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2003 HOUSE ST ANDINO COMMIITEE MINUTES 
BILURESOLUTION NO. HB 1181 

House Education Committee 

□ Conference Committee 

Hearing Date January ls. 2003 

T Number Side A SidcB Meter# 
1 X 1820- 203S 
2 X 0-2426 

Committee Clerk Si 

Minutes: 

· Chairman Kellell opened the hearing on HB 1181 

(2035-UOO) Greg Gallaper, Director of Education Improvement within the Department of 

Publle la1tnctlon. See Attached Tetdmony. 
' 

Rep. Solberg: Please define endorsements? 

Gallagher: Janet Welle made reference to the technical components of that, endorsement is just an 

option for how take additional course work for building a portfolio. 

Janet Welk, Educational Standards and Pr1cdces Board. 

Rep. Solberg Please define endorsement? 

Welk: Endorsement is defined differently depe-.nding upon the levels of that they are getting the 

endorsement. It actually a number of semester hours toward a reeducation plan. 

Rep. Solberg That would be combined with NCLB rules and regulations. 
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House Education Committee 
Bill/Resolution Number HB 1 l 81 
Hearing Date Janwuy l S, 2003 

Welk: As the ESPB is looking at the drafting legislation to meet highly qualified, We are also 

looking at each one of those endorsements so that they will comply, They may not today but they 

will by the end of the session. 

Gallaper: Janet will be available for the technical things to save you time. 

reviewed template on Appendh C. See Attached Tetdmony attached, 

Rep. Herbel: Bachelors degree and test. They have to have both. 

Gallaper, Tho and/or. As you move forward on this it is a deliberation point, it is different 

between NCLB and 1181. 

Rep. Bau : On the sate portfolio evaluation, would that be administered through ESPB? 

f'-all•p-r: Yes, In the drafting of it. the state portfolio evaluation established by ESPB. 

Rep. Hawkens: Major in each content area for the grade level you are teaching in? 

Gallagher: Three outline principals to 1181, they are Parity, finding a means to set across for all. 

The second is to have it so the standard of preparation is at a level that does justice for the 

profession, for the requirement of teaching. The third is critical. If you go down that road, then 

you need to offer as much time and latitude in tenns of how the teacher acquires that and can 

demonstrate that for example through a portfolio. If you don't, theu I think we have a real 

problemt that will only have one way to show competence. 

The question before the committee is that as you take a look at a state system, how do you 

address the i.ssue of parity. How do you address expression. No one ever said this would be fun 

or easy. 

Rep. Hau Does the m"jor in each cont\fflt area, is actually what is happening now that is the 

, _ _) departmentalized program at those grade levels? 
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Bill/Resoludon Number HB 1 t 81 
Hearing Date January 1 s. 2003 

Wellu The ESPB believes the old language in the law, course or field. Leaves it r,pen for the 

use of composites. If we use the word "just in their major0 we wiU not be able to use 

composites. 

Rep. Bau In a school that is configured so that grade 5-6-7-8" together and a group of teachers 

that are departmentalize, does the statement in the far right column, "major in each content area' 

can you assume that means major in eaoh ..::ontent area being taught/ offered? 

Welk: It is taught. I can read the law to you. (read the Jaw) 

Rep. Herbel :If a teacher doesn't have a major in area , they take the test and pass the test, do 

they become qualified? 

Gallaper: required to have is the license that major and test for a new teacher. For an old 

teacher it is the portfolio. 

Rep. Herbel Do you statistics on how well the states will fit in terms of teachers that are not 

currently teaching hi their majors. Do your know the numbers? 

(5434) Gallaper: What we did is put in tenns of the courses that are being taught. That is how 

we came 28% of the courses not being taught by someone in their major. 

Rep. Sltte: If this system would come into place, we are saying in essence that university will 

grant the education certificate, and that we need to add a whole new level of bw-eaucracy at the 

state level that would reaffinn that the university ate doing there job. As a committee we need to 

look at the cost of that on the long tenn implicatil.)n. Once you pass this test are you passed for 

life. or do you have to keep retaking it? 

Gallaaher: We always bend our knee to the university system. They go through accreditation 

-, .... ,,) and standards. And when a degree is issued for an individual that individual has meet the 
-._,/ 
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Houso Education Committee 
Bill/Resolution Number HB 1181 

~ Hearing Date January 1 S, 2003 
I 

requirements for that institution, So in tenns of content, it is clear that they have a major, they 

ha\le meet the standard of the institution. 

Two important parts of education: knowledge and skill and how they put it together. You may 

have one who is high in knowledge but low in skill, and vise versa, 

Rep. Sltte : Does this have a wide healing on home schools . 

Gallaper: It should have no 1'earing on home education because the certification is still granted 

to those in home education regardless of degree or not. Only on monitoring. 

Rep. Sltte How we can consider a highly respective portfolio as compared to a highly subjective 

portfolio. And say that these are equal options? 

end oftape(6260) 

;·-"""'\ Galllper: Are we in a position where we say that perfectly happy under the 0Utte,1t situation on 
,, 

the licenser and review of teachers. That we have a sense of content competence; instructional 

competence. to say the systems great. That is a question everyone has to ask themselves. And 

the brings up an issue of where do you draw the lines in terms of qualifications. 1881 no doubt 

puts forth a series of things that go beyond NCLB and it does so because we believe the issue of 

parity must be addressed. Also the fact that we believe with assurances that latitude on 

scheduling can be expressed through portfolio. is doable and is desirable and in fact will be 

exercise by many teachers. 

When it comes to a roll out, one of the amendments. the last amendment that is put in, that any 

new or renewing teacher seeking license after 2006, that time for the provisions of their 

qualifications would kick in. 
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Rep. Hanson ~ Have the college/universities started to gear up to drop these minor for education 

degrees? 

Gallaper: declined to answer, 

Rep. Hutkor: There is a host of teachers who have a minor in the field of study that they Ate 

teaching, who are able to motivate kids and they are evaluated by the principaVschool on a 

regular basis. How do we say your not qualified to teach in the major any more? 

G.U.gber: They may have an academic degree by the fact that they have a minor in that area; 

but not in that area. They have sufficient credit to have a minor. But a minor is not a major. We 

deal with this all the time under accreditation. The best way of addressing this is to put it forth 

for all in terms of a standard. Is it sufficient in the state to accept the minor. A minor has been in 

-~ place for a nwnber of years, There has also been a debate that has been ongoing over the yearst 
I 

is it time to move beyond the minor to something equal to the major, How much content is 

required? Is the content sufficient. What should those standards be. The portfolio should be 

easier to complete. 

Rep. Jon Nellon Under NCLB don't we get to the same place? 

Gallagher: NCLB applies only to core, 1181 we apply to all. Now test or demonstrate the skill. 

This kicks it up a notch. 

Rep. Baa Can we assume that under the NCLB column and 1181 column that state evaluation 

under NCLB is the same as state portfolio evaluation. 

Gallagher: That would be very true, I think it is the intent of ESPB development of a whole 

guide iu the system is what would be applicable under NCLB would applicable under 1181. 
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\ Hearin.5' r 'lte January 15, 2003 

Rep. Mueller Does the dopartment have any sense of how this will affect the teachers who are 

out thero, in terms of them leaving the profession sooner than they might have? 

Defer to Gloria: 

Glllaper: From our perspective, the policy angle on it is to address what is put forth under 

NCLB, Understanding the disparity, it could have bearing on people leaving the profession. 

That is a great unknown. Clearly we did and we do have an affect on the teachers. 

OPPOSITION: 

(800) Dean Koppelmar~ Superlntenden~ of the D1eldnson Public School Dlstrlet. ND ESPB 

membtr, See Attached Tetdmony. 

Rep. Sltte : Overview of how your proposal will be different? 

/-....l Koppelmu: Outs will be different in that, we will not go above NCLB, like the state wants to 

do in 1181. NCLB doesn't require such strict stan<W'ds on existing teachers, new teachers are 

different. 

_) 

Rep. Sltte: In light of the previous hearing, are you planrung to meet with the nonpublic school 

officials on alternative credentials for their teachers. 

Koppelman: OUr Board has a nonpublic representative already on it. rm not a expert on home 

schooling,'non-pubtic licensing of teachers. 

Rep. Meler : Are you aware of how many teachers are teaching in their minor in your district? 

Koppelman: (1290) yes I am, We have approx. 210 in Dickinson district, we have identified 29 

teachers out of 210 we have question marks on. 1 S of these people we are not sure on in 

comparing them to the NCLB standards. It will depend on their course work review. 
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Hearina Date January 15, 2003 

Rep. Wlllla• Did you have as a member of the BSPB, have a chance to expressed your 

concerns about this to DPI. 

Koppelman: Dr. Gronberg does participate on our board, he clearly was consulted on these 

itsues. We are still working on definite positions on these some of these things, But "1 ,r intent is 

always been expressed that we did not want to go beyond the scope of the federal law. They 

made a conscious choice to do that. I can•t talk to the amendments that Mr, Gallagher 

referenced, because I only saw them when I appeared here thJs morning, I thJnk there is some 

room for some common ground here. BSPB would prefer not to go beyond the federal law. 

Gloria Lokkea, pretldent of the NDEA, See Attached Tetdmony. 

I agree with Dean Koppebnan's testimony with a little addition. Handed out e-mail that I 
) 

received, 

Quality in the classrooms across the state on my visits, urban and rural the same. People are 

doing their best to deliver quality education to their students. This 1w 1181, has caused our 

professionals to questio11; Why was I qualified and doing a good job yesterday, and today rm not 

highly qualified. It is an emotional issue, And our teachers are concerns about this. 

Apprehensive about the hoops that they will hav~ to go through to prove what they believe 

should be wtderstood already, We have a process to ensure quality ir., our classrooms. 

We have qualified teachers, and when they leave us the request is 'please send us more of these 

teachers' 

I urge you to DO NOT PASS this bill out of committee. 

(2000) Arnie Zent, with the State Board for Vocational and Technical Education. 
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-~ Hearin& Date January 15, 2003 
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We support bishJy qualified educators, but 1181 doesn't follow NCLB to the letter that we would 

hope U would. In 1181, it talb about trade. technical and health education. But it doesn't talk 

about the other 6 areas that we provide services to within the state, The federal law specifically 

amends the qualification of teachers in the academic field, 

We mge you defeat this bill, 

Mary Wahl, ND Couell of Education Leaden. 

(2200) There is a proposal to make it hottendous requirement to ensure that our teachers are 

quality teachers to make it even more horrendous by adding more requirements to it. To say that 

you need a license, major and then a test or a portfolio, is adding an extra requirement that I 

believe accomplishes very little in terms ensuring quality education for our kids. 

