Many educators have a gut feeling that high-stakes testing is not good for students. 

They see it in the stress that students exhibit before, during and after such tests are administered.  They feel it when they’re forced to choose between embracing a teachable moment or teaching to a state test. They sense it when results are skewed or misrepresented to achieve goals that have nothing to do with student success.
This winter, the Great Lakes Center for Education Research and Practice will release its second annual report on high stakes testing which will validate teachers’ experiences with such tests.  The report will be based on a groundbreaking study it has commissioned from nationally recognized education researcher, Dr. David Berliner. 

“The sham of high stakes testing has been a problem for years,” said Dr. David Berliner, at a reception at the National Education Association in Washington D.C. last month. “The higher the stakes, the lower the validity of such tests.”

The Great Lakes Center is a think tank whose members include the Education Minnesota, the Illinois Education Association, the Indiana Education Association, the Michigan Education Association, the Ohio Education Association and the Wisconsin Education Association Council.  
The results of Dr. Berliner’s study will address such things as the relationship between high-stakes testing policies and student well-being; the increased number of incidents of distortions and corruption of data gained from the administering of high-stakes tests, and the harm being done to education as a result of the enormous emphasis on high-stakes test scores.
Early reports suggest a direct link between high stakes tests and such problems as:

· student stress, including suicide and burnout;

· student and teacher cheating;

· teaching to the test;

· exclusion strategies that prevent some students from being tested;

· misrepresentation of test results
· a narrowing of the curriculum

