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Coordinator:
Welcome and thank you for standing by. At this time, all participants are in a listen-only mode. Today’s call will feature a question-and-answer session. At the time of that session if you'd like to ask a question, you can do so by pressing star then 1 on your phone.

Today’s call is being recorded. If you have any objections, you may disconnect at this time.

I’d now turn the call over to David Hoff. You may begin.
David Hoff:
Thank you. Good afternoon everyone. Welcome to the press call announcing the winners of the Race to the Top assessment competition. Joining Secretary Duncan today will be four state leaders doing the hard work of developing these tests over the next four years. These guests are Gene Wilhoit, the Executive Director of the Council of Chief State School Officers; Mitchell Chester, the Commissioner of Education in Massachusetts; Joseph Willhoft, the Assistant Superintendent in the Washington State Office of Public Instruction; Allison Jones, the Assistant Vice Chancellor for the California State University. Also joining the call today to help answer questions is Joanne Weiss, Secretary Duncan’s Chief of Staff.


With that, I will turn it over to Secretary Duncan for his opening statement.

Arne Duncan:
Thanks to all of you for joining us. And, this is I think an absolutely historic day, and one that has huge, huge promise and huge implication for the Nation’s education system for decades to come frankly. So, I appreciate you taking the time to spend with us.


Over the past 18 months, I’ve visited about 42 states to talk to teachers, parents, students, school leaders, and law makers about the state of our Nation’s public schools. And by far, the number one complaint I’ve heard from teachers, from parents, from students themselves is the state bubble tests pressure teachers to teach to a test that doesn’t really measure what matters. Existing math and English assessments fail to capture the full spectrum of what students know and what they can do.


Today in an effort to provide ongoing feedback to teachers during the course of the school year, they measure annual student growth and move beyond narrowly focused bubble tests, we have awarded two groups of states grants to develop this next generation of assessments. We’re calling it Assessments 2.0. They’ll be better, smarter assessments. The kind of tests our teachers want and our students need. These assessments will tell us if our schools are succeeding and our students are truly ready - truly college and career ready.

These two grants, totaling approximately $330 million, are part of the race to the top competition. They will go to the Partnership for Assessment of Readiness for College and Careers, and a second consortium is the SMARTER Balanced Assessment Consortium. The winning applicants include 44 states and the District of Columbia, and collectively, they serve 85% of the students in this country.

These assessments will be aligned to the highest standards that were recently adopted by Governors and Chief State School Officers in 36 states, and are more to come. They will assess mathematics and English language arts from third grade through high school, and they’ll be ready for use by the school year 2014-2015, and they’ll be piloted in the year before that. Both proposals underwent a very rigorous review process.

This new generation of state assessments will be an absolute game changer in public education. For the first time, many teachers will have the assessments they have longed for. Tests of critical thinking skills and complex student learning, not just fill in the bubble tests of basic skills. The PARCC Consortium will test student’s ability to read complex text, complete research projects, excel at classroom speaking and listening assignments, and work with digital media. The SMARTER Consortium will test students using computer adaptive technology. They’ll ask students tailored questions based on their previous answers and on their skill levels.

For the first time, teachers will be involved in designing and scoring these tests. For the first time students, parents, and teachers will know if these students are on track for college and career, and colleges will know as well. In fact, hundreds of colleges and universities have signed agreements affirming they will work with the States to set scores that prove that a student is prepared for college level work without remediation. And, this collaboration, not just between states and between K-12 systems and with higher education around the country, has been absolutely extraordinary.


Interim tests will also be given during the school year to provide ongoing real time feedback to students, and parents, and teachers. Many schools do interim assessments today, so the overall amount of testing won’t rise. The difference however, is that these tests would be aligned with what students are learning so they can help shape instructional practice in the classroom. The new assessments will also serve English language learners and students with disabilities. As part of the proposals, both groups will conduct ongoing research to ensure that the assessments work for all students.

And, I just want to thank so much and salute our education leaders in states all around the country. They deserve tremendous credit for this hard work. Governors, State Chief School Officers have shown amazing courage in developing new College and Career Ready standards, and now they’re also leading in the developing of these better assessments.


Once again, they are showing America that the best work, the most important work in education reform is happening at the state and at the local level, and we are absolutely honored here to be supporting that great work.


Again, we have several great state leaders, and we want them to speak now. And Gene Wilhoit, who’s done just an amazing job of driving the country forward behind common standards, will open up the conversation. Gene.