, . ...-"'; We don't need to be periodically or even for a given time, and saying to the teachers there, we 

need to know that you are doing a competent job so take another test to be sure, or if you don't 

want. to do that, do a portfolio. Because we need to be sure. Our teachers are tested daily by 

their students. and tc.sted annually by a principal, Then suggest ways for the teacher to grow and 

improve. 

Urge a DO NOT PASS to this legislation. 

Closed hearing on HB 1181, (2426) 
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2003 HOUSE STANDING COMMmEB MINUTES 

House Education Committee BILL'RBSOLUTION NO. HB 1181 

CJ Conference Committee 

Hearing Date Fcbtuary 10, 2003 

T :Nwnber Side A SideB 2 Meter# c==--_____;T ___ .!,_X __ +----=:J=~1~1600 

CommJttee Clerk Si 

Minutes: Cbalrman Kellcb opened HB 1181 

Rep. Hanson motioned for a DO NOT PASS, Rep. Jon Nelson seconded the motion 

discussion: none 

Roll vote, 14-0-0, Chairman Kelsclz will carry the bill to the floor. 
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BMI/Reaolutlon No.: HB 1181 

FISCAL NOTE 
RequNted by Leglllltlve Council 

01/02/2003 

1A. IW. flaoal .tr.ct: /dent/rt the .tale fiscal ef'fect and the fiscal effect on agency apptt1prlatlons compared to 
fund~ ltJvela and annWVM,..t/oM antJoj led und&r current low. 

2001-2003 Blennlwn 2003-2005 Biennium 2005-2007 Biennium 
Generaa Othet Fund9 General OltMtr Funds Genetal other Funds 

Fund Fund Fund 

2001•2003 Bltnnlum 2003-2005 Biennium 2005-2007 Biennium 
School School 8ohool 

Dlatrlcta Dlatrlcta D.trlcts 

2. Narnttve: Identify the aspects of the measure which cause fiscal Impact and Include any comments relevant to 
-,our ana/ys/8. 

3. State tllCIII en.ct detail: For Information shown under state fiscal etreot In 1A, please: 
A. ~: Exp/sin the revenue ,mounts. Provide dlJtal, when appropriate, for each ~venue type and 

fund affected and any smounts Included In the executive budget. 

e. ExpendlturN: Explain the expendHure amounts. Provide detaH, when appropriate, for each agency, line 
Item, and fund affected and the number of FTE position., affected. 

C. Appropriations: Explain the appropriation amounts. Provide detail, when appropriate, of the fi1ffect on 
the blerrnlal appropriation for each agency and fund aflectod and any am,unts Included In the t,>tet1utlvt 
budget. lndlctltfl the relationship between the amounts shown for expenditures and appropriations. 

ame: 
hone Number: 

gency: Publlo Instruction 
ate Prepared: 01/09/2003 -----
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Date: /)!Jo/ D3 
Roll Call Vote#: I 

2003 BOUSE ST ANDING COMMITIIE ROLL CALL VOTES 

HOUie 

BILL/RESOLUTION NO, 

)/8'! BOUSE EDUCATION Committee 

□ Check here for c.ont'ermce Committee 

Legislative Council Amendment Number 

Action Taken Dg~ 
Motion Made By -+-A--/1.r,..a.,,ia::A-<oJ:u..&.:::::...-- Seconded By _,.;__N--=~~.,:__:__=-----

RanNNlltadvel Yea No RenNNDtadvn Yet No 
Chairman Keltch v 
R.eo,Johmon V 
R.eo.Nelaon I/ 
R.eo.Hus l/ 
Reo.Hawbm V 
R.eo.Herbel L/ 

R.eo, Meier l/ 

R.eo. Norland l 

R.eo. Sitte V' 
Reo.Hansoo V 
R.eo.Hunskor V 
Ila>, Mueller V 
R.eo.Solbem V 
R.eo. Williams v 

Total (Yes) _____ ..:.../...LLf __ No _______ ___:::O:;..___ 

Absent 0 
Floor Assi_gnm_en_t -&---.--:eld,---cfv--------------

lf the vote is on an amendment, briefly indicate intent: 
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Module No: Hll-2M204 
Canftr: R. Ktlloh 
ll'INl1 LC: • TIiie: • 

RIPORT OP STANDING COMMllTI! 
HI 1111: ldUOllllon Comm1ttN lRlo. fl. K.alOh, Chalrnn) recommends DO NOT PAIi 

(14 YEAS, 0 NAYS, 0 ABSl:Nt AND NOT VOTING). HB 1181 wu placed on the 
E:leventh order on the calendar, 

(2) DESK, (3) COMM Page No. 1 

I 



r ' 

L 

2003 nstIHon· 

·sa 11a1 

,;• 

.. 

The 1forotrlf)flfc iNOtl on thf, ffl111 art accurate reprocb,tfont of recordt •tfwrtd to Nodtrn Jnfo,wtlon tytt .. for Mfct'oftl■fno and 
wtrt fflMd fn th• rt1Ul1r cOYrH of buttnu1, Th• phototrtphtc prootH 111Ht1 1tandtrdt of the AMerfcan National ltandardl Jnetf tutt 
(AMII) for 1rct,fv1l 11fcrofftM, NOYree, If the fttMld ,.,. •v• ,. let• leolblt than thf• Notfct, ft,. M to th• quelttv of tht 
~ being ffllllld, ~ fil) 

1,':b,,1, ~ ~ 
Operator•• •~ 

' ') 
I 

J 

J 



r 
I I, 

I , 

' 

i ' l 

I~ 
l 
! 
i 

TESTIMONY ON HB 1181 
HOUSE EDUCATION COMMITTEE 

January 15, 2003 
By Greg Gallagher, Education Improvement Director 

Department or Publlc Instruction 
328-1838 

Madam Chair and Members of the House Education Committee: 

Madam Chair, I am Greg Gallagher, Director of Education Improvement within 

the Department of Public Instruction. I am here to support HB 1181 and to offer an 

amendment. 

The Department of PubHc Instruction drafted HB 1181 10 order to place before 

the Legislative Assembly a vehicle to advance the policy discussion of teacher 

qualification in North Dakota raised by the No Child Left Behind Act (NCLBA). The State 

must amend in some fashion its current teacher qualification law in order to appropriately 

accommodate the provisions of the NCLBA and to assure a just and equitable manner of 

certifying to the qualification of all teachers within the State. Our common goal is two­

fold: (1) to ensure that all students within North Dakota are exposed to the fulJ benefits or 
a fully qualified teacher, regardless of their field, and (2) to accord to teachers a 

meaningful and leaming .. appropriate means of achieving and demonstrating these 

qualifications. 

Framing the issue. 

Let us begin first with two salient, although sometimes uncomfortable. assertions: 

(1) Although North Dakota has been blessed with a number of truly talented and 

qualified teachers who are able to translate their passion for education to their students, 

not all teachers who instruct our students have sufficient content knowledge to teach in 

the area in which they are assigned or are simply unable to communicate their material to 

their students. It is likely that many fonner students, or parents who engage in their 

students' learning, or students themselves might testify to this assertion. 

(2) Despite the commendable rrutking of our students' academic achievement over 

the years, our overall achievement levels have remained flat and substantially below our 

HB 1181 l January 1 s. 2003 
Department of PubHc Instruction 
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own expectations for proficiency, A simple review of our recent 2001-02 state 

assessment results (refer to Appendix A) and historical data from the National 

Assessment of Education Progren will bear this out. We simply can no tonger assert that 

our results are good enough. It cannot be supported by the data that our instructional 

infrastructure is fulfilling the needs of our students. What contributes to a student's 

ability to achieve academically is a complicated affair, with a variety of interreJated 

factors. However, if, as research confinns, the teacher constitutes the single biggest 

influence, aside from parents, over the uJtimate achievement levels of our students, then 

we are well advised to attend to the fundamental qualifications we expect of our teachers 

and then to support fully aU teachers to attain those qualifications. 

Accommodating the requirements of NCLBA.. 

The passage of the NCLBA has thrust upon the State an issue of great import 

regarding our statutory definition of a qualified teacher. According to NCLBA, the State 

must en&ct policy to meet the requirements of hig.ltly qualified teachers or risk a reduction 

.,,,---.. ! of its Title I funding. Attached is the definition of a highly qualifled teicher within the 

",- / NCLBA (refer to Appendix B). 

Given the merits of the case, the Department of Public Instruction believes it is in 

the best fong .. tenn interest of our students to meet not only the requirements of the 

NCLBA but to restructure the State's cunent licensure law to establish parity among all 

the State•s educators regarding qualifications. 

Cunently, approximately 28% of the core course sections taught in North Dakota 

public schools are taught by teachers outside their academic major. If the goal is to assure 

that an students have the benefit of a teacher who has a sufficient command of the 

subject, as we currently define through a major, then the State must provide a means by 

which these teachers can meet or demonstrate their competence in the field in a manner 

that accommodates their teaming style. 

As identified within Appendix c. the NCLBA identifies certain "core" academic 

subjects that require instruction from a highly qualified teacher. If the State were to 

implement the highly qualified provision for only those teachers identified within the 

NCLBA. then the State would be in the position of establishing a two .. tiered teacher 
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qualification policy: (1) those teachers defined as highJy qualified and (2) those teachen 

who do not meet this definition of highly qualified. We will create a scenario with 

adjoining classrooms staffed with teachers with differing qualifications, The Department 

believes that this disparity in inherently inequitable and eff ective)y establishes an 

instruc:ional caste system. To remedy this situation, the Department has proposed HB 

1181. 

What HB 1181 accomplishes. 

Appendix Coffers a side-by-side comparison of the highly qualified teacher 

provisions within the NCLBA and those proposed within HB 118]. This chart will 

illustrate the relative impact of both proposals and offer a reference point for any other 

proposals that the Committee may consider. I will present an extemporaneous overview 

of this chart and the various elements of HB 118 t. 
The proposal within HB 1181 is more proactive than the NCLBA in that it applies 

the highly qualified teacher criteria to all teachers statewide, not just those within "core" 

areas. This appJication of qualification criteria is intended to establish equality among all 

teachers regarding the demonstration of competence. The Department believes that parity 

is a principle that must be addressed within the State's unifonn policy of qualifications. 

The proposal within HB 1181 makes generous use of a State portfolio evaluation 

that allows teachers ample latitude in demonstrating their content competence, as defined 

by the Ed.ucation Standards and Practices Board1 . 

