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2003 HOUSE STANDING COMMITTEE MINUTES
BILL/RESOLUTION NO, HB 1181

House Education Committee

QO Conference Committee

Hearing Date January 15, 2003
Tape Number , Side A Side B Meter #
1 X 1820- 2035
2 X 0-2426
Committee Clerk Signature Mﬂ W
Minutes:

- Chairman Kelsch opened the hearing on HB1181

(2035-2400) Greg Gallagher, Director of Education Improvement within the Departmeat of
Public ‘lmtmctlon. See Attached Testimony.

Rep. Solberg: Please define endorsements?

Gallagher: Janet Welk 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 Practices Board.

Rep. Solberg Please define endorsement?

Welk: Endorsement is defined differently depending 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.

4 Lﬁ"’«‘ .
e} "'{?{f

. o R
ol dw A SR PR L B . .
Ll 3 ‘-,r‘d}‘?,(,‘_ly’,nf;(l‘f'",'"'gl‘)‘,l“‘"l“'-“. N N Rw L 0 ehidyid
RARKLA ; R R o1 A B STk AR L PR

S B LR

SN S R T 4 N . e .
KPR A P Y S R R
BN AL VIRV W) N ; s i Ak 34 i .

o TR Lk

' ““" B
[ .

(O
M
S,

5

RN
AR
SUa by ke

dorn Information Syaten o Mleril

document being f{(med.
SR TPNG RNV B G idalo
rator’s Signature 7 Date

Ope

i i
PR IR
PR CR LT 40
DUy
‘w by ! !
ks ;
3 4

S

o RS RS




i
i

1
|

QNI B k Vond, Visivhkisiois, v g

.

[T

were

Pago 2

House Education Committee
Bill/Resolution Number HB1181
Hearing Date January 15, 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.

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

reviewed template on Appendix C. See Attached Testimony attached.

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

Gallagher. The and/or. As you move forward on this it is a deliberation point, it is different
between NCLB and 1181.

Rep. Haas : On the sate portfolio evaluation, would that be administered through ESPB?
Gallagher: 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 ali.
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 terms 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
problem, 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 issue of parity. How do you address expression. No one ever said this would be fun
or easy.

Rep. Haas Does the major in each content area, is actually what is happening now that is the

departmentalized program at those grade levels?
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House Education Committee
Bill/Resolution Number HB1181
Hearing Date January 15, 2003

Welk: The ESPB believes the old language in the law, course or field. Leaves it npen for the
use of composites. If we use the word “just in their major” we will not be able to use
composites,
Rep. Haas 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 each content area being taught/ offered?
Welk: It is taught. I can read the law to you. (read the law)
Rep. Herbel :If a teacher doesn’t have a major in area , they take the test and pass the test, do
they become qualified?
Galiagher: 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 in their majors. Do your know the numbers?
(5434) Gallagher: What we did is put in terms 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. Sitte: 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 bureaucracy at the
state level that would reaffirm that the university are doing there job. As a committee we need to
look at the cost of that on the long term implication. Once you pass this test are you passed for
life, or do you have to keep retaking it?
Gallagher: 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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House Education Committee
Bill/Resolution Number HB1181
Hearing Date January 15, 2003

requirements for that institution. So in terms of content, it is clear that they have a major, they
have 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. Sitte : Does this have a wide bearing on home schools .

Galiagher: It should have no hearing on home education because the certification is still granted
to those in home education regardless of degree or not, Only on monitoring.

Rep. Sitte How we can consider a highly respective portfolio as compared to a highly subjective
portfolio. And say that these are equal options?

end of tape(6260)

Gallagher: Are we in a position where we say that perfectly happy under the curreat 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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Hoi . Education Committee
Bill/Resolution Number HB1181
Hearing Date January 15, 2003

Rep. Hauson : Have the college/universities started to gear up to drop these minor for education
degrees?

