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SKEEN, and the House leadership on both
sides of the aisle for considering this measure
today to overturn the President’s veto. This
action today will send a strong message to the
Senate and White House that the American
people expect careful use of the line-item
veto. It will also demonstrate to opponents of
the line-item veto that the new law works and
is consistent with our Constitution.

Mr. RADANOVICH. Mr. Chairman, I rise
today in support of H.R. 2846 which bars Fed-
eral spending for planning, developing, imple-
menting or administering national education
testing unless such tests are specifically au-
thorized by Congress.

Passage of this bill is good for our schools.
The President’s strong support of national
testing reveals serious philosophical dif-
ferences between many in Congress and the
Administration with regard to the role that
teachers, parents, school board members and
local communities play in ensuring that our
children have the best possible opportunities
for education available to them.

A national test would tell us little more than
we already know—that the measure of a
child’s education is determined both by the
quality of the education that the child has ac-
cess to and the willingness and ability of that
child to learn. I oppose such a test because I
believe that we need to invest in our school-
children and in their education, not study
them.

Make no mistake, I think schools should
provide minimum requirements and standards
of learning. However, we should not expand
the role of the Federal Government in edu-
cation to achieve this goal. Our teachers, par-
ents, school districts and local communities,
particularly those in California’s Central Valley,
are more capable of cultivating a better edu-
cation for our children, and in measuring that
education, than federal bureaucrats in Wash-
ington, D.C. Federal money is better spent on
improving the conditions and quality of our
schools than on a full-employment program for
administrators of a national education test.

National testing is the first step towards fur-
ther federal intervention and control of the
education of our children. In order to admin-
ister a national test, it first must be written.
This job, no doubt, will be performed by fed-
eral bureaucrats in the Department of Edu-
cation. Soon, these same individuals will be
setting the reading and math standards for our
nation’s schoolchildren. Next, the Department
of Education will want to set the curriculum of
school districts and classrooms to meet those
standards as evaluated through the federal
test.

Mr. Speaker, we spend over $29.5 billion on
the federal Department of Education. Accord-
ing to a recent study, only 85 cents of each
dollar that the department allocates for ele-
mentary and secondary education actually
makes it to the local school district. One study
of a New York public school system showed
that only 43 cents of every district dollar actu-
ally made it into the classroom.

If we want to maximize our return on federal
education dollars, we need to skip over the
bureaucracy, reject national testing and pro-
vide as much funding as possible directly to
communities and schools.

Besides shifting education funds to local
communities, it is important that we ensure
our children are given the educational choices
and opportunities they deserve. This means

giving states, school districts, local commu-
nities, teachers, and parents flexibility to im-
plement policies and use resources that best
respond to the education needs of that par-
ticular community—and not forcing them to
adopt a national one-size-fits-all test.

My goals for educating our children are not
tied to national testing. Instead, we must main-
tain our strong commitment to education fund-
ing that shifts more dollars and greater control
to our states, communities, parents and teach-
ers.

I urge my colleagues to vote in favor of H.R.
2846.

Mr. PAUL. Mr. Chairman, I rise in support of
HR 2846, which forbids the use of federal
funds to develop or implement a National Test
without explicit authorization from Congress.
Supporters of protecting the United States
Constitution from overreaching by the Execu-
tive Branch should support this bill as the Ad-
ministration’s plan to develop and implement a
national education test without Congressional
authorization is a blatant violation of the con-
stitutional doctrine of separation of powers.

However, support for this bill should in no
way be interpreted to imply that Congress has
the power to authorize national testing. After
all, Congress, like the Executive and the Judi-
cial branches of government, must adhere to
the limitations on its power imposed by the
United States Constitution. Although many
seem to have forgotten this, in our system, the
limits set by the Constitution, rather than the
will of any particular Congress, determine the
legitimate authority of the United States Gov-
ernment.