The Department has prepared four technica1 amendments· that build unifonnity 

among HB 1181 's sections. These amendment are included at the end of this testimony 

and address the following matters: 

• The first amendment places within the definitions section, a definition for 

"major.,, This definition opens a teacher's preparations to include a major within 

the subject, a graduate degree within the subjectt coursework equivaJent to an 

undergraduate major within the subject. or advanced certification or credentialing 

within the subject. 

• The second and third amendments eliminate any reference to "minors" within 

State Jaw. In order to teach, a teacher must hold a major or an endorsement. 

HB USJ 3 January 1 S, 200~ 
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• The fourth amendment includes the option of a State portfolio evaluation for 

kindergarten and grades 1-6. 

A request to deliberate and craft a good and just bill. 

The Department understands that this bill has drawn the attention \)f educators 

statewide. The Department similarly acknowledges that thr. issue of teacher qualification 

hits at the heart of the State's expectations for itself as a leaming community. This ifsue 

is far too important to rush. The Department respectfuUy requests that the House 

Education Committee hold this bill, compare it with other drafts that will emerge in the 

near future, and carefulJy deliherate the merits of all. AU interests must be considered in 

the crafting of a good and just legislative proposal. 

Whatever form this proposal may finally take, this legislation should address 

minimalJy the f otlowing principles: 

• Parity. To the fullest extent practicable, provisions defining hjghly qualified 

teachers should apply tL· alJ teachers and constitute a uniform state licensure 

policy. 

~ Accommodations to teachers. Any state policy on highly qualified teachers should 

provide both ample time au<l the appropriate and preferred manner of expressing 

competencies for each teacher. 

• A clear and consistent commitment to excellence. Any state policy on highly 

qualified teachers should reflect the highest aspirations and the recognized content 

competencies as defined by the education profession. 

Madam Chair, as we enter into the work of crafting a new state policy on teacher 

qualifications, as the various interest groups present their proposals, and as this 

Committee approaches its final vote, alJ parties should pause to recognize two distinct 

voices: 

HB J 181 

- the voice of one who has claimed their rightful place among a community of 

Jeamers, who, with the aid and assistance of a caring, competent teacher, has 

recognized a world of unlimited possibilities; 
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.. and another voice, halting for a lack of confidence or tragical1y muted because 

they have never been introduced to, never been taught, the wonders of learning or 

the experience of their own immeasurable potential. 

Good teachers matter greatly. 

Madam C11air, this completes my testimony, I am pleased to address any 

questions raised by the Committee, Thank you. 

Page 1, line 14: 

Page 3, line 24: 

Page 4, line l 0: 

Page 1, line 19 

HB 1181 

Proposed Amendments to SB l 181 

after "classroom. 0 insert, 

3. "Major" means major within the subject. graduate degree 

within the subject, coursework eguivalent to an undergraduate 

major within the subject, or advanced certification or credentialing 

within the subject. 

after 44major0
, delete "or mil10f", 

after "major,e", delete 0 or miB01". 

delete page 1, line 19 ,hrough page 2, line 19 and insert the 

following and number accordingly, 

"1. In order to teach kindergarten, an individual must+ 

a-: be Hcensed to teach by the education standards and 

practices board or approved to teaeh by the 

education standards aad,praetiees board and have a 

kindergor48H an early childhood education major_Q[ 

endorsement; Of and have either: 

&-:..!t, Be lioensed to 1eaeh by have demonstrated, 10 the 

satisfaction of the education and practices board !f 

am,rew~El to teaeh by the ed1:1eation st@ndar~s aa4 

January IS, 2003 
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HB 1181 

b, 

praedees board Mui demoAstrate to the satisfaedon 

of the edlteation sttmdafds an(I praetiees beard that 
the iedividMel will obtahi 8 JdRderganen 

endorsement withiR two years from the eate ef the 
assi gHme~t •o teaoh-by passjng a state test. subject 
knowJedge and teaching skills in the areas of the 
kindergarten curriculum; or 
Demonstrated competence in all academic subjects 

in which the teacher teaches based on a uniform 

state standard portfolio evaluation administered by 

the education standards and practices board. 

In order to teaeh any instruct in a self-contained cJassroom 

ru grade from one through eight-six. an individual must+ 

a-: be licensed to teach by the education standards and 

practices boa1 ri er ~pro•fied to teaeh by the 

ed1:1eatien standttrds and praetiees boflfEI and have a 

major, a Blinor, or an endorsement ia elementary 

education major or endorsement; er- and have 

either: 

lr. !h Be licensed to teaeh by hiw-e~monstrated, to the 

satisfaction of the education standards and practices 

board or appro,•ed to teach by the educatioti 

standards aad practices board that the ifldwidual 

win obtain an Pndersement in passing a state test. 

subject kuowledge and teachin_g skills in reading. 

writing. mathematics, and other areas of basic 

elementary education within two years from the 

date of the assignment to teaoh any ~rade from one 

through·ei-ght schootcurriculum; or 

nemonstrated competence in all academic subjects 

in whfoh the teacber teaches based on 2 unifonn 

6 January 1 S, 2003 
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Page 4, line 27 

HD I 181 

state standard portfoUo evaluation administered by 

the education standards and practices board.u 

after "teacher", insert 

"Se.zdon 4. Any tr-acher who files for a new or renewing lice.DG 

with the education standards and pracdces board after July 1. 2006. 

must meet the provisions of sections 15.1 -18-02 and 1 S.l-18,-03.n 

? January JS, 2003 
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APPENDIX A 

North Dakota Assessme11t System 

Student Achievement Results 
2001-02 

,. . o,'i. 
' • I!.\~~) .. 

Perr ormance 
Level 

Advanced: Demonstrates exemplary 
understanding and exceeds expected 
level of perfomiance. 

Proficient: Demonstrates 
understanding and meets expected 
level of performance. 

PartlaUy Proficient: Demonstrates 
an emerging or developing level of 
performance. 

Novice: Attempt made; lack of 
understanding evident. 

' ,, ' .. ', ,, ' . ! . )·'., 

' .: 

Performance 
Level 

Advanced: Demonstrates 8)(emplary 
understanding and exceeds expected 
level of performance. 

Proficient: Demonstrates 
understanding and meets expected 
level of performance. 

Partially Proficient: Demonstrates 
an emerging or developing level of 
performance. 

Novice: l\hempt made; lack of 
understanding \\Wldent. 

Department of Public Instruction 
HB 1181 

Readib2 ·· 
I Grade Level 

4 8 

21% 16o/n 

53% SO% 

18% 20% 

8% 13% 

Mathematic• . 
Grade Level 

4 8 

19% 10% 

38% 32% 

29% 45%, 

14'% 12% 

, .!: ( ,. 

12 

19•;. 

31% 

--
l6°/4 

22% 

\\•'',-'1'' C 

,,,, 

12 

13¾ 

20% 

41% 

25% 
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APPENDIX B 

(23) HlGHLY QUALIFIED .. The tenn highly qualified' -
(A) when used with respect to any public elementary school or 
secondary school teacher teaching in a State, means that -

(i) the teacher has obtained full State certification os a 
teacher (including certification obtained through alternative 
routes to certification) or passed the State teacher Ucensing 
examination, and holds a Hcense to teach in such State, 
except that when used with respect to any teacher teaching 
in a public charter school, the tenn means that the teacher 
meets the requirements set forth in the State's public charter 
school law; and 
(ii) the teacher has not had certification or licensure 
requirements waived on an emergency, temporary, or 
provisional basis; 

(B) when used with respect to -
(i) an elementary school teacher who is new to the 
profession, means that the teacher -

(I) holds at least a bachelor's degree; and 
(II) has demonstrated, by passing a rigorous State 
test, subject knowledge and teaching skills in 
readi11g, writing, mathematics, and other areas of 
the basic elementary school curriculum (which may 
consist of passing a State .. required certification or 
licensing test or t•;!sts in reading, writing, 
mathematics, and other areas of the basic 
elementary school curriculum); or 

(ii) a middle or secondary school teacher who is new to the 
profession, means that the teacher holds at least a 
bachelor's degree and has demonstrated a high level of 
competency in each of the academic subjects in which the 
teacher teaches by -

(I) passing a rigorous State academic subject test in 
each of the academic subjects in which the teacher 
teaches (which may consist of a passing level of 
perforrnance on a StateMrequired certification or 
lice· sing test or tests in each of the academic 
subjects in which the teacher teilches); or 
{II) successful completion, in each of the academic 
subjects in which the teacher teaches, of an 
academic major, a graduate degree, coursework 
equivalent to an undergraduate academic major, or 
advanced certification or credentialing; and 

(C) when used with respect to an 1ementary, middle, or secondary 
school tenr.her who is not new to the profession, means that the 
teacher holds at least a bachelor's degree and -

I 
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(i) has met the applica1 ,Je standard in clause (i) or (ii) )f 
subparagraph (B), which includes an option for u test; or 
(ii) demonstrates competence in all the academic subjects 
in which the teacher teaches based on a high objective 
uniform State standard of evaluation that -

(I) is set by the State for both grade appropriate 
academic subject matter knowledge and teaching 
skills; 
(II) is aligned with challenging State academic 
content and student academic achievement 
standards and developed in consultation with core 
content specialists, teachers. principals, and school 
administrators; 
(Ill) provides objective, coherent information about 
the teacherts attainment of core content knowledge 
in the academic subjects in which a teacher teaches· 
(IV) is applied unifonnly to all teachers in the sarn~ 
academic subject and the same grade level 
throughout the State; 
(V) takes into consideration, but not be based 
primarily on, the time the teacher has been teaching 
in the academic subject; 
(VJ) 1s made avaiJable to the public upon req· uest· 
and ' 
(VII) may involve multiple, objective measures of 
teacher competency, 
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APPENDIX C 

Polfcy Comparfso11 

No CbUd Left Behind Act vs. HB 1 l 81 

-Issue NCLBA HB 1181 
(I) Su;Jec" or dlk:iplln- • Title I teachers All subject areas, except trade, 
cover· within legislation. • Special education teacher& Industrial, technical, and health 

• Elementary teachers which are llcen~ed through the State 
• Core secondary teachers (i.e., English, Board for Vocational and Technl0al 
reading or languase arts, mathematics, Educatlon, 
science, foreign languages, civics and 
govemment, economics, ,ru, history, and 
Jteom-aohy) 

(2) NEW Kindersarten - License; • Ucensej 
• Bachelor1s degree; and • Major or endorsement In earl) 
-Test childhood educatf on; and 

• Test 
(3) Nor NEW Kindergarten - License; • License; 