Gallagher: declined to answer,

Rep. Hunskor: There is a host of teachers who have a minor in the field of study that they are
teaching, who are able to motivate kids and they are evaluated by the principal/school on a
regular basis. How do we say your not qualified to teach in the major any more?

Gallagher: 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 number of years, There has also been a debate that has been ongoing over the years,
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 Nelson 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. Haas 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 in the system is what would be applicable under NCLB would applicable under 1181.
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House Education Committee

Bill/Resolution Number HB1181 :
™, Hearing I"ate January 15, 2003 '

Rep. Mueller Does the department have any sense of how this will affect the teachers who are
out there, in terms of them leaving the profession sooner than they might have?

Defer to Gloria:

Gallagher: 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 Koppelmayr, Superintenden: of the Dickinson Public School District. ND ESPB

member, See Attached Testimony.

Rep. Sitte : Overview of how your proposal will be different?
77N Koppelman: Ours will be different in that, we will not go above NCLB, like the statc wants to

»
S

doin 1181. NCLB doesn’t require such strict standards on existing teachers, new teachers are
different.

Rep. Sitte : In light of the previous hearing, are you planning to meet with the nonpublic school
officials on alterrative credentials for their teachers.

Koppelman: Our Board has a nonpublic representative already on it. I'm not a expert on home
schooling/non-public licensing of teachers.

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

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

teachers out of 210 we have question marks on. 15 of these people we are not sure on in

%
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comparing them to the NCLB standards. It will depend on their course work review.
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House Education Committee
Bill/Resolution Number HB1181
Hearing Date January 15, 2003

Rep. Willlams Did you have as a member of the ESPB, have a chance to expressed your
concerns about this to DPL

Koppelman: Dr, Gronberg does participate on our board, he clearly was consulted on these
issues, We are still working on definite positions on these some of these things, But 't 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 this moring, I think there is some
room for some common ground here, ESPB would prefer not to go beyond the federal law.
Gloria Lokken, president of the NDEA, See Attached Testimony.

I agreo with Dean Koppelman’s testimony with a little addition. Handed out e-mail that
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 has 1181, has caused our
professionals to question, Why was I qualified and doing a good job yesterday, and today I'm not
highly qualified. It is an emotional issue. And our teachers are concerns about this.
Apprehensive about the hoops that they will have to go through to prove what they believe
should be understood already. We have a process to ensure quality in our classrooms.

We have qualified teachers, and when they leave us the request is ‘please éend us more of these
teachers’

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

(2000) Arnic Zent, with the State Board for Vocational and Technical Education.
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| House Education Committee

‘ Bill/Resolution Number HB1181
} . ~~,  Hearing Date January 15, 2003

i We support highly qualified educators, but 1181 doean't follow NCLB to the lefter that we would
hope it would. In 1181, it talks 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 urge you defeat this bill,

Mary Wahl, ND Council of Education Leaders.

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

1 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.

< Wedon't need to be periodically or even for a given time, and saying to the teachers there, we

7 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 tested 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 COMMITTEE MINUTES

BILL/RESOLUTION NO. HB 1181
House Education Committee
Q Conference Committeo
Hearing Date February 10, 2003
Tape Number Side A " Side B Meter #
2 X 1400-1600

conmitenctesinee_ P Fiaa It

Minutes: Chairman Kelsch 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 Kelsci: will carry the bill to the floor.
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BHl/Resolution No.:

HB 1181

FiISCAL NOTE

Requested by Legislative Council
01/02/2003

1A. State fiscal effect: /dentify the state fiscal effect and the fiscal effect on agency appropriations compared fo

funding levels and appropriations anticipated under current law.

2001-2003 Blennium 2003-2005 Blennium 2005-2007 Biennlum

General |Other Fundis| General [Other Funds| General [Other Funds

Fund Fund Fund
Revenues $0 $q $a $d $0
Expenditures $0 $4 $0
Appropriations $q $0
1B. County, city, and school district fiscal effect: /dentify the fiscal effect on the appropriate political subdivision.

