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February 19, 2004

Tamara M. Haegerich, Ph.D.

Research Associate

Teaching and Learning Division

National Center for Education Research

Institute of Education Sciences

U.S. Department of Education

555 New Jersey Avenue, NW, Suite 610g

Washington, DC 20208

Dear Dr. Haegerich,

On behalf of Educators for Social Responsibility Metropolitan Area (ESR Metro), I want to thank you for your letter of February 17, 2004 and the consideration you have given and the action steps you have taken in response to our concerns regarding the multi-site assessment protocol to be used in the IES/CDC-funded SACD Research Program.

I am referring specifically to your description of the goals of the multi-site evaluation and the overall appropriateness of the protocol, and to the following action steps you have taken: 

· re-balancing the items in the Teacher, Child, and Primary Caregiver assessments so that each section begins with a positively worded item, there is a greater balance in the positive and negative items, and there are no longer strings of negative (or positive) items grouped together,

· dropping the item, “It’s a real zoo in our home” from the Primary Caregiver survey,

· revising the language of the items related to Primary Caregiver’s neighborhoods in order to reduce the negative tone, and adding items that address positive features of the environment, and

· amending the wording of a particular item in the background information section of the primary caregiver report.

As a result, I am pleased to affirm that we can now fully support the use of each of these measures in our evaluation of the 4Rs Program in participating New York City public elementary schools.  These revisions eliminate our concern that our longstanding relationship with the New York City Department of Education, with individual schools, and with parent groups might be jeopardized by negative community perceptions of the measures. 

Regarding our concerns about the vocabulary used in the wording of specific items, we understand and agree that further revisions associated with age-appropriate vocabulary can be determined following the pilot testing of the measures.

Finally, thank you for clarifying that the researchers will employ rigorous confidentiality procedures that respect the sensitivity of information for all participants and enable each of the different groups of participants (children, parents, etc.) to feel confident in sharing personal information.

We look forward to continued collaboration on this work as we go forward and to a most successful study of our 4Rs Program.

Yours sincerely,

Tom Roderick

Executive Director
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