS
- Atlanta, GA
" Broward County (Ft. Lauderdale), FL
Chicago, IL ‘
Cincinnati, OH
Detroit, Ml
El Paso, TX
Fresno, CA
Houston, TX
Long Beach, CA
. Los Angeles, CA
New York City, NY
Omaha, NE
Philadelphia, PA
San Antonio, TX
Seattle, WA

The Department of Defense schools will also participate. -

Together, these states and school districts represent 20% of all 4th and 8th graders.

For more information, visit our web site-at http://www.ed.gov/nationaltests/
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THE WHITE HOUSE

OﬁEce of the Press Secretnry

For lmmédinte Releaste : o . September 16, 1997
STATEMENT BY THE PRESIDENT

1 am disappointed that the House of Representatives voted tonight to block my proposal
for voluntary national tests in the basic skills. These tests will help raise expectations for our
siudents, provide clear standards of achievement in 4th grade reading and 8th grade math, and
give parents the tools they need to measure the progress their children are making. They will help
our siudents learn and our schools continue to improve,

Yet the House of Representatives tonight cast a vote for the status quo and against better
schools. The same old forces that have resisted education reform over the past decade came
together to defeat high national standards in the basics. They have voted against a plan to
improve our schools by raising standards, empowering parents and increasing accountability.

~ The House vote is unacceptable, and it will not stand. Last week, by & bipartisan vote of
87-13, the Senate endorsed my plan for voluntary national tests to help students master the basics,
and embraced my proposal to place them under the control of the independent, bipartisan National
Assessment Governing Board. My Administration will work hard to make sure that the final
legislation reflects the bipartisan support of the Senate and the broad support of the Amencan
people.

-30-30-30-



'UNITED STATES

FOR RELEASE o - Contact: Erica Lepping, 401-2571
September 16, 1997 o ‘Melinda Malico, 401-1008

STATEMENT BY U. S. SECRETARY OF EDUCATION RICHARD W. RILEY
On the U. S. Bouse of Representatives’ action on voluntary national tests

I regret that the U. S. House of chresentahves has voted to halt funding for voluntary
national tests. It was a vote against empowering parcnts and teachers with the
information they need to prepare students for success in the 21st century.

Voluntary national tests in 4th-grade reading and 8th-grade math would help American
students to master the basics once and for all. They would measure student performance
against national and even international standards of excellence, giving teachers an
important new tool for raising achievement and giving parents a reliable way to know
how well thc:r children are doing in school.

The House actxon would undermine accountability and deny states and school districts
the right to decide for themselves about these tests. Already, states and districts that
serve 20 percent of the nation’s children have chosen to offer the tests. The House of
chrescntanvcs would forbid them from doing so.

The House’s decmon today stands in sharp contrast to the overwhelming 87-13 vote in
the U. S. Senate last week to allow the tests to proceed. The Senate approved a plan to
~ have an independent, bipartisan board—-the National Assessment Governing Board
. (NAGB)- develop and oversee the tests. Ihave supported that bipartisan plan. But the
House of Representatives did not vote today on NAGB. I urge conferees to join together
behind this bipartisan approach and glve Amenca s children the chance to reach for high
standards of learning. -
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‘Clinton Threatens Veto in Fight to Preserve Education Proposals

et By SJAMES BENNET i

. SAN CARLOS, Calif., Sept. 20 —
, Setting himself on a collision course

. with the Republican Congress, Pres|-
dent Clinton vowed today to veto a
mammoth spending bill if it contains

. amendments blocking his natlonal
. school standards and testing plan or
channeling money away from his
other cherished Federal education
programs.

The House has passed an amend-

~ment to stop the school testing pro-
-gram, while the Senate has voted to
take money away from many Fed-
eral education programs, lke bilin-

gual educatlon, and give It Instead to
school boards in block grants.

“'If either one of these provisions
makes it into the final bill, I will have
to veto it,”” Mr, Clinton warned this
moming at a school appearance

" here. Mr. Clinton also threatened to

veto the bill during his weekly radio
address this morning.

The House and Senate must now
negotiate with each other over
whether either or both of the amend-
ments should survive as part of the
$279 billlon spending bill for the de-
partments of Education, Labor, and

Health and Human Services,

A veto of the spending blll, one of
13 that pay to run the Government,
would also block financing for a num-
ber of the President’s favorite inltia-
tives, including scholarships to help
pay for the first two years of college.
Further, it would resurrect the spec-
ter of gridiock in Washington.