2001-2003 Blennium 2003-2005 Biennlum 2008-2007 Biennium
School School School

mfa Cities o Districts Counﬂnso Cities Districts | Counties Cities DMSO

2. Nurrative: [dentify the aspects of the measure which cause fiscal impact and include any cormments relevant to

your analysis.

=,

3. State fiscal effect detall: For information shown under state fiscal effect in 1A, please:

A. Revenues: Explain the revenue amounts. Provide detal, when appropriate, for each revenue type and
fund affected and any amounts included in the executive budget.

B. Expenditures: Explain the expenditure amounts. Provide detall, when appropriate, for each agency, line
item, and fund affected and the number of FTE positions affected.

C. Appropriations: Explain the appropriation amounts., Provide detall, when appropriate, of the effect on
the blerinial appropriation for each agency and fund affected and any amounts included in the executive
budget. Indicate the relationship between the amounts shown for expenditures and appropriations.
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TESTIMONY ON HB 1181
HOUSE EDUCATION COMMITTEE
January 15, 2003
By Greg Gallagher, Education Improvement Director
Department of Public 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 Public Instruction drafied HB 1181 1n 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 full benefits of
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 former students, or parents who engage in their
students’ learning, or students themselves might testify to this assertion.

(2) Despite the commendable ranking of our students’ academic achievement over
the years, our overall achievement levels have remained flat and substantially below our

HB 1181 ' 1 January 15, 2003
Departmsent of Public 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 Progress will bear this out, We simply can no longer 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 interrelated
factors. However, if, as research confirms, the teacher constitutes the single biggest
influence, aside from parents, over the ultimate achievement levels of our students, then
we are well advised to attend to the fundamenta) qualifications we expect of our teachers

and then to support fully all teachers to attain those qualifications,

Accommodating the requirements of NCLBA,

The passage of the NCLBA has thrust upon the State an issue of great iniport
regarding our statutory definition of a qualified teacher. According to NCLBA, the State
must enact policy to meet the requirements of highly qualified teachers or risk a reduction
of its Title I funding. Attached is the definition of a highly qualified teacher within the
NCLBA (refer to Appendix B).

Given the merits of the case, the Department of Public Instruction believes it is in
the best long-term interest of our students 10 meet not only the requirements of the
NCLBA but to restructure the State’s current licensure law to establish parity among all
the State's educators regarding qualifications.

Currently, 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 all 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 learning 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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;: TN qualification policy: (1) those teachers defined as highly qualified and (2) those teachers
| u 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 effectively establishes an

| instructional caste system, To remedy this situation, the Department has proposed HB

: 1181.

What HB 1181 accomplishes.

Appendix C offers a side-by-side comparison of the highly qualified teacher
provisions within the NCLBA and those proposed within HB 1181. This chart will
illustrate the relative impact of both proposals and offer a reference point fof any other

proposals that the Committee may consider. I will present an extemporaneous overview
of this chart and the various clements of HB 1181,

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 application of qualification criteria is intended to establish equality among all
teachers regarding the demonstration of competence. The Depurtment believes that parity
is a principle that must be addressed within the State’s uniform 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 Education Standards and Practices Board. .

The Department has prepared four technical amendments that build uniformity
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 subject, coursework equivalent to an

undergraduate major within the subject, or advanced certification or credentialing
within the subject.
e The second and third amendinents eliminate any reference to “minors” within

FERC S ‘\
‘ ) State law. In order to teach, a teacher must hold a major or an endorsement,
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T e The fourth amendment includes the option of a State portfolio evaluation for
kindergarten and grades 1-6. . }

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

The Department understands that this bill has drawn the attention of educators
statewide. The Department similarly acknowledges that the issue of teacher qualification
hits at the heart of the State’s expectations for itself as a learning community. This issue
is far too important to rush. The Department respectfully requests that thc House
Education Committee hold this bill, compare it with other drafis that will emerge in the
near future, and carefully deliberate the merits of all. All interests must be considered in
the crafting of a good and just Jegislative proposal.