Gene Wilhoit:
Thank you, Arne. The Chief State School Officers deeply appreciate the support from the Department. The states have taken the lead in developing new standards, and now we’re taking the lead in developing new assessments which will make the standards come to life. And that’s the way it should be; designed by the states and driven by the states, with the support and partnership of the Federal Government.

As Arne said, these tests will give us the tools to get better and smarter. They’ll help ensure that students are learning, that teachers are getting feedback, and all of us are on a path toward higher quality education that prepares our young people for the global economy. This unprecedented Federal support sets us up for a new course to better serve our students, our educators, and or nation through collective action for the first time. We look forward to facing the challenges that are head of us with enthusiasm.

I’d like now to invite Mitchell Chester, who is the Chair of the Governing Board for the PARCC Consortium to say a few words.

Mitchell Chester:
Thank you, Gene, and thank you Secretary Duncan. Massachusetts is thrilled to be leading this effort to create assessments that will give students and teachers the feedback they really need to ensure that they’re on track. I’m pleased that these assessments will be research-based; they’ll be aligned to the very highest standards.

As many of you know, Massachusetts has always been committed to high standards and quality assessments. We wouldn’t be committed to this effort if we weren’t confident that the assessments will be an advancement over our current tests in a couple of ways. For example, they’ll provide better signals for parents and teachers on student’s progress towards college and career readiness. Better signals than we currently provide. And that they’ll test the more ambitious range of skills and knowledge than our current test.

I also want to say that this grant allows us to develop next generation assessments at a very timely juncture, because with State’s budgets being in the shape that they are, many states -- Massachusetts included -- would’ve had to forego revisions to our assessments that we had planned to be undertaking at this point in time.


So, I’m going to turn to Joe Willhoft of Washington, who’s with the other winning consortium. And I know he shares the commitment that I’ve expressed, and we look forward to seeing what his group produces. Between both teams, I know that American students will be much better served. Joe.

Joseph Willhoft:
Thanks Mitch. On behalf of the SMARTER Consortia, I want to thank Secretary Duncan for your support, and emphasize how committed we are in our consortium to creating the very best assessments. We believe that technology is a vital tool to tracking student progress in a way that helps teachers shape their instruction to meet individual needs of all of our students.

Everybody needs better information about how our children are doing in school, including students, teacher, parents, and administrators. They need it during the school year, not six months later when students have moved on. And, we believe these new assessments will be able to provide teachers, students, parents, and administrators information as students progress throughout the year. This is going to be hard and complex work, and we’re committed to getting it right. We finally have the resources necessary to create world class assessments.


I should also take a moment to thank our partners in higher education who’ve signed agreements to help us in this work and to participate in it, and to ensure that high school - high standards for the assessments truly prepare young people for college. Allison Jones from the California State University is on the line, and he’s going to talk next.

Allison Jones:
I too am proud to a part of this effort. For too long, K-12 school systems have been graduating young people who are not ready for college level work and colleges need to provide remedial education. We want to reduce the need for remediation and focus on the business of higher education. And now that we are working with the states on College and Career Ready standards and assessments, we can do that.

This initiative will send a clear signal about college readiness that will be accepted by all colleges and universities across states. This is important to students for three primary reasons. They will enroll in credit bearing college level courses, they will graduate in larger numbers, and they will take less time to complete their degree.

For the first time, we are really going to build a bridge from high school to college that can help us better prepare our young people and give them the skills and knowledge they need to succeed in the global economy and a Democratic society. We will be able to expand access for a new generation of college ready students. Thank you, Arne. Back to you for questions.

Arne Duncan:
Operator, if we can open it up.

Coordinator:
Thank you very much. At this time, we are going to start our question-and-answer session. If you'd like to ask a question, you can do so by pressing star then 1 on your phone. You’ll be prompted to record your name and your organization so I may introduce your question.


Once again, that is star then 1 if you'd like to ask a question. One moment please while our questions come in.


Our first question today is coming from Howard Blum with the L.A. Times. Your line is now open.

Howard Blum:
Hi. One thing I was hoping you would do is send out a follow-up email that has the names, spellings, and titles of everyone who’s spoke on the call.

David Hoff:
Yes. We’ll do that.
Howard Blum:
Thank you.