- Bachelor's degree; 1md • Major or endorsement In early 
• Test, or childhood education; and 
major, graduate degree, coursework • Test, or 
equivalent to an undergraduate major, or Slate portfoJlo evaluation, as 
advanced certlflcation or credentla11ngi or Identified within the amendment 
State Evaluation 

(4) NEW Elementary • Licen1e; • LiCCJISCj 
• Bachelor's degree: and • Major or endorsement in elementary 
-Test education or endorsement; and 

----($) NOT NEW Grades J-61 • License; 
.. Test 
• Licensei 

self-contained cl.lss1t•om • Ba~helor's degree; and • Major or endorsement In elementary 
• Test, or ~duc:atlon; and 
major. graduate degree1 coursework • Test, or 
equivalent to an undergraduate major, or State portfolio evaluation, as 
advanced certification 01 credentialing; or Identified within the amendment, 
State Evaluation 

(6) NEW Middle-Level • License • License; 
• Bachelor's degree; and ~ Major or endorsement In middle• 
- Test, or level or elementary education; and 
major, graduate degree, coursework • Test 
equivalent to an undergrarluate major, or 
advanced certllicatlon or credentlalimz 

(7) NOT NEW Middle• • License • License; 
levef/J'unior High, Grades 5-8 • Bachelor's degree; and • Major or endorsement in middle-
span • Test, or level; and 

major1 graduate degree, coursework - Test, or 
equivalent to an undergraduate major, or State portfolio evaluation 
advanced certification or credentialing; or 
State Evaluation 

(8) NOT NEW Grades 5, 61 7, • License; • License; 
8 • Bachelor's degree; and • Major in each content areaj and 

• Test, or • Test, or 
major, graduate degree, coursework State portfollo evaluation 
equivalent to an u,idergraduate major, or 
aJv11nced certification ot crtdentialingi or 
State Evaluation 

HB 1181 1 January, 2003 
Department of Public Instruction 
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--Issue NCLBA HB 1181 
(9) NOT NEW Oradcis K-8, foreign lanauase, arts, speof al education, All areas Included 
fncludln1: mu1lc must comply with the followfn1: • License; 
specl1I education, foreign • Major; and 
languages, arts, music, • License; -Test, or 
phyafe1t eoul!atlon, buslneu • B1chelor1s dteree; and State portfolio evaluation 
education, computer education • Test, or 

major, graduate degree, coursework 
equivalent I<> an undergraduate ~or, or Eminence credential •NIA 
advanced certifhiatfon or credentialing; or 
State Evaluation 

business education: does 11ot apply 
computer education: does not apply 
physical education: doe$ not apply 

(10) NEW Secondary • License • License; 
- Bachelor's Degree; and • Major; and 
•· Test, or • Teat 
major, graduate degree, coursework 
equh•atcnt to an undergraduate m,tjor1 or 
advanced certification or crcdentiaHng 

(t I) NOT NaW Secondlt')' • License • License; 
• Bachelot1s degree; and • MaJon and 
-Test, or • Test, or 
major, graduate dtigrce, coursework State portfolio evaluation 
equlva1etll to an undergraduate major, or 
advanced certification or credentialing; or 
State Evaluation .. 

HB J 18J 2 January, 2003 
Department of Public Instruction 
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Testimony In Opposition to House BIii 1181 
House Education Committee, Representative RaeAnn Kel1oh, Chair 

January 1 s. 2003, 8:30 a.m. 

Madam Chair and members of the House Education Committee, My name Is Dean U. 
Koppelman and I am the Superintendent of the the Dickinson Public School District. I also 
serve on the North Dakota Education Standards and Practices Board. I am speaking today 
for my District and the Education Standards and Practices Board In opposition to House BIil 
1181. 

There are two major components to HB 1181 wl1h which we disagree, 

1) The provision that all teachers currently In the field and meeting the "highly 
qualified" standard In NO CHILD LEFT BEHIND be mandated to demonstrate 
competency by testing or other means Is not right. This goes beyond the scope of 
federal leglsfatfon. 

2) The provision that all middle level and secondary teachers In every 
academic content area be mandated to have a major or a demonstration of 
competency also goes be~ond the federal leglslatron. NO CHILD LEFT BEHIND 
only requires that slandard for ten specific subject areas, 

If thit bill passes Into law, every teacher currently teaching In North Dakota, regardless of 
their qualifications, will be required to tal<e a test or demonstrate competency In another 
form. Additionally, teachers In fields not Identified In NO CHILD LEFT BEHIND would also 
be required to have a major or demonstrate competency. This Is excessive and 
unwarranted • 

The Education Standards and Practices Board Is drafting a plan that addresses the " highly 
qualified" provision In NO CHILD LEFT BEHIND that does not go beyond the federal 
mandates. I woutd urge you to support that effort. 

We already have a teacher shortage In North Dakota in many subject areas. HB 1181 will 
exacerbate the problem. 

Please give HB 1181 a do not pass and consider the Educational Standards and 
Practlces Board approach to addressing the issues of teacher quality in North Dakota 
mandated in NO CHILD LEFT BEHIND. 

Thank you Madam Chair. I would be willing to answer any questions the committee may 
have. 

Submitted by Dean U. Koppelman 
Superintendent, Dickinson Public Schools 
Board member, Education Standards and Practices Board 

: •ic,t~•f fc .. ~IIIIN on thl• fft• 11•• 1ccurate reptocl,ctfona of recordt dtlfverlld to Modern lnfo.-.tfon Sytt .. for Mfcroffl•frw Md 
re -· "tmr NIUl•r cour1t of busifneu. The photo;rephfc procttt 111ttt, atendtrda of the AMerfcan ti11tfonel standerdt rn1tftutt 

i,.~8!l~fober •frchfval MfcrofflM. NOTICE'f If the ffllllld f11119t ibpve f1 leaa legtblf than thft Notfce, ft ft due to the quality of the 
-• Of fllNd, 

0 ~\{ -~~ b 1d&-1;;;} 

I 

J 
If 1 «· 'La 



r 
l 

I 
i Department of Public Instruction 
I 
I 

600 E Boulevard Ave., Dept, 201, Bismarck, NO '58505•04'40 
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http:llwww.dpl,1t•te.nd.u, 

Dr. W•~ o. 1,n,tHd 
8t1t1 81.1ptrlnt1ndtnt 

TO: Mark Puppe 

FROM: Greg GaJJagher, Education Improvement Director (328-1838) 

SUBJECT: North Dakota Assessment Development Schedule ,:,<,/ 

DATE: January l S, 2003 

I write in response to your January 14 inquiry regarding the State's development schedule 
of its statewide student assessments. 

I have attached pages 3- J 6 of our Shne ConsoHdated AppJication that was submftted to 
the United Stated Department of Education as requirement for our state's approval to 
receive federal funding. This report outlines the schedule for the development of our state 
content standards. achievement standards, assessments, and associated activities. 

If you have any questions concerning this material, please do not hesitate to contact me, J 
wish you all the best 

School for the Dt•f 
Dtvlls L•k•, ND 
1701) 682·9000 

School for the Bllnd 
Grand Forks, ND 
f'701) 79&•2700 

Stat, Llbra,y 
Blsnmclc,NO 
(701) 328•2412 
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The number of students who drop out of school, disaggregated by race, ethnicity, gend4'r, 
dlsablllty status, migrant statue, English proficiency, and status as eccinomlcally 
disadvantaged and calculatad In the same manner as used In the Natlonal Center fo, 
Education E:•atlstlcs repor1s on Common Cor1 of Data. 

PART II, STATE ACTIVITIES TO IMPLEMEN.i ~SEA PROGRAMS 

1. Describe the State's system of standards, asset:,~mentsi and accountablllty and provide evidence 
that It meets tho roq'1lrements of the e,SEA. 

a. Provide a tlmollne of major milestones for either adopting chslleng!"'g content standards In 
read/nghsnguage arls and mathemtJtlcs et each grade level for grades 3 thrt,,ugh 8 or 
dlssemlnetlng grade-level expectations for readlng/11Jngusge arls and mathematics for grsdes 3 
through B to LEAs and schools If the State's academic confenl standards cover more than one 
grade le ve/. 

North Dakota, through an agreement with the U.S. Department of Education, has established Ein 
assessment waiver plan to bring North Dakota Into full ,;:ompllance with ESEA, Section 1111(b)(1) 
requirements, This waiver plan. approved through August 2003, can be accessed ot the followlng 
web site: b!!Q;//www,dpl.state,nd,us/t~sUngla~sess/plan,pdf, 

North Dakota state law (NOCC 16.1-02•04.3) places responslblllty for the development of State 
academic content standards with the Slale Superintendent (http://www,state,nd,us/lr{). Tl'l~ 
NDDPI has developed and adopted academic content stljlndards In mathematics 
(http;//www.dpLstate.nd.uslstandard/contentlmaJ11.ru;ID and Engllsh language arts 
(http;//www.dpl.stato1nd,11s/s1andard/cont{!nt/engllsb,pdf), These Str1te content standards have 
been developed at grades 4, 8, and 12 In accordance with the North Dakota Standards and 
Assessment Development Protocols (hjji1://~ww.dpl, state .nr,f, us/standard/contenVjoc ,pdO, North 
Dakota mathemetrcs and English tanb 1ge at1s academic content standards meet the 
requirements of section 1111 (b)(1 ), 

A Slate-level advisory commltlee consisting of LEA and SEA repmsentatlves. titled the 
Standards, Assessment, learning and TeElchlng (SALT) Team, oversees all standards 
development committee work. North Dakota's standards development proloco!s currently are 
being revised by the SALT Team to Incorporate Improvements Into the development process and 
to accommodate the development of grade-It.wet content e)(peclatlons In grades 3, 5, 6, and 7. 

North Dakota wlll continue to use adopted content standards as the basis for statewide 
assessments at grades 4, 8, and 12 In accordance with section 1111 (b)(1 ), In addition, North 
Dakota wlll expand Its statewide assessments Into grades 3, 5, 6, and 7, In accordance with 
section 1111(b)(1) by 2005-061 based on stale•deflned, grade-level content expectations In 
reading/English language arts and mathematics. These grade-level content expectations wlll be 
developed and adopted In accordance with North IJakota's standards development protocols. 