But, pointing to polls that show the ..

President’s approval at an all-time
high and national educatlon stand-
ards-as an overwheimingly popular
Issue, White House aides expressed
confidence that Mr. Clinton would
win such a fight. indeed, they seem to
be spolling for one.

The day after he dropped his
daughter, Chelsea, at Stanford Uni-
versity in Palo Alto, Callf,, Mr. Clin-
ton turned his attention today both to
crusading for his education goals and
to ralsing money for the Democrats.
He planned to ralse almost $1 million
at three San Francisco fund-ralsers,

This momning, Mr. Clinton ap-
peared visited a so-called charter
school here to highlight $40 million In
new Federal grants for such experl-
mental institutions, which are freed
from many public school regulations
in exchange for créating a charter,
or contract, that lays out how the -

*
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school will operate. Mr. Clinton
warned that the Senate change to the
finance biil “‘would abolish very spe-
cific and highly successful education
programs, like the charter schools.”

After amicable talks on the out-
lines of a balanced-budget deal, Mr.
Clinton’s education standards plan is
emerging as the first devil in the
detalls of this year's budget. Mr.

Clinton is asking for a relative pit-

tance, $16 miltion, to develop tests
that would be measured against new,
voluntary reading and math stand-
ards. But a House coalition of conser-
vative Republicans and liberal Dem-
ocrats has staked out its opposition.

On Friday, a Wall Street Journal/
NBC News poll found that 62 percent
of Americans, the highest proportion

w—— ———

in that survey to date, approved of
the job Mr. Clinton was doing. 1t also
found that 79 percent approved of his
national testing plan.

With his poputarity high, Mr. Clin-
ton has kept raising money for the

Democrats despite the investiga-

tions into his finance practices. To-
day in San Francisco, he planned to
raise $300,000 at a lunch with 70
guests, $600,000 at a dinner with 30
guests and $50,000 at a reception with
400 less wealthy donors.

Aides sald the dinner was organ-
fzed in part by John Doerr, a venture
capitalist and one of a group of Sill-
con Valley milllonaires whose policy
input and political support Vice Pres-
ident Al Gore has been aggressively
soficiting in recent months.




" .CURRENT PUBLICATIONS AND RESOURCES
FOR THE VOLUNTARY NATIONAL TESTS

. You will be notified regularly of updates and changes in ddéume_nts available.

NATIONAL TEST DOC FILENAME | AUDIENCE LAST
: : | UPDATED
Fact sheet ntfact.doc | 922197
Two pager -- hill nt2pgh.doc _9/22/97
Q&A ntqa.doc in |
‘ development

Talking Points - senior staff | nttkptss.doc 9/22/97
Purpose | | ntpurp.doc | 972097

.| Support w/press quotes ntsuppr.doc 9/22/97
Current Participants nteurpart.doc 8/29/97

- '| Additional documents

available |

: Suppo;'t w/Senators quotes ntsuph.doc 9/5/917
Resources to states ntresrst.doc 9/15/97
Resources to cities ntresrc.dbc 7125197
NAGB definition ntnagb.doc 9/8/97
NAGB members (S. 1061) nagbmem.doc 9/12/97
CEO’s Support List ntceo.doc 4/2/97
Kids’ Quotes CNN ntkidsq.doc 9/8/97
Test Development & Admin. | nttdao.doc 7123/97
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FOR INTERNAL USE ONLY
TALKING POINTS ON THE VOLUNTARY NATIONAL TESTS

Purpose of the Voluntary National Tests

.. Not just another test

. Motivate changes and opportunities for children to leam to read well by end of 3rd grade
and to learn to achieve challenging standards in 8th grade math

. Propel standards based reform - helping states and local districts move forward

. Mobilize the country around reading and math ‘

. Test is a lever, a stimulus, something to capture people’s attention

. Provides information on student performance against national standards, and for math,
international standards

. Origin of tests was to support standards

Problems which led to the Voluntary National Tests :
. Standards movement has hit a plateau; difficult to embed standards mto the classroom
. Bringing the standards movement to life; how do we capture people’s attention?

Solutions that the Voluntary National Tests will provnde

. Mobilize the country
Parental involvement
Private sector - engineers, Pizza Hut, airlines, major league baseball
Ed programs and other government agencies’ activities

~ Read*Write*Now!
‘ Math Initiative (with NSF, NASA, OSTP)

. Show student work |
Field test and other materials will show student work and the type of work we
expect children to be able todo
After administration each year, the tests, along with scoring guides and other
materials, will be available to parents, teachers, schools, etc.