So, I was just wondering. Above and beyond the grant amounts, how much is this likely to cost to create new testing systems nationwide? And, can we really have - do you really mean that these tests will be in place with students taking these tests by 2014-15?

Arne Duncan:
Yes. We really do mean that.

Howard Blum:
Okay.

Arne Duncan:
And, this is not about some little small pilot or some - you know one little test. This is - again, I can’t emphasize enough this is game changing work. And, we will pilot and test this - test these in the previous school year around the country, but the goal of these states is to absolutely move forward. And, we think we have two great answers out there. Neither nor the country quite frankly knows what will work best. We hope these two groups will work together and learn from one another. States will have the ability to - you'll pick which one they think will be best for them.

And over the next couple of years, this is going to change the way children are taught. But most importantly, this is going to change the way we support teachers. Teaches have been crying out for this for a long, long time. And, I think as we try and uplift and elevate the profession, this is going to go a long way to making the teacher’s job much more rewarding, and give them the ability to have a much greater impact on the student’s lives.

But, this is absolutely looking towards implementation in the 2014-15 school year.

Howard Blum:
And what about the cost question?

Arne Duncan:
Well, we think this is obviously an unprecedented investment. And you know down the road, you know four, five, eight years from now I’m sure we’re going to make revisions and continue to improve, so this isn’t going to solve it for decades to come. But, we think this absolutely is more than enough resources to get this going.


And, I also would say that while it is clearly an unprecedented investment, we think this is going to save states and the country as a whole hundreds and hundreds, if not billions of dollars as we move forward. The fact of, you know, 50 states doing this individually has made no sense whatever. You know, this is much more efficient, and both intellectually and from a financial standpoint is the right way to go.


We honestly didn’t know - we thought - you know, we could’ve gotten many coalitions coming in - consortiums coming in. And the fact that the country coalesced behind these two groups I think is testament to the country recognizing that there’s strength in working together, and our chance to learn from each other is hugely important.
Howard Blum:
Thank you.

Coordinator:
Our next question today comes from James Vaznis with the Boston Globe. Your line is now open.

James Vaznis:
Hi. Yes. I was wondering if this new testing system would have a high stakes component similar to that that’s in the MCAS, which students have to pass the tenth grade exams in order to receive their high school diplomas.

Mitchell Chester:
This is Mitchell Chester. So, one of the requirements that we’ve put in the proposal we’ve submitted and the Department announced the funding of this morning is that we be able to use the results from these assessments for all kinds of decisions. Decisions about student’s graduation, for input into evidence of teachers’ effectiveness, for look at school level accountability. So James - (Jamie), that is absolutely one of the commitments that we’ve made in this development process, that we be able to use these results in high stakes context and accountability context.

Arne Duncan:
I would just add that while that’s one piece of it - you have a hugely important piece - all the formative assessments that both groups are working on on an ongoing basis. So in real time, getting much better data to teachers, to parents, to students themselves, to afterschool programs about what student’s strengths and weakness are you know during the course of the school year. Not just getting the results back in April and May, and then the students getting that test result in June or July when school’s out.


The ongoing real time feedback to everyone involved in a child’s education we think is going to be hugely important.

James Vaznis:
But, will all states have a high stakes component to this test?

Arne Duncan:
Yes. I mean, this is going to be a part of a State’s accountability system. So yes. That will be a piece of it.
Coordinator:
Our next question today comes from Sam Dillon with the New York Times. Your line is now open.

Sam Dillon:
Hello. Thanks for taking my call. Let’s see. You're going to continue to test the same - some of the same basic skills I imagine in English, and reading, and math, as well as you're promising to test higher level skills in these fields aligned to the common course standards. So, that’s I imagine going to require more testing. Plus, I - your speech today indicated that there’s a commitment to test eventually science, and history, and foreign language, and civics. You hope that they’ll be testing in those fields to end this narrowing of the curriculum.

It sounds like a lot more testing, with the end of year test plus some formative testing. Is that what we’re going to be seeing is...
Arne Duncan:
I’ll start Sam, and then I’ll turn it over to Gene. Actually, that’s not accurate, and what we want is much better assessments. And I would argue we actually over test now in many places, and over test in ways that aren’t helpful to the child and aren’t helpful to the school and to the teacher. And so what we’ll be doing is replacing things that are less effective. And, much of this will be - I think of it as less testing, but more if it is what I called evaluation. Just ongoing assessments to understand what are students learning and what their teacher’s teaching is actually resonating with students.