North Dakota proposes to accompllsh these alms l.,~:sed on the followlng development schedule, 

rcft delf td to Nodtrl'I Jnfol'llltlon SVtt• for •icfofH•fna end 
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De\ltfopment Schedule for 
Mathematic• and Readlng/Englf1h Langu•M · 

Oradt•Level Content E>c1>ect1t!on11 Grad1t1 3. 5. 8, end 7 
Date Activity Evidence 
June,2002 Norlh Dal<ota Standards and Assessment General release of protocols to 

Development Protocols revised by state SALT schools and the publlc and the 
Team to accommodate development of grade- placement of document on 
level expectatlonr-; and to update standards and Stete website, 
assessment E!rocedures, 

June, 2002 Initiate formallon of grade-level e)(pectatlon1 Contract signed from 
drafting committees In accordance with State prospective committee 
protocols. Committees to develop expectations members, Placement of 
for grades 3, 5, 6, and 7 to allgn committee membership on 
developmentally to State content standards at State website, 
0rE1des 4, e, &nd 12. 

July, 2002 Initiate development process steps to develop Development documentation 
grade•level expectations ror grades 3, 6, 6, and required to confirm adherence 
7 In accordance with State protocols. to State orotocol1. 

July- Grade-level expectations drafting committees First draft of grade-level 
October, 2002 meet to construct first draft of expectations. e)(pectatlons constructed In 

accotdAnce with State 
protocols. 

October, 2002 First draft of grade-level expectations formatted First draft placed on State 
In accordance with State protocols and released website, Call for revisions 
10 public for comment. forwarrled to schools and the 

public according to State 
protocols, 

December, Public comments complled and disseminated to Publlc comments cornpfled and 
2002 grade-level expectations drafting committee for placed on State website. 

review, Summary documentation 
forwarded to committee 
membership, 

January• Second draft of grade-level expectations drafted SecMd draft placed on Slate 
February, by committee membership, Draft forwarded to webs11e, Draft reviewed and 
2003 SALT Team for review In accordance with State marked-up by SALT Team. 

protocols. 
February- Grade-level expectations committee reviews Third draft placed on State 
March, 2003 SALT Team's recommendations. Cl)mrnlttee website, 

prepares third draft of arade•level e)(pectatlons. 
March• Aprll, SALT Team reviews third draft for £Jdherence to Thltd draft reviewed and 
2003 State protocols, SALT Team offers revised by SALT Team In 

recommendation for adoption/rejection of accordance to prolocols, SALT 
grade-level 8)(pectatlons to State Team drafts final proposal of 
Suoerlntendent. acceotance/relectlon, 

Aprll, 2003 NDDPI prepares final draft of grade,level Final draft format completed, 
expectatlono ror review by State f~uperlntendent 
and offers independent recommendation for 
acceptanee/relectlon of document. 

May, 2003 Slate Superintendent approves/rejects final Letter of finding M(J 
draft of grade-level 8)(pectatlons. approval/rejection by the State 

Suoerlntendent, 

At the completion of this process, North Dakota wlll have adopted academic content standards In 
mathemallcs and reading/English language arts at grades 41 81 1:.,nd 12, and grade-level content 
expectations at grades 3, 5, 6, and 7. 
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b, Provide a tfmellne of major milestones for adopting challenging academic content standard• 
In science that meet the requirements of section 1111 (b)(1). 

the NDDPI has developed and adopted academic content standards In science 
(bt1Pi(/www.dpl.§tate,nd.us/stand@rd/content/sclence,pdf), These State content standard& have 
been developed at grades 4, 8, and 12 In accordance with the North Dakots Stendards and 
Assessment Development Protocols lbttp:/[www.dpl.state.nd.us/standard/content/toa.pdf), North 
Oakok.1 science academic content standards meet the requirements of section 1111(b)(1). 

North Dakota will allgn Its science assessment to the adopted State science content standards at 
grades 4, 8, and 12 In accordance with section 1111(b)(1 ), In addition, North Dakota wlll plan to 
e)(pand, voluntarlly, Its statewide science assessments Into grades 3, 5, 6, and 7 by 2007-20081 

based on State-defined, grade•level content e>cpectatlons, These grade~level content 
e>cpectatlons will be developed and adopted In accordance with the North Dakota Standards and 
Assessment Development Protocols. Adherence to the protocols wUI assure that the science and 
grade-level content e>cpectatlons wlll apply to all students, Including LEP students and student, 
with disabilities. Protocols requi, e the broadbased Involvement of all stakeholders and statewide 
dissemination to all LEAS and schools. 

North Dakota proposes to accomplish these alms based on the followlng dt"!Velopment schedule: 

Development Schedule for 
Sctenc.e Grade .. level Content E,ct'ectatlon•, 

Grades 3, 5, 6, and 1 
Date Actlvltv Evidence 
June120')3 North Dakota Standards and Assessment General release of 

Development Protocols revised by state protocols to schools and the 
SALT Team to accommodate development publlc and ti 1e placement of 
of grade-level expectations and to update document on State websHe. 
standards and assessment procedures. 

June,2003 Initiate formation of grade-level Contract signed from 
e)(pectatlons drafting committees In prospective committee 
accordance with State protocols. members. Placement of 
Committees to develop expectations for committee membership on 
grades 3, 5, 6, and 7 to align State website. 
developmentally to State content standards 
al grades 4, 8, and 12. 

July, 2003 Initiate development process stE>ps to Development 
develop grade-level expectations for documentation required to 
grades 31 61 6, and 7 In accordance with confirm adherence to State 
State orotocols. protocols, 

July- Grade-level expectations drafting Flrsl draft of grade-level 
October, committees meet lo construct first draft of expectations constructed In 
2003 e)(pectattons. accordance with State 

protocola, 
October, First draft of grade-level expectations First draft placed on State 
2003 formatted In accordance with State website, Call for revisions 

protocols and released to public for forwarded to schools and 
comrnent. the public according to 

State orotocols. 
December, Publlc comments complied and Public comments compiled 
2003 disseminated to grade•level e)(pectatlons and placed on State 

drafting committee for review. website. Summary 
documentation forwarded to 
committee membershlr>. 
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January- Second draft of grade-level expectations Second draft plAced on 
February, drafted by committee membership. Draft State website, Draft 
2004 forwarded to SALT Team for revlow In reviewed and marked-up by 

accordance with State protocols. SALT Team. 
February- Grade•level expectations committee Third draft placed on State 
Marrh, 2004 reviews SALT Team1s recommendatlone. website, 

Committee prepares third draft of grade-
level e)(pectatlona, 

Merch• April, SALT Team reviews third draft for Third draft reviewed and 
2004 adherence to State protocols. SALT Team revised by SALT Team In 

offers recommendation for accordance to protocols, 
adoption/rejection of grade-level SALT Team drafts final 
e><pectatlons to State Superintendent. proposal of 

acceetance/relectlon, 
Aprll, 2004 NODPI prepares final draft of grade-level Final draft format 

expectations for review by State completed. 
Superintendent and offers Independent 
recommendation for acceptance/rejection 
of document. 

May, 2004 State Superintendent approves/rejects final Letter of finding and 
draft of grade•IEivel expectations. approval/rejection by the 

·-·-- State Superintendent. 

At the t,mplellon of this process, North Dakota will have adopted academic content standards In 
science.,,, grades 4, 8 1 and 12, and grade-level expectations at grades 31 5, 6. and 7. 

c. Prov/d1i a llmeflne of major mllestones for the development end lmpfementatlon, In 
consultation with LEAs, of assessments that meet the requirements of section 1111 (b)(3) In 
the required subjects and grade levels. 

North Dakota, through an agreement with the U.S. Department of Education, has established an 
assessrnen1 waiver plan to bring the State Into full compllance w/th ESEA, Section 1111(b)(1) 
requirements. This waiver plan, approved through August 2003, can be accessed at the followlng 
web site: http://www.dpl.state.nd.us/testlng/assess/plan.pdf. During the 2001-02 school year, 
North Dakota administered Its state assessment and Is on schedule to meet fully all provisions set 
forth within the waiver plan, 

State assessments have been developed and adopted thus far In mathematics and 
reading/language arts at grades 4, 81 and 12 In accordance with North Dakota 1s approved 
assessment waiver agreement and the Norlh Dal<ota Standards end Assessment Development 
Protocols (bttp://www.dpl.state.nd.us/standard/content/toc.pdf). North Dakota wlll proceed to 
develop state assessments In mathematics and readlngnanguage arts at grades 3 through 8 and 
12 by 2005-2006 In accordance with State protocols and section 1111(b)( 1) requirements, North 
Dakota will proceed to develop state assessments In science at grades 4, 8, and 12 by 2007 .. 
2008 In accordance with State pr o1ocols and section 1111 (b)(1) requirements. Addftlonally, No11h 
Dakota wlll expand tis science assessment, voluntarily, at grades 3, 5, 6, and 7 by 2007-2008 In 
accordance with State protocols and section 1111 (b)(1) standards, 

North Dakota proposes to accomplish these alms based on the followlng assessment 
development and Implementation schedule: 
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Development and Implementation Schedule 
For State A11e11rnent1 In Mathematic,, Readfng/Language Art,, 

and Selene,. Grade, 3 throua_h a. and 12 
Date Actlvltv Evidence 
JLme, 2002 The NODPI submits a detalled progress Submission of evidence 

report to the U.S. Department of regarding fundlnQ level 
Education regarding the State'• commitments, contractor 
progress In achieving full compliance technical quality assurance,. 
with section 1111 assessment administration schedullno, 
requirements as proposed In North 
Dakota's assessment waiver agreement 
plan, 

June12002 SALT Team revises State assessment Revised State protocols placed 
protocols to accommodate assessment on NDDPl's website. 
development based on alignment to 

- grade-level content e)(pectatlons. 
June, 2002- The State performs all assessment Evidence of completlon 
August, activities Identified wlthfn assessment Identified within the Stalf" 
2003 waiver agreement with U.S. Department assessment waiver agreement 

of Education. plan with U.S. Department of 
Education, 

October, Followlng completion of development State Superintendent letter of 
2002 activities, Slate adopts achievement approval. Placement of 

standards narratives In science, gradee achievement standards on 
4, 8, and 12, website. 

May, 2003 Following completlon of development State Superintendent letter of 
activities, State adopts gr2.de-level approval. Placement of grade-
content expeclatlons within level content expectations on 
mathematics and Engllsh language arts website. 
for grade$ 3, 5, 6, and 7. 

May, 2003 Followlng completlon of develt)pment State Superintendent letter of 
activities, State adopts achievement approval. Placement of 
standards narratives within achievement slandatds on 
mathematics and English language arts website. 
for arades 3, 5, 6, and 7. 