. Timing is right
Press is reporting substantive education stories (e.g. TIMSS)
President Clinton and Secretary Riley are using the bully pulpit
Education is America’s #1 priority

What is different about the Voluntary National Tests (VNT)

. Motivational factor: tests will motivate and mobilize communites to focus on helpmg
kids master the basics and achieve high standards :

. VNT provides an annual report of individual student proficiency

K NAEP - a sampling that by law cannot report individual scores ‘

. Information will be available from state or local district for parents and/or teachers on an |
individual child which will empower them and ultimately lead to higher achievement

. Basic skills at plvotal times in a child’s academic career - 4th grade reading; 8th grade
math

07/02/97



HELPING CHILDREN READ WELL AND INDEPENDENTLY
BY THE END OF 3RD GRADE

1. After-School Learning Opportunities

Read*Write*Now!: Together with 60 reading and literacy groups, the Department of
Education designed this summer tool kit in 1994 to help fight the “summer reading drop
off.” “The program encourages children to read 30 minutes a day at least once or twice a
week with an older reading partner, get a library card and use it, and learn one new
vocabulary word a day. Local libraries, Title I schools and youth groups such as the Girl
Scouts and Boys and Girls Club of America are helping sponsor 15 pilot sites for this -
summer program. These pilot sites in addition to Read*Write*Now efforts in libraries
and other communities all over the country are expected to reach 1.5 million children.
We are helping these sites by providing ongoing technical assistance and regional
contacts from RIF, AMC Theaters, Title I, Corporation for National Service, and the
Empowerment Zones.

Corporation for National Service: National service grant programs that engage volunteer
. tutors in literacy efforts are working in hundreds of communities nationwide. This focus’
will continue to increase as all branches of national service -- AmeriCorps, Learn and
Serve America and the Semor Corps -- make childhood literacy a hlgher prlonty in thelr
grant process. ..

Federal Work-Study (FWS): Colleges and universities throughout the nation will receive
a.35 percent increase in Federal Work-Study funding July 1, 1997. President Clinton has
challenged all colleges and univérsities to join The Honor Roll, which they do by
pledging 50 percent of their FWS increase for tutoring preschool through elementary
school children in reading. In exchange, Secretary Riley has waived the requirement for-
these colleges to match 25 percent of the funds for those FWS students who serve as
reading tutors. The goal is to enlist at least 100,000 college students to help with reading
instruction. As of June 16, 357 colleges have signed up, and we continue to actively
recruit additional schools.

The Department of Education’s Office of Student Financial Assistance has mailed every
school that participates in the Federal Work-Study (FWS) program the Expanding
Federal Work-Study Community Service Opportunities Handbook. The handbook will
help institutions answer many of their technical questions, as well as provide examples of
actual implementation plans developed by 20 institutions.




2. Materials

Some materials are already available for communities, schools, and families that want to learn
about important developmental benchmarks, suggested activities, and other resources.

For Parents
. Lexile Framework (ready this summer) ' .
e Checkpoints for Progress (“What Families and Communities Can Expect Children to Do

in Reading and Writing” pre-school to 12th)
. Read*Write*Now! Basic Kit
+  Ready!Set!Read Early Childhood Kit

For Teachers

«  Lexile Framework . ‘

. Checkpoints for Progress (What Teachers and Learning Partners Can Expect Students to
Do in Reading and Writing) K-12

. Ready!Set!Read Early Childhood Kit

Other tools we have now or will have soon:
. Simple Things To Do |
. Just Add Kids

. The Partners Tutoring Program
-« Examples/information about successful models for programs -
(National Academy of Sciences study in fall) :
. International Reading Association (How to set up a reading consortium)

3. Ongoing Programs

- The activities described here are being developed to build on existing, ongoing Department
programs that contribute to helping children learn to read. While these programs are not targeted
strictly to reading, they play a critical role in supporting the reading success of young children.
Such programs include: :

«  Improving America’s School Act: Title I, Even Start, and bilingual education under Title
VII provide or support reading and readiness skills development services for millions of
children in need of assistance. The Eisenhower Professional Development Program
provides important professional development opportunities for teachers. -

- - The Inds’viduals' with Disabilities Education Act.

K " Other technical and research facilities, such as the OERI Early Childhood Reading
' Center. - ' ‘
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Planned Activities

1. Summer 1998 We are beginhihg pléns to expand substantially existing Read* Write*Now!

community coalitions for the summer of 1998, and to enlist other federal departments as partners.