Going forward, we already - you know, there are already foreign language tests; those things exist, we just think those could go to the next level in further iterations. But Gene, do you want to answer those for him.

Gene Wilhoit:
Just the same point that - I think you were making the assumption that we would keep existing assessments and add to those. This is a zero-base game. We’re going to step back to the common core standards and measure against those measures in rich and robust ways, but not adding on.

Secondly, I think teachers now see assessments as a separate activity and disconnected from the learning process. So as we begin to think about instruction, assessment, readjustment in a cycle, then these kinds of activities are not seen as “tests” that are outside the learning program in schools. So, these don’t necessarily (unintelligible) items. We’re going to be better at them. The more thoughtful at them, the more connected. And, those common core standards, if you look through those you'll see that they’re more streamlined than most state standards right now. So, we have less of the terrain to assess than most states are carrying out.

Arne Duncan:
Sam, the further point - I just want it to be very clear. As you know today in many places you have schools doing tests, you have districts doing tests, you have states doing tests, you have tests on top of tests, and if states coalesce behind these you could actually see significantly less testing in many places and less redundancy.
Sam Dillon:
Thank you.

Arne Duncan:
The goal here is not more. The goal is - at best - at worst (zero some), maybe even less. But doing them much, much better in a much more thoughtful way.

David Hoff:
We’re ready for the next question operator.

Coordinator:
Thank you. We would also like to ask all the participants to please hold yourself to one question.


Our next question today comes from Stephanie Banchero with the Wall Street Journal. Your line is now open.

Stephanie Banchero:
Good afternoon Arne. Thanks for taking the call. I actually have a - more of a broad question, not specific to the assessments. But you've I guess given out almost all of the money under Race to the Top. Now - you did the I3. You did the Race to the Top, and now the assessments. And, I’m just sort of curious if you could step back and sort of comment on what you've seen in the last couple of months in states and districts.

And then, also, if you could just address sort of the criticisms that have come to the agenda. You know both from folks who think the changes haven’t been enough, or folks who think the changes have been the wrong changes.
Arne Duncan:
Well, I think what you've seen is just amazing courage and leadership at the local level. And to - going from a - as you know Stephanie, a couple - two years ago when you couldn’t talk about high College and Career Ready standards - not just talking about it, but creating them. And then to have at this point about 36 states, and in the next couple of weeks you'll probably be up to 40 states actually adopt - you know, through legislation, adopt those standards is absolutely stunning.


And to see -- you know -- all this is on a voluntary basis. To see 44 states collectively serving about 85% of children in this country come together to create these high - better assessments is amazing. One thing we really wanted as part of this assessment competition was buy in from higher education. We really didn’t know how that would go. Often, it would’ve been our silos - K-12 and one silo higher in another silo. One of the consortiums had 90% of their universities buy in. The other consortium had 75% of their state’s universities buy in. We didn’t know what to expect there. And again, we were just surprised and stunned frankly at that level of collaboration.


So what you're seeing is everybody moving outside their comfort zone. People working with a tremendous sense of urgency. All of this on a voluntary basis. All of this being driven at the state and local level. And, I couldn’t be more proud of that hard work.


As you know Stephanie, we were hopeful when we stared that folks would you know work on the higher standards, and that worked beautifully. But, we also know how tough things are out there financially. And higher standards without this next generation of assessments really doesn’t get the country where we need to go. So, we are so luck from Race to the Top to have some significant resources to invest in the courage that states were showing. And, these dollars I think will help states not just stop at the higher standards, but take this next step.


And so, I couldn’t be more pleased, proud, amazed of the courage and leadership and the sense of urgency. Governors, State School Chief Officers, local Superintendents; this is a stunning amount of change in a relatively - in a very short amount of time.

Stephanie Banchero:
Thank you.

Coordinator:
Our next question today comes from Catherine Gewertz with Education Week. Your line is now open.

Catherine Gewertz:
Hi everyone. Thanks for taking the call. I want to ask about high school funding, since the one consortium addressing that did not get funded. And Mr. Secretary, you mentioned in your speech this morning that one of the funded consortia is tackling that or looking at that. So, I’m wondering if you could address how high school assessment is going to get tackled, given the ones that have been funded.

Arne Duncan:
Yes. I actually misspoke. Actually, both consortium addressed high school assessments. So, it is absolutely addressed in both proposals.
Catherine Gewertz:
Is that a reason that the NCEE Consortium was not funded?