March-May, The NDOPI prepares RFP NDDPI RFP documentation 
2003 documentation for mathematics and with alignment to Slate 

reading/language arts assessments, assessment development 
Including overview of type of lest to be protocols. 
developed, outline of test blueprint, 
requirements that test Items be field 
tesled/plloted, field testing procedures 
documented, administrators' manual 
developed, and technlcal manual 
developed. RFP released for 
competitive bid process, ,_ 

June,2003 State contracts with asr;essment vendor Signed contract between the 
to begin process to align test Items to NDDPI and selected vendor. 
State grade-level content expectations Tentative 11st of aligned Items 
In mathematics and reading/language for review by State. 
arts at grades 3, 5, 6, and 7. Process 
follows State assessment development 
orotocols. 

June, 2003- Assessment alignment committee Cont, acts for each committee 
Mav 2004 formed from nominated oool of teachers member. Working drafts of 
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statewide to select and align test Item, 
to State content expectations for 
mathematics and reading/language arts 
assessment. Generations of working 
drafts reviewed and updated to assure 
sufficient alignment to and covRrage of 
arade-level ccntent e><oectatlons, 

May, 2004 Following completion of development 
activities, State adopts achievement 
standard& narratives within science for 
grades 3, 5, 6, and 7. 

June,2004 NOOPI reviews final alignment activity 
for mathematics and reading/language 
arts and proposes adoption/rejection of 
allgnment to State Sup,~rlntendent. 

June- Assessment vendor prepares 
December, assessments In anticipation of first 
2004 assessment administration for grades 31 

5. 6, and 7 In mathematics and 
readlnananguago arts. 

March-May, NOOPI prepares RFP documentation 
2004 for science assessments, Including 

overview of type of test to be 
developed. outline of test blueprint, 
requirements that test Items be field 
tested/piloted, field testing procedures 
documented, administrators' manual 
developed, and technltal manual 
developed. RFP released for 
competitive bid proceH, 

June,2004 State contracts with assessment vendor 
to begin process to allon test Items to 
State grade-level content expectations 
In science at grades 31 5, 6, and 7. 
Process follows State assessment 
development protocols, 

June,2004- Assessment alignment committee 
May 2005 formed from nominated pool of teachers 

statewide to select and allgn test Items 
to State content e><pectatlons for 
science assessment. Generations of 
working drafts reviewed and updated to 
assure sufficient alignment to and 
coverage of grade-level content 
e)(pectatlons. 

June- Assessment vendor prepares 
Dece,, 1ber, assessments In anticipation of first 
2005 assessment administration for grades 3, 

5, 6, and 7 In science. 
J£inuary, State conducts series of assessment 
2005 administration training sessions to 

overview State assessment and 
accountablllty system for mathematics 
and readlng/lanauaoe arts. 

March, 2005 First administration of statewide 

' I 
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standards alignment and 
coverage. 

State Superintendent letter of 
approval. Placement of 
achievement standards on 
website. 
Findings and recommendation 
memorandum to State 
Superintendent. 

Preparation of all assessment, 
training, and administration 
materials. 

NOOPI RrP documentation 
with alignment to State 
assessment development 
protocols. 

Signed contract between the 
NOOPI and selected vendor. 
Tentative list of allgned Items 
for review by State. 

Contracts for each committee 
member, Working drafts of 
standards allgnment and 
coverage. 

Preparallon of all assessment. 
training, and administration 
materials, 

Statewide and reglonal training 
sessions, Dissemination of 
support mate, lals. Placement 
of all materials on website. 

Submission of all assessments 

11le •f O".'tlf".-f o f..,.. on thf • ff l• ,,.. accwat odYe f f 
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assessment& In mathematics and for sco, Ing and reporting, 
reading/language arts, grades 3 through Grade 12 assessment scoring 
8. Grade 12 assessment conducted In and reporting conducted In 
November. 2004. December, 200-t. 

July, 2005 M&rch 2005 student assessment data In Cut•polnt activities conducted 
mathematics and reading/language arts according to State protocot,. 
undergoes cut-point standards setting. Result, used for student and 
Achievement standards determined accountability system reports. 
based on process. Adequate yearfy 
progress markers set, 

September, Performance reports Issued on results Release of results to students 
2006 of 2005 mathematics and and parents, Release of 

reading/language assessment school, district, and state 
administration, Results disseminated to results. 
all parties. 

September, Adequate yearly progress determination Published results of student 
2005 conducted, Results published. · performance and adeqt.. ,te 

yearly progress reports, 
September, State conduc~s second year of Production of all materials and 
2005- May, statewide assessments In mathematics publication of all results as 
2006 and reading/language arts at grades 3 Identified within St£ile 

through 8 and 12. State meets all protocols. 
requirements for mathematics and 
reading/language arts assessments In 
accordance with section 1111 (b M 1 ), 

January, Stattt conducts series of assessment Statewide and reglonai training 
2006 administration training sessions to sessions, Dissemination of 

overview State assessment and support materlals. Placement 
accountablllty system for science. of all materials on websltA. 

March, 2006 First administration of statewide Submission of all assessments 
assessments In science. grades 3 for scoring and reporting. 
through 8, Grade 12 assessment Grade 12 assessment scorlr.g 
conducted In November, 2005. and reporting conducted In 

December 2005, 
July, 200A March 2006 student assessment data In Cut-point activities conducted 

science undergoes cut-point standards according to State protocols. 
setting, Achievement standards Results used for stud~nt and 
determined based on process, accountablllty system reports. 
Adeauate vearlv progress markers set. 

September, Performance reports Issued on results Release of results to students 
2006 of 2006 science assessment and parents. Release of 

administration. Results disseminated to school, district, and state 
all parties. results. 

September, Adequate yearly progress determination Published results of student 
2006 conducted. Results published. performance and adequate 

yearly prooress reports. 
September, State conducts second year of Production of all materials and 
2006· May, statewide assessments In science at publlcatlon of all results as 
2007 grades 3 through Band 12, State meets Identified within State 

all requirements for science protocols, 
assessments In accordance with 
section 1111(b)(1), 

At the completion of this process, North Oakota will have completed the development and 
lmplementatlon of State assessments In mathematics, reading/language arts, and science at 
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grades 3 through 8 and 12 one year In advance of federal requirements, The State assessments 
will have met all requirements set within State assessment development protocols and section 
1111(b)(1). 

d. Provide s tlmellne of major milestones for setting, In consultation with LEAs, academia 
achievement standards In mathematics, reed/nglfangusge arts, and science that meet the 
requirements of section 1111(b)(1). 

The State of North Dakota has developed and adopted academic achievement standards In 
mathernatlcs (http:/lwww,dpl.state,nd.ys/§tandard/performllnde)(,Shtm) and Engllsh language arts 
(http://www.dpl.state,nd.us/standard/perfc,rm/lndex,shtro), These State achievement standard, 
have been developed at grades 4, 8, and 12 In accordance with North Dakota's content and 
achievement standards protocols (http://www.dpl.s1a1e,nd.us/stalidard/contenVloc,pdO, North 
Dakota mathematics and Engllsh language arts academic achievement standards meet the 
requirements of section 1111 (b )( 1 ), North Dakota's achievement &tandards In science will be 
completed by fall 2002, In accordance with State standards development protocols and section 
1111(b)(1) requirements. 

North Dakota wllf continue to use adopted achievement standards as the basis for statewide 
assessments at grades 41 81 and 12 In accordance with section 1111 (b )(1 ), In addition, Morth 
Dakota will expand Its statewide assessments Into grades 3, 6, 6, and 7 In mathematics and 
reading/English language arts, In accordance with section 1111 (b )( 1) by 2005-06, based on 
State•deflned, grade-level achievement standards. Addltlonally, North Dakota wlll expand ltt 
statewide assessments, voluntarlly, Into grades 3, 5, 6, and 7 In scleMe by 2007-2008, based on 
State-defined, achievement standards. All achievement standards at ,1rades 3,61 6, and 7 will be 
allgned with North Dakota's corresponding grade-level content expectations. These achievement 
standards wlll be developed and adopted In accordance with North Dakota's standards 
development protocols. 

North Dakota proposes to develop narrative achievement standards at grades 3, 61 6, and 7 
contemporaneously with the development of grade-level content expectations. The content 
e)(pectatlon committees will also drafl the narrative achievement standards, These narrative 
achievement standards will act as the primary calibration tool for the cut•polnt standards setting 
performed to align the State assessment scale scores to State achievement standards. 

North Dakota proposes to accompflsh these alms based on the following development schedules, 
the first of which Identifies the development schedule for mathematics and reading/English 
language arts: 

Development Schedule for 
Mathematics and Readlng/Englfsh Languag• 
Achievement Standards, Grades 3. 5. 8. and 7 

Date ActMtv Evldenc:1 
June.2002 North Dakota Standards and Assessment General release of 

Development Protocols revised by state protocols to schnols and the 
SAL l Team to accommodate development public and the placement of 
of achievement standards and to update document on State website. 
standards and assessment orocedures. 

June,2002 Initiate formation of grade-level Contract signed from 
expectations drafting committees In prospective committee 
accordance with State protocols. members, Placement of 
Committees will draft both grade-level committee membership on 
content expectations and achievement State website. 
standards, Committees to develoo 
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achievement standards for grades 3, 6, 61 

and 7 to allgn developmentally to State 
achievement standards at grades 4, 8, and 
12, 

July, 2002 lnl11ate development process steps to Development 
develop achievement standards for grades documentation required to 
3, 5, 6, and 7 In accordanct! with State confirm adherence to State 
orotocols. orotocots, 

July- Drafting committees meet to construct first First draft of grade-level 
October, draft of expectations and achievement achievement standa,d1 
2002 standards. constructed In accordance 

with State protocofs. 
October, First draft of achievement standard, First draft placed on State 
2002 formatted In accordance with State website, Call for revtslona 

protocols and released to publ!c for forwarded to schools al'ld 
comment. the publlc according to 

State orotocols. 
December1 Publfc comments compiled and Public comments complied 
2002 disseminated to drafting committee for and placed on State 

review. website, Su, nmary 
documentation forwArded to 

January~ Second draft or achievement standards 
committee rnembershlo. 
Second drnft placed on 

February, drafted by committee membership. Draft State website. Draft 
2003 forwarded to SALT Team ror review In revl~wed and marked-up by 

accordance with State vrotocols, SALT Team. 
February- Crafting committee reviews SALT Team's Third draft placed on State 
March, 2003 recommendations, Committee prepares website. 

third draft of achievement standards, 
March• April. SALT Team reviews third draft for Third draft reviewed and 
2003 adherence to State protocols. SALT Team revised by SALT Team In 

offers recommendation for accordance to protMots. 
adoption/rejection of achlevemel'\t SALT Team drafts . , al 
standards 1o State Superintendent. proposal of 

acceptance/relectlon. 
Aprll, 2003 NDOPI repares final draft of achievement Final draft format 

standards 'or review by State completed. 
Superlnte, 1Jent and oflers Independent 
recommendation for acceptance/rejection 
of document. 