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

i s

minimally the following principles:
o Parity. To the fullest extent practicable, provisions defining highly qualified
teachers should apply tc all teachers and constitute a uniform state licensure

) policy.
o Accommodations o teachers. Any state policy on highly qualified teachers should .
provide both ample time and the appropriate and preferred manner of expressing

A e e e S e T, ok N A e ST

competencies for cach teacher.
e 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, all parties should pause to recognize two distinct
voices:

- the voice of one who has claimed their rightful place among a community of
leamers, who, with the aid and assistance of a caring, competent teacher, has |

recognized a world of unlimited possibilities;
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N - and another voice, halting for a lack of confidence or tragically muted because
V 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 Chair, this completes my testimony, I am pleased to address any
questions raised by the Committee. Thank you.

Proposed Amendments to SB 1181

Page 1, line 14: after “‘classroom.” insert,

3. “Major’” means major within the subject, graduate degree
within the subject. coursewotk equivalent to an undergraduate

major within the subject, or advanced certification or credentialing

within the subject.
” Page 3, line 24: aﬁer “major”, delete “er-minos”.
Page 4, line 10: after “majory-a”, delete “erminer”.
Page 1, line 19 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:

& be licensed to teach by the education standards and
practices board er-approved-to-teach-by-the
eduecation-standards-and-practiees-board and have &
kindergarten an early childhood education major or

endorsement; of and have either:

b.a, Belicensed-to-teach-by have demonstrated, to the

satisfaction of the education and practices board e

v
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knowledge and teaching skills in the areas of the

kindergarien_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,

2, In order to teach-any instruct in a self-contained classroom
in a grade from one through eight-six, an individual musts
a- be licensed to teach by the education standards and

=

practices boa
sducation-stand pard and have a

]
- NR-B1a0 oY
3 o =

-

major;-a-minor-or an endorsement-in elementary
education major or endorsement; ox- and have

o i e AP <t

either:

b:a, Belicensed-io-teach-by have demonstrated, to the
satisfaction of the education standards and practices
board or-appreved-to-teach-by the-edueation
will-ebtain-an-endeorserentin passing a state test,
subject knowledge and teaching skills in reading,

writing, mathematics, and other areas of basic

elementary education-within-twe-years-from-the
threugh-eight school curriculum: or
Demonstrated competence in all academic subjects

) in which the teacher teaches based on a uniform .

[
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T state standard portfolio evaluation administered by |
v the education standards and practices board.”

Page 4, line 27 after “teacher”, insert

“Section 4, Any teacher who files for a new or renewing license
with the education standards and practices board after July 1, 2006,

inust meet the provisions of sections 15.1-18-02 and 15.1-18-03.”

®

-
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APPENDIX A

North Dakota Assessment System

Student Achievement Results

2001-02
5 L Reading - IR
Performance Grade Level
Level 4 8 12

Advanced: Demonstrates exemplary

understanding and exceeds expected 21% 16% 19%,
level of performance.

Proficient: Demonstrales

understanding and meets expected 539, 50% 31%
level of performance.

Partially Proficlent: Demonstrates

an emerging or developing fevel of 18% 20% 26%
performance.

Novice: Attempt made; tack of

understanding evident, 8% 13% 22%

L Mathematics. I
Performance ‘ Grade Level S
Level 4 8 12

Advanced: Demonsirates exemplary

understanding and exceeds expected 199, 10% 13%
level of performance.

Proficient: Demonstrates

undsrstanding and meets expecled 38% 32% 20%
level of performance.

Partially Proficient: Demonstrates

an emerging or developing level of 29% 45%, 41%
performance.

