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Standard—Based Students” Achievement Assessment: Taking NAEP as an Example

CHEN Chen

(School of Education Xuzhou Normal University, Xuzhou 221116, China)

Abstract: Since the 1990s, the core target of reforming American’s educational evaluation is

students” achievement assessment and accountability mechanisms of education performance based on

curriculum standards. This paper selects NAEP as a case to introduce the background of standard-—

based assessment, its external support system and its practical measures. Thus, several lessons were

drawn for the basic education achievement evaluation in China.
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