May, 2003 State Superintendent approves/rejects final Letter of finding and 
draft of achievement standards narrative. approval/rejection by the 

State Superintendent. 
July. 2005 Cut-point standards setting committee Cut-point documentation 
followlng first translates narrative achievement standards required within State 
administration Into equivalent cut-point scale scores, In bookmark standards setting 
of State accordance with Slate protocols. Cut• procedures. 
assessments points determine proficiency levels that 
In grades 31 correspond with narrative achievement 
5, 6, and 7 In standards. 
March, 2005. 

At the completron of this process, North Dakota wlll have adopted academic achievement 
standards In mathematics and English language arts at grades 3 through 8 and 12. 
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The followlnp second development schedule Identifies the development schedule for science: 
.. - Development Schedule for 

Science Achievement Standard•• Grades 3. 5. e. and 7 
D11• Ac:tlvfty _ Evldenc• 
June,2003 North De~ots Standards and Assessment General reltase of 

Development Protocols revised by state protocols to schools and the 
SALT Team to accommodate development publlc and the placement uf 
of achievement standards and to update document on State website, 
standards and assessment orocedure,. 

June, 2003 Initiate fOfmatlon of grade-level Contract signed from 
expectations drafting committees In prospective committee 
accordance with State protocols, members. Placement of 
Committees wlll draft both grade-level committee membership on 
content expectations and achievement State website, 
standards. Committee, to develop 
achievement standards for grades 3, 6, G, 
and 7 to allgn developmentally to state 
achievement standardt at grades 4, 8, and 
12, 

July, 2003 Initial e development process steps to Development 
develop achievement standards for grades documentation required to 
3, 61 6, and 7 In accordance with State confirm adherence to State 
a,rotocota. protocols. 

July- Crafting committees meet to construct first First draft of grade•level 
October. draft of e)(pectatlons and achievement achievement standards 
2003 standards. constructed In accordance 

with State Protocols, 
October, First draft of achievement standards First draft placed on State 
2003 formatted In accordance wllh State website. Call for revisions 

protocols and released to public for forwarded to schools and 
comment. the public according to 

State protocols. 
December, Public comments compiled and Public comments complied 
2003 disseminated to drafting committee for and placed on State 

review. website. Summary 
documantatlon forwarded to 
committee membership. 

January- Second draft of achievement standards Second draft placed on 
February, drafted by committee membership. Draft State website. Draft 
2004 forwarded to SALT Team for review In reviewed and marked-up by 

accordance with State protocols. SALT 1'eam. 
February• Drafting committee reviews SALT Team's Third draft placed on State 
March, 2004 recommendations. Committee prepares website. 

third draft of achievement standards, 
March- April, SALT Team 1evlews third draft for Third draft reviewed and 
2004 adherence to State protocols. SALT Team revised by SALT Team In 

offers recommendation for accordance to protocols, 
adoption/rejection of achievement SALT Team drafts flnal 
standards to State Superintendent. proposal of 

acceptance/rejection. 
April, 2004 NDDPI prepares final draft of achievement F'lnal draft format 

standards for review by State completed. 

C 
. 
) 

Superintendent and offers Independent 
recommendation for acceptance/retectlon 
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'>f document, 
May, 2004 Slate Superintendent approves/rejects flnal Letter of finding and 

draft of achievement standards narrative. approvalhej8ctlon t,y the 
State Superintendent, 

July, 2006 Cut-point standards setting committee --Cut-point documentation 
followlng first translate& r ,.matlve achievement standard11 required within State 
administration Into equlvalent cut-point scale scores. In bookmark standards salting 
of State accordance with State !'.,11otocols. Cut- procedure■. 
assessment• points determine proficiency lovels that 
In grades 31 correspond with narrative achievement 
5, 6. and 7 In standards, Cut-points determined on actual 
March, 2006, student test detn, Oescrlpllons of 

achievement level reference State 
achievement standards narrallYe, 
Descriptions are alfgned to actual cut-
oolnts set to actual student data, 

At the completion of this process. North Dakota will have adopted academic achievement 
standards In sclenr.e at grades 3 lhrough 8 and 12. 

e, f, and g will be submitted by January 31, 2003. 

13 

h, Provide a plan for how the Stale wl/J Implement a single accountability system that uses the 
same criteria, based primarily on assessments consistent with section 111 ·1 (b), for 
determining whether a school has made adequate yearly progress, regardless of whether the 
::,chool receives Tltle I, Part A, or other federal funds. 

North Dakota stale law (NDCC 15.1-02-04 .4: http://www.state.nd, us/lrlt} places responsibility for 
the supervision of the assessment of students with the State Superintendent, State law (NDCC 
15.1•21 ·08 through 15.1 .. 21-14; http://www,§.tate, nd.usllrll) requires all pub lie schools to 
participate In the State1s assessment system, The State's assessment system compiles with the 
requirements or section 1111(b)(1) as defined by North Dakota's assessmel'it waiver plan 
agreement with the U.S. Department of Education located on the NODPI website at 
http;//www.dpl.state,nd.us/testlng/assess/plan,pdf. State law requires 1hat all schools' student 
performance results be reported to the public In a manner that allows for the aggregation. 
disaggregation, and comparison of results across public schools and public s.;hool districts. North 
Dakota administers one unified assessment system, The performance accou11tablllty status of aH 
schools Is based on this single, unified assessment system. 

North Dakota ~tale law (NOCC 15.1-06-06: http://www.slate,nd.us/lrl{) places responslbltlty for the 
establishment of administrative rules for school accreditation with the State Superintendent. State 
accreditation administrative rules (67 .. 19·01-38; hlle:llwww. dpl.slate.nd. usltesowce/rules/67-
19.pd(J require accredited schools to participate In the State assessment system. 

The NDOPI wlll conduct an adequate yearly progress report for all publlc schools within North 
Dakota to meet the requirements of section 1111 (b)(2). 

Under proposed administrative rules amendments. the NODPI would assign an accreditation 
commendation status based on a school's designation for adequate yearly progress (refer to 
www_.dpl.slate,nd.us/accred,pdf), The accreditation rules refer to such a commendation within the 
definitions as, '"Student achievement progress rating means adequate yearly progress pursuant 
to section 1111(b){2) of the Elementary and Secondary Education Act." Such a commendation 
would apply to all public schools, regardless of their participation under ESEA, Tltle I, Part A, or 
any other federal funding, 
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/, Identify the languages present In the student population to be assessed, the languages In 
which the State administers asses~ments, and the languages In which the State wlll need to 
administer assessments. Use the most recent data ava/lEJble 11nd Identify when the dsta were 
collected, 

English Is t.urrently the language used In North Dakota's statewide achievement testing 
program, There fij no plan to assess In any other language In the future. AcCOtdlng to the 
annual Survey of State's Limited English Proficient Students &nd Avalfable Educa11onaf 
Programs and Services conducted by the NDDPI In 2001 1 there are over 30 tanguagee ur.ed 
by student~ In North Dakota schools. The followlng languages are listed as home lenguagH 
by ten or more students In North Dakota schools: American lndlan languages, lncludlng 
Lakota/Dakota, Mlchlf, Ojibwa, Hldatsa, Arlkara, and Mandanj Serbo-Croatian; Spanish: 
Sudanesei Somallan; German; Kurdish; Haitian-Creole; Marshalese: Arabic; Chinese; 
Russian; and Ukrainian. 

J. Provide evidence th1t, beginning not later thsn the school year 2002-2003, LEAs wlll provide 
for an annual assessment of Engl/sh proficiency that meets the requirements of secllcn 
1111 (b)(7) and 3116(d)(4), Including assessment of Engl/sh proficiency In speaking, 1/stenlng, 
reading, writing, and comprehension. Identify the assessment(s) the State wlll designate for 
this purpose. 

North Dakota wlll assist LEAs In the annual assessment of English proficiency by developing 
an assessment system of State recommended tools for the assessment of speAklng1 

llstenlng, reading, wfltlng, and comprehension of LEP students. Presently schools with LEP 
students choose their own method of English language proficiency assessment. Many 
schools use a standardized language proficiency test. Scme of the schools combine the 
language proficiency assessment with lnformatlon from thl, language arts portion of the State 
achievement/standards assessment program. 

The Woodcock Munoz Language Survey Is the most commonly used standardized 
Instrument to assess language proficiency of LEP students In North Dakota, This test I• 
required for those schools that apply for State English Language Learn~r (ELL) funding, Only 
students who are very llmlled In their English language skllls and proficiently speak a 
language other than English are ellglble for the Slate ELL funding. The Woodcock Munol la 
effective In Identifying LEP students, classifying them according to language proficiency, and 
documenting growth, It does not provide a complete picture of students' language 
proficiency, effectlvely assess comprehension, or adequately describe the language skllls of 
students who have higher levels of English language proflclency, 

North Dakota has a very diverse population of LEP students ranging from Native American 
students whose English Is Impacted by their Native language,to populations of refugee 
groups who have had disrupted educatlonal experiences. Because of this dh1erslty. there le 
no one assessment tool that effectively assesses speaking, llstenlng, reading, writing, and 
comprehension with all groups. More research and Input from the field needs to be done to 
develop a system that will be appropriate for all groups of students, 

North Dakota will develop an assessment system that wlll cover the flve modalities llsted, are 
slmllar In quality, and are allgned with State standards. The assessment system wlll be 
developed In cooperation with representatives from school districts In the state with large LEP 
populations and outside consultants Including lhe Center for Applied Linguistics In 
Washington, DC; the Comprehensive Regional Assistance Center VI In Madison, WI: the 
Council of Chief State School Officers; and the U.S. Department of Education Office of 
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English language Acquisition, Until the auessment system Is In place, the followlng 
language proficiency tests wlll be recommended: 

• Woodcock Munoz Language Survey, Riverside Publishing Company 
• language Assessment Scales, CTB McGraw.HIii 
• Jdea Proficiency Test, Ballard & Tighe 

Following I& the tlmellne for the development of the assessment system: 

Devefooment Schedule for AsseHment S~•tem for Engllth Proffcfencv 
v,., ActMtle1 

2002- • Schools WIii comply with State requirements bY, assessing the 
2003 language proficiency tests along with lnformat,~n from statewide 

achlevement/a55essment program. If evallable, 
• North Oakota wlll convene a task force to reYlew assessment• 

and develop an assessment system aligned with State 
standards and benchmark,, 

• Task Force will consult with national organizations and techn!cal 
assistance centers on assessment systems. 