Novice: Atiempt made; lack of

understanding svident, 14% 12% 25%
Department of Public Instruction January, 2003
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APPENDIX B

(23) HIGHLY QUALIFIED- The term 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 as a

teacher (including certification obtained through alternative

routes to certification) or passed the State teacher licensing
examination, and holds a license to teach in such State,
except that when used with respect to any teacher teaching
in a public charter school, the term means that the teacher

meets the requirements set forth in the State's public charter

school law; and
(i1) 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

(IT) has demonstrated, by passing a rigorous State
test, subject knowledge and teaching skills in
reading, writing, mathematics, and other areas of
the basic eleinentary school curriculum (which may
consist of passing a State-required certification or
licensing test or tzsts in reading, writing,
mathematics, and other arcas 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
performance on a State-required certification or
lice sing test or tests in each of the academic
subjucts in which the teacher teaches); 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 lementary, middle, or secondary
school tencher who is not new to the profession, means that the
teacher holds at least a bachelor's degree and —
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(i) has met the applica! le standard in clause (i) or (ii) >f
subparagraph (B), which includes an option for & test; or
(11) demonstrates competence in all the academic subjects
in which the teacher teaches based on a h.gh objective

uniform State standard of evaluation that —

(T) is set by the State for both grade appropriate

academic subject matter knowledge and teaching (

skills;

(I1) 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;

(111) provides objective, coherent information about
the teacher's attainment of core content knowledge
in the academic subjects in which a teacher teaches;
(IV) is applied uniformly to all teachers in the same
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;

(V1) is made available to the public upon request;

and

(VII) may involve multiple, objective measures of

teacher competency.
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7 APPENDIX C
U Policy Comparison
No Child Left Behind Act vs. HB 1181
Issue NCLBA HB 1181
(1) Subjects or disciplines ~ Title ! teachers All subject areas, except trade,
covered within legislation. - Special education teachers industrial, technical, and health {
- Elementary teachers which are licensed through the State i
- Core secondary teachers (i.e., English, Board for Vacational and Technical |
reading or language arts, mathematics, Educatjon, :
science, forelgn languages, civics and
governmetit, economics, arts, history, and ;
eagraphy) !
(2) NEW Kindergarten - License; - License; :
- Bachelor's degree; and - Major or endorsement in early |
- Test childhood education; and
- Test
(3) NOT NEW Kindergarten - License; « License;
- Bachelor's degree; end « Major or endorsement in carly
« Test, or childhood education; and 3
major, graduate degree, coursework - Test, or
equivalent to an undergraduate major, or State portfolio evaluation, ss
advanced certification or credentialing; or identified within the amendment
State Evaluation
e, (4) NEW Elementary - License; « License;
Y - Bachelor's degree; and « Major or endorsement in elementary
‘ . Test education or endorsement; and
‘ N - Test
(5) NOT NEW Grades 1.6, - License; « License;
self-contained classroom - Bachelor's degree; and « Major or endorsement in elementary
- Test, or education; and i
major, graduate degree, coursework « Test, or *
equivalent to an undergraduate major, or State portfolio evaluation, as i
advanced certification or credentialing; or identified within the amendment. ;
State Evaluation I
(6) NEW Middle-Level « License « License; !
- Bachelor's degree; and - Major or endorsement in middle-
- Test, or leve! or elementary education; and
major, graduate degree, coursework - Test
equivalent to an undergraduate major, or
advanced certification or credentlaling
(7) NOT NEW Middle. - License - License;
level/Junjor High, Grades 5-8 [ - Bachelot's degree; and « Major or endorsement in middle-
span - Test, or level; and
major, 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, 6,7, | - License; « License;
8 - Bachelor's degree; and - Major in each content area; and
« Test, or - Test, or
major, graduate degree, coursework State portfolio evaluation :
equivalent to an udergraduste major, or f
advanced certification or credentialing; or .
""" State Evaluation ‘ ‘
HB 1131} 1 January, 2003
Department of Public Instruciion
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PRl equivalent to an undergraduate major, or

Issue NCLBA HB 1181
(9) NOT NEW Grades X-8, foreign language, arts, special education, All areas included
including: music must comply with the following: - License;
speclal education, foreign - Major; and
Ianguages, arts, music, - License; = Test, or
physical education, business « Bachelor's degree; and State portfolio evaluation

education, computer education | - Test, or

major, graduste degree, coursework
equivalent to an undergraduate major, or Eminence credential =N/A
advanced certification or credentialing; or
State Evaluation

business education: does not apply
computer education: does not apply
physical education: does not apply