Joanne Weiss:
Hi Catherine. It’s Joanne Weiss.
Catherine Gewertz:
Hi.

Joanne Weiss:
So no, the NCEE proposal was really a separate competition that was just focused on no stakes high school end of course assessments, and it was not funded because a majority of the peer review experts who we had reviewing all of these applications scored that application low and determined that it did not meet the minimum requirements that were set forth in the competition for funding. So, that’s why it didn’t receive funding.

Arne Duncan:
Just to be very clear. The SMARTER group is proposing assessments for 3rd through 8th grade, and then the 11th grade as well. And then the PARCC group wants to do 3rd through 11th, so including 9, 10, 11. So, two slightly different ideas, both addressing high schools, and I think we can learn a lot from both going forward.
Catherine Gewertz:
Thank you.

Coordinator:
Our next question today comes from Jamie Sarrio with the Tennessean. Your line is now open.

Jamie Sarrio:
Hi Secretary Duncan. Thank you for taking our call today. In Tennessee this year, we just rolled out new standards and new assessments that are supposed to make kids college and career ready. So, I was wondering if you could speak to what the benefit is for states like Tennessee who have already addressed this issue to buy into this. And, are you worried at all about you know testing whiplash from administrators and other folks who are in the system?

Arne Duncan:
Yes actually, Joanne and I just walked out of a meeting with Tennessee’s Race to the Top team, which I’ll have to tell you, that’s an extraordinary group, and we addressed this issue. So, Joanne can walk you through. And I think your state leadership has a great hand on how this - what this transition is going to look like. And, they’re showing real, real courage in raising standards there in Tennessee.

And we recognize is that seems to happen. Some of the results for schools are going to drop pretty precipitously, and there may be some push back on that. But what it means is Tennessee is telling the truth to parents and to students, and we just commend them for having the courage to do that. And, we’ll do everything we can to support their efforts moving forward. And while the truth isn’t always pretty and can be tough, they are absolutely doing the right thing. I couldn’t be more proud of their leadership.

Joanne Weiss:
Yes. The only thing that I’ll add is to say that the standards that Tennessee has been testing against are really quite well aligned with the common core standards, and I think they’ve got a very good handle on how they’re going to transition from where they are to the new common core standards that the Legislature recently adopted.

I actually think because of this work that Tennessee’s been doing over the past couple of years, their transition path is going to be smooth, and they’ll actually be teaching the rest of the country a lot about what it takes to transition to new standards. We walked away pretty encouraged that they’ve got a very thoughtful plan in place.
Jamie Sarrio:
Are you going to be granting that accountability waiver Secretary Duncan?

Joanne Weiss:
We’re working on it.

Arne Duncan:
Stay tuned.
Jamie Sarrio:
Thank you.

Coordinator:
Our next question today comes from Brian Bowles with Wisconsin Public Radio. Your line is now open.

Brian Bowles:
All right. Thank you very much. Wisconsin is among 31 states that are in the SMARTER Balance Assessment Consortium, and I just wanted to have some - a little more information about the exact logistics here. The 30 - the $160 million in Race to the Top assessment funding that’s going to these 31 states; how is that going to be allocated per se?

Joanne Weiss:
So, that funding is allocated based on the budgets that the consortia proposed. So, the SMARTER Balance Consortium put in a very detailed budget in their plan that involves some of the money going back out to states to help the states do the work of professional development, transitioning to new standards, and some of the work around providing guidance to the consortium for the development of new standards, of new assessments. And some of that funding will actually go out to the experts who are going to be writing and developing the new tests.

Arne Duncan:
Those work plans are on our Web site.

Joanne Weiss:
Yes, and you can see...
Brian Bowles:
Now?

Joanne Weiss:
...all of those applications are online on the Department’s Web site if you want to go take a look at the budget.

Arne Duncan:
So, budget work plans, all that is absolutely out there, all right.

Brian Bowles:
Thank you.

Coordinator:
Our next question today comes from Kim Riley with Education Daily. Your line is now open.


Please make sure you check your mute button.

Kim Riley:
Hi. Good afternoon. Mr. Secretary, how do you envision states and districts involving experts and teachers of English Language learners and students with disabilities? And, why is this so important right now?

Arne Duncan:
I’ll let Mitch take it from the state level.

