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Education Policy & Reform: What do YOU Think?

By Colleen Daly Martinez, PhD, L CSW, with Sherry Blair, LCSW
Members of the NASW-NJ Ghildren & Adolescents Special Interest Group {SIG)

The new school vear is upon us,
compelling the decision to highlizht
education policy in our first report to
NASW-NJ members for 2015.

We want to raise awareness on the

topic of edueation and policy and

we hope to shed some light on this
crucial topic
that affects
our greatest
resource —

! our children.

As in most
situations,
there are
no easy

answers. We don’t propose to take a

stand cn solutions at this point, but we

do believe that the issnes warrant the

attention of NASW-NI members and

leaderzhip.

You may have noticed far more
talk in the past year about public
schools: education reform. common
core standards, charter schools, and
PARCC testing.

We believe the 1ssues are important to
all zocial workers becanse the children
are our future whether you work
directly with them or not and these
izzues are impacting their lives not
only at school, but at home and in our
comumumnities.

Why should I care about education
reform?

Policies on governing and funding
public schools are being legislated

at the state and national levels.

Public school students, educators,
emplovees, administrators, mental
health professionals. special education
advocates, and parents are seeing
drastic changes oceurring in public
schools. Teacher accountability is
highty emphazized for student test
scores. There's more demand for data
collection, and a more demanding
curriculum.

Proponents of education reform say
that dramatic changes are needed

in order to make American schools
produce graduates that are going to

be prepared for employment in the
global competitive market They cite
American students” test scores in math
and science as compared to other
countries” students, as evidence that
our public schools are in need of major
change. They believe that in arder for
students to achieve better ocutcomes,
the curriculum needs to be more
rigorous—especially in areas of math
and science.

Critics of education reform say that
although American public schools
are not serving all students well, one
reason why American test scores

do not measure up, compared to

our global peers, 13 that our system
of public schools allows for and
encourages
the
development
of well-
rounded
students
who are
creative and
innovative.
Countries whose focus is more on
math and science test scores do not
prioritize creativity and a social,
emotional currculum. Critics of
education reform also believe that
societal problems including poverty,
diztrezzed and viclent communities
and racizm are larger underlyving
izsues that contribute to poor school
outcomes.

Why should I care about the
common core?

These more rigorous standards were
desizned to ensure that students
natiomwide are achieving the same
educational goals regardless of where
in the country they live —urban,
rural, or suburban. Criticizms of the
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common core include that standards
are developmentally inappropriate,
and that the standards fail to take mto
consideration individual differences
and leaming needs.

For example, children in special
education must be working toward
the same standardz as their typically
developing peers. Critics also note that
private schools, that often have much
better educational cutcomes, do not
follow commeon core standards.

Proponents of common core standards
say that many American students,
including students with special needs
and students living in poverty, are set
up to fail when lower standards are
establizshed for them.

Charter schools are not a new
phenomenon; however their prezence
is growing rapidly in this time of
education reform. Charter schools are
privately run, with public funding
When approved in a district, charters
can enrcll public school children,

and tax dollars follow them. While
charters are publicly fundad, they do
not answer to local boards of education
and are not held to the same state and
federal accountability measures.

Proponents of charter schools say that
freeing up schools from the burden of
teacher umions and tenure rules enables
charters to do a better job, especially in
historically failing districts.

Critics of charter schools say that
charter schools take precious tax
dollars away from already struggzling
districts, and they have concerns that
not all students have equal opportunity
to benefit from charter school
attendance.

Some believe that charter schools take
the best behaved stodents and

leave behind those who are more
difficult to educate with fewer
resources, including students with

(continued on next page)
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special needs. Crifics also argue that
charters demonstrate their success by
improving standardized test scores,
but do not actually provide a better
educational experience.

What is PARCC testing?

Thisz 15 the topic that vou're probably
meat likely to have heard about even if
vou don’t work with children.

Initiated last school year, Partnership
for Assessment of Readiness for
College and Careers (PARCC) testing
iz dezigned to aszess students’ mastery
of the common core.

TWhile standardized tests are not new
in public education eritics of PARCC
testing are concerned that the test

was designed by a for-profit company
and that itz computer bazed format iz
problematic.

School districts spent precious
resoulces on computer and Internet
infrastructure in preparation for
PARCC testing, and many believe that
the teaching has been dramatically
inflnenced by PARCC preparation.

Since PARCC focuses specifically

on math and English language arts,
many have expressed concerns that
arts, social studies, and other important
subjects have been neglected.

Critics of PARCC note that tying
teacher evaluations to student PARCC
test scores 13 unfair, as there are

many factors that influence scores

on standardized tests, including
sociDeconomic status.

Proponents of PARCC testing believe
that school and teacher accountability
for student achievement will rezult in
better educational outcomes.

They propose that the higher standards

mandated by the common core must
be aszessed in order to ensure public
schools are improving.

Do wou want to learn more, add to this
conversation or bring other topies to
the attention of cur members?

We are a newly forming group, and
are locking for members to join us

m dizenssing these, and any other
izzues that may be of interest to those
working with children and adolescents.

T join our special imteresi group
email lisiserv, please email Renge
Eoubiadis, Advecacy Coordingior ot
rhoubiadis(@raswni.org with Children
and Adolescents SIG in the subject
firte.

Tn our inougural Children and
Adolescents Special Interest Group
(31G) meeting onJuly 30, 2013,
members passionately discussed a
variety of issuss, including poverty,
child welfare, DSMG, education policy,

and ather areas of concearn

So You've Been Subpoenaed...Now What?
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fthiz article does not in any manner
whatzoever constifute legal advice.

We provide timely information, but we
mske no claims, promizes or gusranfees
abkout the acouracy, completeness, or
adequacy of the information contained i,
ar linked to, thiz article. Transmizsion of
fhe information is not infended fo create,
and receipt doez nof constitufe, a lawyer-
client relationzhip between NASW. or the
suthorz] and you. We recommend NASW
members speak with an atforney before
acting on a subpoena. Laws and court
inferpretations change frequently. Legal
advice must be tailored fo the specific factz
and circumstances of & parficular case. As
such, if you ind yourself the recipient of a
subpoens or any other legal document, you
should immediately confact an atfomey of
your own choozing. Nothing reporfed herein
should be uzed 5= a subsiifute for the advice
of compefent counezel
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