(10) NEW Secondary - License - License;
, - Bachelor's Degree; and - Major; and
-« Test, or = Test

major, graduate degree, coursework
equivalent to an undergraduste major, or
advanced certification or credentialing

(11) NOT NEW Secondary - License - License;
- Bachelor's degree; and - Major; and
- Test, or « Test, or
major, graduate degree, coursework State portfolio evaluation

! advanced certification or credentialing; or
. State Evaluation

. ,

; ¥
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Testimony in Opposition to House Bill 1181

House Education Committee, Representative RaeAnn Kelsch, Chalr
| January 16, 2003, 8:30 a.m,

Madam Chalr and members of the House Education Commitiee. My name is Dean U,
Koppslman and | am the Superintendent of the the Dickinson Public School District, | also
serve on the North Dakota Education Standards and Practices Board, | am speaking toda
for my District and the Education Standards and Practices Board In opposition to House Bill

1181.
There are two major components fo HB 1181 with 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 legislation,

2) The provision that all middle leve!l and secondary teachers in eve
academic content area be mandated to have a major or a demonstration of
competency also goes beyond the federal legislation. NO CHILD LEFT BEHIND

only requires that standard for ten specific subject areas.

If this bill Fasses into law, every teacher currently teaching in North Dakota, regardless of
their qualifications, will be required 1o 1ake 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 “ hi%hly
qualified” provision in NO CHILD LEFT BEHIND that does not go beyond the federa
mandates. | would urge you to support that effort,

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

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

Ihank you Madam Chair. | would be willing 1o answer any questions the committee may
ave,

Submitted by Dean U. Kogpelman
Superintendent, Dickinson Public Schools
Board member, Education Standards and Practices Board
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800 E Boulevard Ave., Dept, 201, Bismarck, ND 58505.0440 Dr. Wayne G, Sanstesd
(704) 328-2260 Fax - (701) 328.2461 * State Superintendent
http:/‘www.dpl.state.nd.us

TO: Mark Puppe

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

% &

SUBJECT: North Dakota Assessment Development Schedule =

DATE: January 15, 2003

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

} ] have attached pages 3-16 of our Staie Consolidated Application that was submitted 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 conceming this material, please do not hesitate to contact me, |
wish you all the best

o

]

f School for the Deal School for the Blind State Library

! Devils Lake, ND Grand Forks, ND Bismarck, ND .
f {701) 662.9000 (T01) 7052700 (701) 328-2492 J

[EeuTiv
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North Dakota State Application - June 12, 2002 Page 3 .

[ | 8.2  The number of students who drop out of school, disaggregated by race, ethnicity, gender,

disability status, migrant status, English proficlency, and status as economically
disadvantaged and calculated In the same manner as used In the Natlonal Center for
Education £'atlstics reports on Common Cora of Deta.,

PART Il, STATE ACTIVITIES TO IMPLEMENY £SEA PROGRAMS

1. Describe the State's syslem of standerds, assessments, and accountabliily and provide evidence
that it meels the raquirements of the ESEA.,

a. Provide a timeline of mafor milestones for elther adopting challeng!/rg content standards in
reading/language aris and mathematics et each grade level for grades 3 through 8 or
disseminaling grade-level expeclations for readingfunguage arts and mathermalics for grades 3
through 8 to LEAs and schools if the Slate'’s academic conlent standards cover more than one

grade level,

North Dakola, through an agreement with the U.S, Department of Education, has established an
assessment walver plan to bring North Dakota info full compllance with ESEA, Sectlon 1111(b}(1)
requirements, This walver plan, approved through August 2003, can be accessed at the following
web sile: hitp;//www.dpl.state.nd, us/lesting/assess/plan,pdf.