Mitchell Chester:
Well first of all, one of the growing populations I think in lots of states, and certainly true of Massachusetts, is the student’s whose first language is not English, and we absolutely need to do a good job with those students. And, we’re not doing as well as we could with them.


Second of all, students with disabilities often are students who are very capable, but because of the disability they’re behind in their studies. So in our development of our assessment approaches, we want to be able to assess a range of competency at any grade level, and to provide feedback real time during the year, not waiting until the end of the year, that teachers can use, building Principles can use as way to monitor the effectiveness of instruction and to make changes in instruction that are going to serve those students and move those students along

Joanne Weiss:
Kim, this is Joanne. I would just add to that that one of the things that both consortia did so well in these applications is put a very thoughtful plan together for how they’re going to involve experts and teachers of students with disabilities and English learners right from the start. So, that we build the tests in a very smart, inclusive way that has the appropriate accommodations built in from the beginning, which has been sorely missing in the current assessments which tended to pack accommodations on at the very end as an afterthought, and therefore didn’t work very well in really assessing these students.


So, we’re very hopeful that this is going to be a tremendous improvement over what we’re able to do today.

David Hoff:
Next question please.

Coordinator:
Our next question comes from Lisa Schenker with the Salt Lake Tribune. Your line is now open.
Lisa Schenker:
Hi. I wanted to ask - it seems like with especially the SMARTER Balance Consortium it’s going to require schools to have lots and lots of computers in order to be able to test all these kids several times a year possibly. How are these computers going to be paid for, especially in this kind of tight economic time?

Arne Duncan:
Let me say quickly these are assessments on an ongoing basis, not tests. These are ongoing evaluations.

Lisa Schenker:
Okay.

Joseph Willhoft:
Joe Willhoft here responding to that. First of all, we do go live with the assessments in 2014-15. There’s been a great increase in the use and the availability of technology in schools for the past four years, so we can imagine what the next four years is going to bring.


In addition, we do have a transition plan built into our application. It does have paper and pencil applications for schools for the first couple of years through the development of the assessment system to allow for a smoother transition. So, we do think that this would - that this will be - this will certainly be possible. And many of member states in the SMARTER Balance Consortium already do statewide assessments using online testing, and have found ways to do that. And they’re - they’ve been successful drawing on their experience as well.

Lisa Schenker:
Okay.

Arne Duncan:
(If I could) just ask reporters to - if you're not asking a question, please have your phones on mute. We’re getting some typing feedback here.
Lisa Schenker:
Thank you.
Joanne Weiss:
Next question.

Arne Duncan:
Next question please.

Coordinator:
Our next question today comes from Megan Murphy with the Times-Herald Record. The line is now open.

Megan Murphy:
Hi. Thanks for taking my call. I’m in New York where just in July the state education department announced that they will be doing some immediate reforms to the assessment. Have (seats) like New York pledged to you know get rid of all of their current assessments, including things like the Regents Exam?

Joanne Weiss:
You want to answer that Gene?

Gene Wilhoit:
This is Gene Wilhoit. No. I think at this point, the states are going to through a process of evaluating what the future system would look like. They’re going to build off their current assessment system. I think in New York, there’s going to be a very serious conversation about whether the Regents are kept or replaced, or whether they are adjusted based on the new learning, or changed in terms of their design. But, it’s a little early for everyone to make those kinds of decisions. Believe me, everybody though is aware that they have current systems in place and they’re going to have to make transitions.


These standards and these assessments are going to require a much higher level of learning from the students than many of the test now require. I would find it unlikely that a state would be able to hold on to their current assessment system as it exists.

Arne Duncan:
And again, none of these things are happening tomorrow. What we’re funding today is a development of these next generation assessments. And so, these conversations - and we’re going to have 50 states at you know, 50 different levels of readiness. We have a couple of years here to think through this transition in a very thoughtful way.

Joanne Weiss:
We have time for I think just two more questions.
Coordinator:
All right. Our next question comes from Sarah Garland with the Hechinger Report. The line is now open.
Sarah Garland:
Hi. This is Sarah Garland with the Hechinger Report. I have a question about teacher scoring. The SMARTER proposal has - sort of emphasizes uses teachers a scorers as a way to train teachers, and PARCC make it optional and says that that could be problematic if tests are used to judge teacher performance. So, those seem to me like two different philosophies, so I’m kind of hoping that, you know, the two different representatives could talk about that? And then, I’m wondering if that helped or hurt the applications.