2. Using Libraries as a Resource We are discussing launching a school-year national

-campaign with the American Library Association for all students to obtain Jibrary cards and
guidance on library use. The American Library Association i is explormg a.development program
for schools and classrooms.

3. Student Mentoring Scholastic has preliminary plans to include in all of their publications for
the fall a campaign encouraging older students to tutor and mentor younger students. As with all
other year-long themes for their publications, they would form an advisory committee of
associations and organizations to support this effort in appropnate ways. ‘

4. AIM The Office of Migrant Education in OESE is working with representatives from

agribusiness to launch a partnership focusing on improving educational opportunities for migrant

children and families. This partnership will be called AIM: Agriculture + Industry + Migrant

Education = AIM for Success in School. The businesses are: Tyson, IBP, Excel/Cargill, Seneca
Foods and Curtice-Bums. They will focus on NY, PA, AR, NE and KS.

5. Booksellers The American Booksellers Association has launched a campaign to encourage its
membership to become involved in local reading coalitions or to help launch community
coalitions if they do not exist. They are working with Scholastic to develop a kit that they will
send to their membership later this summer or early in the fall. They are focusing on the summer
of 1998 as a first step.

6. The Voluntary National Test By September 1, America Reads Challenge will have a written
plan and time line for carrying out pre- and post-test activities specifically related to the
voluntary national test, in addition to more general child and family literacy activities and
materials. We are consulting with organizations and individuals, who are recognized as experts
in early reading development, to identify materials and activities. We expect to produce,
primarily under contract, a series of written materials, videos, and possibly software to benefit
parents, teachers and community groups serving young children and their families. The subject
matter would include: :

. examples of what the test will look like (consistent with Department policy on what is
appropriate for dissemination), analysis: explanation of items and of why these are
important skills, and activities for each grade K-3.

. standards for pre-school programs.
Other items will be determined We will maintain a sensitivity to children in groups identified as

high risk: low.income, children with dlsabﬂmes hmlted English proﬁment homeless, Native
Americans.



4. Planned Activities

Summer 1998 We are beginning plans to expand substantially existing , ,
Read*Write*Now! community coalitions for the summer of 1998, and to enlist other
federal departments as partners.

© Using Libraries as a Resource We are discussing launching a school-year national

campaign with the American Library Association for all students to obtain library cards
and guidance on library use. The American Library Association is exploring a
development program for schools and classrooms.

Student Mentoring Scholastic has preliminary plans to include in all of their publications
for the fall a campaign encouraging older students to tutor and mentor younger students.
As with all other year-long themes for their publications, they would form an advisory

_committee of associations and organizations to support this effort in appropriate ways.

AIM The Office of Migrant Education in OESE is working with representatives from -
agribusiness to launch a partnership focusing on improving educational opportunities for
migrant children and families. This partnership will be called AIM: Agriculture +
Industry + Migrant Education = AIM for Success in School. The businesses are: Tyson,
IBP, Excel/Cargill, Senéca Foods and Curtice-Burns. They will focus on NY PA, AR,
NE and KS. : :

Booksellers The American Booksellers Association haé launched a campaignto =
encourage its membership to become involved in local reading coalitions or to help-
launch community coalitions if they do not exist. They are working with Scholastic to

- develop a kit that they will send to their membership later this summer or early in the fall. -

They are focusing on the summer of 1998 as a first step.

The Voluntary National Test By September 1, America Reads Challenge will have a
written plan and time line for carrying out pre- and post-test activities specifically related
to the voluntary national test, in addition to more general child and family literacy
activities and materials. We are consulting with organizations and individuals, who are
recognized as experts in early reading development, to identify materials and activities.
We expect to produce, primarily under contract, a series of written materials, videos, and
possibly software to benefit parents, teachers-and community groups serving young .
children and their families. The subject matter would include:

'« examples of what the test will look like (consistent with Department policy on

what is appropriate for dissemination), analysis: explanation of items and of why
" these are important skills, and activities for each grade K-3.

. standards for pre-school programs.

“ - 7
Other items will be determined. We will maintain a sensitivity to children in groups identified as
high risk: low income, children with disabilities, LEP, homeless, Native Americans.
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HELPING STUDENTS MASTER CHALLENGING MATI{EMATICS
BY THE END OF 8TH GRADE

The voluntary national test in mathematics at the end of 8th grade is a focal point of a
sustained effort to help ensure that by that point in their education, all students master
challenging mathematics, including the fundamentals of algebra and geometry, and are
prepared to pursue higher-level mathematics and science courses that are the gateway to
college, citizenship, productive employment and lifelong learning.