North Dakota state faw (NDCC 16.1-02-04.3) ptaces responsibility for the development of State

NDDPI has developed and adopled academic content standards in mathematics

(http:/fwww.dpl.state.nd.us/standard/content/math.pdf) and English language arts
,; (hitp://www.dpl state,nd, us/standard/content/engtish.pdf). These State content standards have
been developed at grades 4, 8, and 12 In accordance with the North Dakola Standerds and

, academic content standards with the Stale Superintendent (hilp;//www.state.nd,us/ir/). The

| = Assessment Development Protocols (hitp://lwww.dpl,state.nd us/standard/contenttoc.pgf). North

Dakota mathematics and English tang, 1ge ails academlc content standards meet the
requirements of section 1111(b)(1).

A Slate-level advisory commitiee conslsting of LEA and SEA reprasentatives, titled the
Standards, Assessmont, Learning and Teaching (SALT) Teem, oversees all standards
development commitlee work. North Dakola's standards development proloce's currently are
being revised by the SALT Team to incorporate Improvemerits into the development process and
to accommodate the development of grade-level content expeclations in grades 3, 5, 8, and 7.

Norih Dakota will continue to use adopted content standards as the basls for statewlde
assessments at grades 4, 8, and 12 In accordance with section 1111(b)(1). In addition, North
Dakota will expand ils statewide assessments Into grades 3, 5, 6, and 7, In accordance with
section 1111(b)(1) by 2006-06, based on stale-defined, grade-level content expectations in
reading/English language arls and mathemaltics. These grade-level content expectations will be
developed and adopted In accordance with North Dakola's standards development protocols,

North Dakota proposes to accomplish these alms L:.sed on the following development schedule,
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Development Schedule for

Mathematics and Reading/English Language -
Grade:Level Content Expectations, Grades 3, 5,8, and 7

Date Activity , Evidence
June, 2002 North Dakota Standards and Assessment General release of protocols to

Development Profocols revised by stale SALT | schools and the public and the

Team to accommodate development of grade- | placement of document on

level expectations and to update standards and | Stale webslte,

assessment procedures, _
June, 2002 Initiate formalion of grade-level expectations Contract signed from

drafting commitiees in accordance with State prospective commitiee

protocols. Committees to develop expectations | members. Placement of

for grades 3, 5, 6, and 7 to slign cormmittee membership on

developmentally to Siate content standards at Siate webslte,

_grades 4, 8, and 12,
July, 2002 Initiate development process steps 1o develop Development documentation

grade-level expectations for grades 3, 6, 6, and | required to confirm adherence

7 in accordance with State protocols. to State protocols.
July- Grade-level expeciations drafling commitiees First drafi of grade-level
Oclober, 2002 | meet to construct first draft of expectations. expectations construcied in

accordance wilth State
B protocols,
Flrsi drafi of grade-level expectations formatted | Flrst drafl placed on State

Oclober, 2002

In accordance with Stale protocols and released
to public for comment,

website, Call for revisions
forwarded to schools and the
public according 1o State
protocols.

December,
2002

Public comments complled and disseminated to
grade-level expectations drafting commitiee for

review,

Public comments complled and
placed on State website.
Summary documentation
forwarded to committee
membership.

January-
February,
2003

Second draft of grade-leve! expectations drafied
by commitiee membership, Drafl forwarded to
SALT Team for review in accordance with Siate
protocols.

Second drafl placed on Stale
websile. Draft reviewed and
marked-up by SALT Team,

February-
March, 2003

Grade-level expectations commitiee reviews
SALT Team's recommendations, Covmmitiee
prepares third draft of grade-level expectations,

Third drafl placed on Slate
webslie,

March- Aprll,
2003

SALT Team reviews third draft for adherence to
State protocols. SALT Team offers
recommendation for adoption/rejection of
grade-level expeclations {o Slate
Superintendent,

Third draft reviewed and
revised by SALT Team in
accordance to protocols, SALY
Team drafis final proposal of
acceptance/rejection.