Joanne Weiss:
Joe, do you want to take that first?

Joseph Willhoft:
Sure. On behalf - speaking on behalf of the SMARTER Balance Consortium, many states in our consortium have used teacher scoring in the past and it has been very successful. We proposed a - what’s called a distributed scoring model where the responses of youngsters are distributed to teachers that are from students not in their own states. So, students would not be scoring the work of - teachers would not be scoring the work of students over whom they had any jurisdiction.


Additionally, teacher scoring would be included in what are called the formative assessments or the ongoing assessments used for classroom - more classroom work and day-to-day improvement. And those would not be secure test items, and so those could be scored by student’s own teachers.

Joanne Weiss:
And Mitch, do you want to talk about PARCC?

Mitchell Chester:
Sure. You know, you have the twin goals here in this - in the testing programs of supporting better instruction, which argues for much more teacher involvement and lots of teacher support in this effort, as well as being able to count on the scores - the objectivity of the scores, that they’re not subjective. That in fact if a student scores above the standard, that in fact that student has attained a level of learning that’s above the standard.

So what we’ve done is in the PARCC Consortium is to leave that as a decision at the state level as to whether or not teachers are going to be scoring the components that add up to a summative score for a student. If in fact a state is using their own teachers to score the assessments, there would be a number of quality assurance procedures put in place. Teachers wouldn’t necessarily score their own students papers. There’d be auditing of the scores by expert scorers. A variety of mechanisms to ensure that the scores are in fact objective and reliable and accurate, while at the same time giving teachers the added insight into being part of the process of evaluating student’s work.

Joanne Weiss:
So let me just take your last question really quickly, and say that hopefully what you just heard from these two answers is that there’s - they each have a very, very well reasoned, well thought out, and smart answer to this particular question. We all know that teacher involvement is critical.

I think as a country, we don’t have nearly enough experience in what the right ways to do that are. And, we were happy to be able to fund a couple different theories of how this might work, and we’ll get a lot more experience over the next four years and figure out what good ways of doing this are.

One more question.

Coordinator:
Our last question today comes from Jessica Calefati with the Star-Ledger. The line is now open.

Jessica Calefati:
Hi Secretary Duncan. Thanks for taking our calls. I wanted to check in and see if - you said before that we need to be careful about how we evaluate our teachers, and that using teacher - or using student’s test scores on evaluations is one thing that could inform those evaluations. So as we’re developing these new tests for 2014-2015, is it correct to say that teachers - or that states should be using student’s test cores to inform teacher evaluations now?

Arne Duncan:
Yes. If you could please put in the headline “Multiple Measures”. I’ve said that everywhere I’ve gone, and somehow - I’ve never said anything but that frankly, and somehow that message doesn’t get through.

So, your question is: should today, and tomorrow, and next week, and next decade - should achievement be a piece of how teachers are evaluated? Absolutely. It should be a piece - one of multiple measures. And you know this year and next year, hopefully in a much more thought - in an even better way with this new generation stuff that’s come up. Yes. Teacher’s ability to help students learn is why teachers go into education. And, they need to have good feedback on that. And, this should be a piece of multiple measures.

Jessica Calefati:
But if we say now that we’re - you know that we’re going to be developing better assessments by 2014, are the tests that are in place now still a good measure, even as part of multiple measures?

Arne Duncan:
I think that’s very state-by-state. But even with these, I don’t think we can let the perfect be the enemy of the good. And, we need to continue to evolve. We need to continue to get better with a sense of urgency. And let’s be clear. Just looking at - what I’m most interested in is growth and gain. How much are students improving each year?

And let me just give you one quick example. If you're a sixth grade teacher and a child comes to you three grade levels behind and leaves you a grade level behind, under the current system in NCLB, that teacher is labeled a failure and that school’s labeled a failure. I think not only is that teacher not a failure; I think that teacher has done an extraordinary job. That student’s gaining two years of growth for a year’s instruction. And getting the country focused on how much students are improving each year, more so than absolute test scores, is a big focus of our policy agenda as we move into ESEA reauthorization.

So yes, growth and gain this year and next year going forward, it should be a piece of our teacher evaluation.
Joanne Weiss:
David.

David Hoff:
Okay. I’d like to close by thanking everyone for joining our call today. If you have further questions, please email press@ed.gov or call 202-401-1576. Thank you.

Coordinator:
That concludes today’s conference. Thank you for your participation.

END