The United States Constitution prohibits the
executive branch from developing and imple-
menting a national test, or any program deal-
ing with education. Education is not one of the
powers delegated to the Federal Government,
and, as the ninth and tenth amendment make
clear, the Federal Government can only act in
those areas where there is an explicit delega-
tion of power. Therefore, the Federal Govern-
ment has no legitimate authority to legislate in
the area of education. Rather, all matters con-
cerning education, including testing, remain
with those best able to educate children—indi-
vidual states, local communities, and, pri-
marily, parents.

Implementation of a national test also must
be opposed because of its primary effect: the
de facto creation of a national curriculum.
Many supporters of a national testing try to
minimize this threat to local and parental sov-
ereignty by claiming the program would be
voluntary. However, these are many of the
same people who consider Goals 2000 a ‘‘vol-
untary’’ program, despite the numerous times
Goals 2000 uses the terms ‘‘shall’’ and ‘‘must’’
in describing state functions. Furthermore,
whether or not schools are directly ordered to
administer the tests, schools will face pressure
to do so as colleagues and employers inevi-
tably begin to use national tests as the stand-
ard by which students are measure for college
entrance exams and entry-level jobs. At the
very least, schools would soon find federal,
and perhaps even state, funding conditioned
upon their ‘‘voluntary’’ participation in the na-
tional testing program.

Educators will react to this pressure to en-
sure students scored highly on the national
test by ‘‘teaching to the test’’—that is, structur-
ing the curriculum so students learn those
subjects, and only those subjects covered by

the national tests. As University of Kansas
Professor John Poggio remarked in February
of last year, ‘‘What gets tested is what will be
taught.’’ Government bureaucrats would then
control the curriculum of every school in the
nation, and they would be able to alter curricu-
lums at will by altering the national test!

Private schools and home schools will be
affected as well, as performance on the na-
tional tests becomes the standard by which
student performance is judged. Those in pri-
vate and home schools will face increasing
pressure to participate in national testing and
shape what is taught to fit the criteria of the
tests.

National testing is a backdoor means by
which the federal government can control the
curriculum of every school in the nation. Im-
plementation of national testing would be a
fatal blow to constitutional government and pa-
rental control of education.

The Executive Branch has no constitutional
authority to implement and develop a national
test and the Congress has no authority to au-
thorize the test. I therefore urge my colleagues
to vote for H.R. 2846, which stops the Admin-
istration from ultimately implementing national
tests and oppose all legislation authorizing the
creation of a national test. Instead, this Con-
gress should work to restore control over their
children’s education to the American people
by shutting down the federal education bu-
reaucracy and cutting taxes on America’s par-
ents so they may provide for the education of
their own children.

Mr. WELDON. Mr. Speaker, last year this
Congress voted 295–125 against allowing the
federal government to establish national tests
for education. However, President Clinton and
the Federal Department of Education continue
to pursue their effort to establish national test-
ing. I am very disturbed, but quite frankly not
surprised by the President’s efforts to bypass
the Congress and establish national testing.
He has done this in other areas as well.

The Constitution gives the Congress, not
the President, discretion over federal spend-
ing. The Congress has not authorized the Ad-
ministration to expend taxpayer funds on de-
veloping or implementing a national education
test and its is wrong for the Administration to
pursue such efforts.

The American people don’t want federal
control of education and that is exactly what
national testing moves us towards. H.R. 2847
would ensure that the House Committee on
Education and the Workforce (the Congress)
will have increased involvement and discretion
over this program. I am a proud cosponsor of
this legislation and am hopeful that we can
move it forward.

Unlike liberals in Washington, I believe that
states and local communities are better
equipped to design and implement school as-
sessment programs because they are closer
to the needs and abilities of their students,
teachers, and schools. Furthermore, national
testing could lead to a watered-down, ineffec-
tive test which holds everyone to lower stand-
ards. It also would divert scarce federal edu-
cation dollars away from the classrooms and
would reallocate them toward bureaucracy and
test administrators.

I am very concerned about the potential that
a national test could effectively lead to the
adoption of a national curriculum. In this sce-
nario, individual school districts would be com-
pelled to conform their classroom curriculum