The recent results of the Third International Mathematics and Science Study (TIMSS) shows
that U.S. students generally learn the basics of mathematics and score above the international
average at the 4th grade. However, by 8th grade U.S. students score below the international
average. One reason for this is our low expectations for our students. While our students tend
to study arithmetic through 7th or 8th grade, in high-performing nations students in these
grades move from mastering arithmetic to using it in complex problems and learning the
foundations of algebra, geometry, measurement, probability and statistics.

The voluntary national test will supply all our citizens with readily identifiable, accessible, and
concrete understandings of what students should know and what world-class performance looks
like at the 8th grade. This effort focuses on the essential elements of helping students meet
these standards, particularly in grades 4-8: (1) building public understanding of what
challenging mathematics looks like in grades 5-8; (2) equipping teachers with the skills and
knowiedge to teach challenging mathematics effectively; (3) assisting communities in efforts to
implement high-quality curricula and instructional materials; and (4) developing opportunities
to engage volunteers in activities that build students’ interest and achievement in mathematics.
Activities will be carried out in collaboration with other federal agencies, education,
mathematics and professional organizations, the business community,the National Council of
Teachers of Mathematics (NCTM) and others. - ‘

0 Interagency Working Group on Improving Mathematics Education co-chaired by
the Department of Education and the National Science Foundation. The working
group is preparing a comprehensive Action Strategy that will include strategies for’
addressing each of the critical areas noted above and specific plans of federal agencies .
to implement those strategies. The action strategy will be released this.sumnier.

While the Action Strategy now being developed will guide much of our work, some -
preliminary activities are already underway. These include:

0 Learning from TIMSS. TIMSS provides a wealth of 1nformat10n not only about
student achievement but also about curriculum, teaching practices and other factors that
affect U.S. performance in mathematics. We are developing a TIMSS Toolkit that will
make this information easily accessible and usable for teachers, administrators and
concerned citizens. To promote effective use of the Toolkit, this fall the Department,




the Eisenhower Consortia and NCTM will be holding a series of national and regional
training sessions for master teachers, math supervisors, professional developers and
others interested in using it. We are also sharing key information about TIMSS with
school board members and others who might use it to spark local conversations about
improving mathematics education.

Showing what high standards in mathematics by the end of 8th grade looks like.
The Department, in collaboration with NSF and major mathematics and education
organizations, will develop a range of materials for students, families and educators that
address the major areas of mathematics that students should master by this point in their
education, the sorts of items they should be able to grapple with, and examples of student
work. They will also include extended and interesting mathematics problems that
students can enjoy doing outside the classroom.

Supporting effective teacher preparation and professional development. To equip
current teachers with the content knowledge and pedagogical skills they need to teach
challenging mathematics, we plan an extensive strategy that includes creating high-
quality professional development tools and large-scale teacher networks to support
teachers' efforts to be mathematical thinkers. As a first step in this larger effort to -
support improved teacher preparation and professional development, we are developing
guides that highlight promising practices and programs and strategies and tools for
1mprovmg existing programs.

Identifying promising and exemplary curriculum. As part of a larger effort to
provide good information and support to assist teachers and communities in selecting
and implementing high quality curriculum, the Department will develop a guide to
exemplary and promising mathematics curricula and programs. Based on specific
legislative authority, the Department has convened an expert panel to review materials
and make recommendations. -

Materials supplementing the voluntary national test that will help parents,
teachers, schools and communities better use it to improve teaching and learning.
To assist communities in their efforts to prepare their students to meet high standards
in mathematics, we will develop a guide on how to start a school and district review
process and the resources that are available to support those efforts. Another critical
activity will be the development of a set of materials that will assist teachers and
districts on how to use the test results for instructional purposes.

Upgrading mathematics instruction through Title I, Eisenhower and other federal
programs. In addition to providing Title I schools with the materials and supports that
are available to all schools, we are developing specific strategies to assist states and
districts in using Title I and Eisenhower resources to help students reach high standards
in mathematics. These strategies include: (1) a national conference on better
coordination and use of Title I, NSF State and Local Systemic Initiatives, Eisenhower



Professional Development and other key programs; (2) developing and widely sharing
through IASA conferences, newsletters and other means research-based methods for
using Title I to improve mathematics instruction. ‘