• Sollclt lnout from field on assessment svstam, 
' 2003- • Complete development of assessment system Including 

2004 guidelines for lmplementatlon. 
• lmplement assessment system Into LEAs In North Oakota 
• Provide training to school districts on assessment system and 

guidelines. 
• Collect data on assessment s~stem • 

2004- • Collect data on assessment system • 
2005 ,_ 
2005- • Collect data on assessment system, 
2006 -· 

k. Describe the status of the Stnte 's effort to establish standards and annual measurable 
achievement objectives under section 3122(a) of the ESEEA that relate to tha development 
and attainment of Engl/sf, proficiency by limited English proficient children, 

North Dakota Is currently In the process of establishing standards and guldellnes for limited 
Engllsh proficient E:tudents, A Stale Task Force was convened In June of 2000, end a plan 
was developed, Followlng State protocol mandating a single system of State content and 
performance st~nda1ds 1 the Task Force made the decision to develop guidance document, 
that would provide accommodations and adaptations by benchmark level for LEP students 
and Stato content filandards. Guidance has been developed for English Language Ar11 
Standards and LEP students, The T~sk Force Is working on guidance for the content areas 
of math, science, and social studies, 

Beginning In the fall of 2002, the Task Force will address the Issue of annual measurable 
achievement objectives that relate to the development and attainment or Engllsh language 
proficiency by limited English proficient Btudents. The Task Force wilt also review the 
guidance for Er.gllsh Language Arts Standards and LEP students to assure that they relate to 
the development of Engllsh proficiency In speaking. llstenlng, reading. writing, and 
comprehension. NDDPJ has been working In consultation with the Cenler for Applied 
Linguistics on this project. Followlng Is tha timetable for the development of the standards 
and achievement objectives: 
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-·-.. Schedule for Development of Standard• and Acflfe_vement ' i !: . · . .;\ ObJectlvea for Englfsh Pronc,ency . ·'-,.: ~ ---Yvar:· Actlvltle• .. 
•'" 

?000-2001 • Reached agreement with Center for Applied Linguistics to serve as 
consultant. (Cornpleted 3/2000) 

• State Task Force on LEP students and State content standards 
convened. (Completed 6/2000) 

• Developed levels of Engllsh languctge proficiency for North Dakota 
students. (Completed 1/2001) 

• Developed draft guidance for LEP students and English Language Arts 
Standards. (Draft comcletecJ 1/2001\ 

2001 .. 2002 • Reviewed levels and draft of English Language Arts guidance, 
(Completed December 2001) 

• Developed guidance for LEP students and State content standards, 
lncludlno math, science, and soclal studies. {Draft com12leted May 2002) 

2002-2003 • Review draft guidance for LEP students and content standards, 
• Develop measurable achievement objectives In speaking, llstenlng, 

reading, writing and comprehension, allgned with Slate academic 
content and student achievement Etandards, 

• C>lssemlnate auldance documents and orovlde training for LEAs, 
2003-2004 • Fleld tesj guidance documents and achievement objectives for LEP 

students. 
• Disseminate guidance documents and provide training for LEAs • 
• Work with North Dakota state assessment system to Incorporate data 

collectlon s~stem for LEP students. 
2004-2005 • Disseminate guidance documents and provide training for LEAs. 

• Collect data on LEP students 

2. Describe th& process for awarding compellllve subgranfs for the programs /Isled below. In s 
separate response for each of these programs, provide a description of tlmel/nes, selection 
criteria and how they promote Improved academic achievement, and priorities and how fhey 
promote Improved academic achievement, 

(1) Even Start Famlly Literacy (TIiie J, Parl B) 

Introduction 

The purposP of Even Slart Is to help break the cycle of poverty and llllteracy by Improving the 
educatlonal opportunities of low-Income famlllas through the Integration of early childhood 
education, adult literacy, and parenting educ~tion Into a unified famlly llteracy program. EveM 
Start Is Implemented through cooperative projects that bulld on e)(f sting community resources to 
create a new range of services. 

Even Start Is a federally-funded famlly literacy pmgram (through Title I, Part B of the ESEA) 
administered In North Dakota through the State Title I office. Even Start provides learning 
opportunltlss to famllles with chlldren from birth through age 7. The program Integrates early 
childhood education, adult literacy education, pare,,tlng education, and parent and child together 
time (PACT). 
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l(' HB 1181-
House Education Committee 
January l S, 2003 
Gloria Lokken, NDEA 

Attached are five messages of concern regarding HB 118 J. 
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~Ject: FW: ESEA 

(' 
jam getting very upset and concerned about the attitude of ESPB and NOEA 
in regards to the qualifications of "No Child Lett Behind" and Social 
Studies Teachers, In my opinion, it is very unfair to expect a new 
teacher, especially Social studies Teachers, to have a major in every 
subject that they teach, Do you realize that in most schools, Social 
Studies Teachers teach anywhere from 2-6 different subjects? According to 
the statements by the ESPB, new Social Studies teachers will have to take 
a test in History, Government, Psychology, Sociology, Economics, and 
Civics???? I'm sorry, but this is ridiculous! Unlike Math and Language 
Arts, the Social Studies, as well as Science is a composite degree, We 
cannot have majors in everything we teach, because most of us would need 
to have 5-6 majors, We are all worried about keeping teachers in the 
state, and recruiting pro!pective teachers into teacher colleges, Well, 
unless something is done NOW, we are looking at both a mass exodus of 
current teachers, as well as a very small number of pre-service teachers. 

I have been a teacher for 13 years. That should say something about my 
qualifications. I don't see where I have to either take a test, or submit 
a portfolio to show I am "qualified" This is a joke! I have a degree ln 
Social Studies. That major should make me qualified, just like a Science 
degree should make those teaohers qualified. 

l would be more than happy to testify to this fact, if you would like. lt 
angers those of us in the Social Studies that the ESPB is stating that our 
degree is worthless, I neither can afford the money nor the time off to 

-~ork on all of these majors, 

( )nks for your time. 

Mike Bisenius 
Social Studies Teacher 
Red River High School 
2211 17th Ave. s. 
Grand Forks, NO 58201 
746w2407, ext. 303 
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SJ$Ject: 
( 

FW: highly qualified staff 

-----Original Message-----

l feel I must express my feelings about the new rulings. I hove been teaching 
tor over 25 years, most of them in the middle school setting, I am currently a 
Title I teacher at Burlington OesLacs Elementary. I have taught with numerous 
teachers in middle school grades and have also taught Math and English at 6-8th 
grade level, l feel that you are not looking at the right qualifications whe~ 
you look for" Highly Qualified teachers". Good teachers at this level need 1st 
of all to have control of their class (discipline), second they need to be able 
to transfer knowledge from their minds to students(methods), third they need to 
know what they are teaching. In this order! Knowledge can be learned by 
classes or by ekperienee and in many cases experience is the best teacher! I 
have seen many good Elementary Majors teach middle school subjects. Just looking 
at a portfolio of ideas may not give you this insight. Please take into 
consideration people who have taught for many years and do have these qualities, 
They would not have lasted if they didn't! Thank you, 
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, Lokken, Olorl1 [ND] 

FW: 

My name is and I have taught English (grades7-12) at 
Belfield High School for the past twenty~four ye.~rs, t have a big concern 
about the proposed changes in certification, 

My first concern is about the major I have. I have a composite E:nglish major 
for grades 7-12, How does this impact me as far as my major? Will I have to 
get a major in every area I teach such as grammar, English literature, american 
literature, etc? Will X have to tak~ a test in each area or how will they 
determine that I am "highly qualified"? I have taught everything my school 
board has demanded of me including teaching over ITV for six years to Dickinson 
High School, I am quite apprehensive about this whole idea of telling me X am 
not "highly qualified" after all the yares of teaching I have done for little 
or no pay. rlease tell me exactly what number 3 ( concerning secondary 
teachers who have tau9ht for three years) says concerning majo~s. l would 
appreciate any help you can give me on interpreting thi~. 

l thank you for your time and consideration, ,English 
Department Chairman, Belfield High School 
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FW: Social Studies major 

An area of concern we are addressing at the High School (I teach at Red 
River - AP Psychology and United states History) is where does the Major 
of Social Studies stand? Is it considered a composite degree like Science 

(which encompasses Biology,Physics,Chemistry etc.) Many of us at the 
high school level in Grand Forks and around the state teach at least two 
subjects a day. Does that inherently mean one would have to have a 
Government and United States History major if one taught both ot these 
aubjectt? Ess~ntially, one would possibly have to have three different 
majors for three different course■ they teach - I feel for those in small 
towns who teach 6 different things daily, 
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<·~ FW: ESPB Highly Quallfled Rule1 

I'm currently in my 16th year of teaching at the 6th grade level 9 Hazen 
Middle School, I have an Elementary (1-8) Education degree. we are partially 
departmentalized where I teach all the Math, another teacher teaches the 
Science, and the third teacher teach8s Social Studies. We each teach 
Language Arts, I'm a "not new" teacher so what will be my responsibilities 
as a si~th grade teacher? Will I need a major in Math or major •quivalency 
for teaching sixth grade studente while holding an Elem. Ed, 1-8 degree? 

II. Effective January 1, 2006, all "not new" teachers will either have to 
have a major or major equivalency in the area they are teaching, The major 
equivalency will include one of the following: 

a. A recognized minor with sucoesstul completion of a content test meeting 
or exceeding the minimum scores as determined by the Education Standards and 
Practices Board; or 

b. A recognized minor with successful completion of a portfolio; or 

?
Coursework equivalent to a composite content major with successful 

~ . letion of a content test in the area the teacher is teaching meeting or 
edinq the minimum scores as determined by the Education Standards and 

raotices Board, or 

d. Coursework equivalent to a composite content major •·,J.th successful 
oom~letion ot a p~rtfolio, 

e. Undergraduate or graduate coursework equiv~lent to a major; or 

t. Advanced degree in a recognized content area; or 

g. National Board for Professional Teaching Standards Certification in a 
recognized content area. 

III, Effective January 1, 2006 all ND licensed teachers with three or more 
years of successful teaching experience who hold a major but not in the 
specific content area can be considered highly qualified upon successful 
completion of portfolio or test in the area the teacher is teaching meeting 
or exceeding the minimum scores as determined by the tduoation Standards and 
Practices 
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