Aprii, 2003

NDDP! prepares final drafl of grade-level
expectatione for review by State Superintendent
and offers independent recommendation for
acceplance/rejection of document.

Final draft formal completed,

May, 2003

Stale Superintendent approves/rejects final
draft of grade-level expectations,

Letler of finding anu
approval/rejeciion by the State
Superintendent,

val
{imed

At the completion of this process, North Dakota will have adopted academic content standards In
mathematlcs and reading/English language arts at grades 4, 8, and 12, and grade-level content

expectations at grades 3, 5, 6, and 7.
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f ’ b. Provide a timeline of major milestones for adopting challenging academic content standards
In sclence that meet the requirements of section 1111(b)(1).

The NDDP! has developed and adopted academic content standards in sclence

(btipi/lwww dpl state.nd. us/standard/content/sclence.pdf), These State content standards have
been developed at grades 4, 8, and 12 in accordance with the North Dakota Stendards and

|
i
|
i
|
Assessment Development Protocols (hiip://www.dpl.state.nd.us/standard/content/loc.pd]). North %

Dakota sclence academic conlent standards meet the requirements of section 1111(b)(1).

North Dakota will align its sclence assessment to the adopted State sclence content standards at
grades 4, 8, and 12 in accordance with section 1111(b)(1). In addition, North Dakota will plan to
expand, voluntarlly, its statewide sclence assessments info grades 3, 5, 6, and 7 by 2007-2008,
based on State-defined, grade-level content expeciations, These grade-level content
expeciations will be developed and adopted In accordance with the North Dakota Standards and <
Assessment Development Prolocols. Adherence to the protocols will assure that the sclence and |
grade-level content expectations will apply to all students, Including LEP students and students f
with disabilitles.  Protocols requite the broadbased involvement of all stakeholders and statewlde

dissemination to all LEAS and schools.

North Dakola proposes to accomplish these aims based on the following drvelopment schedule:

Development Schedule for
Sclence Grade-Level Content Exnectations,

, Grades 3, 5,6, and 7 ,
Date | Activity Evidence : t
June, 2013 | North Dakola Standards and Assessment | General release of
Development Protocols revised by state protocols to schools and the

] SALT Team to accommodate development | public and the placement of
: of grade-level expectations and to update | document on State website.
standards and assessment procedures,

June, 2003 | Initiate formation of grade-level Contract signed from
expectations drafling committees in prospective committee
accordance with State protocols. members, Placement of |
Commitlees to develop expeclations for committee membership on
grades 3, 5, 6, and 7 to align Stale websile. }

developmentally to State content standards
al grades 4, 8, and 12,

July, 2003 Initiate development process steps to Development
develop grade-level expectations for documentatlion required to
grades 3, 5, 6, and 7 in accordance with confirm adherence to Stale
State protocols. protocols, _
July- Grade-level expectations drafting First draft of grade-level
October, committees meel lo construct first draft of | expectations constructed In
2003 expeciations. accordance with State
profocols.
October, Flrst drafl of grade-level expectations First draft placed on Stale
2003 formatted in accordance with State website, Call for revisions
protocols and released to public for forwarded to schools and
comrment. the public according to !
State protocols. %
December, | Public comments compiled and Public comments compiled !
2003 disseminated to grade-level expectations and placed on State ;
drafting committee for review. website, Summary !
}

documentation forwarded {o

(\ _ committee membership.
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January- Second drafl of grade-level expeciations Second draft placed on
February, drafied by committee membership, Draft State website. Draft
2004 forwarded to SALT Team for review in reviewed and marked-up by
accordance with Stale protocols. SALT Team,
February- Grade-level expectations commitlee Third draft placed on State
March, 2004 | reviews SALT Team's recommendations, website,
Committee prepares third draft of grade-
| level expectations. , _
March- April, | SALT Team reviews third draft for Third dratt reviewed and
2004 adherence 10 State protocols, SALT Team | revised by SALT Team In
offers recommendation for accordance to protocols,
adoplionfrejection of grade-level SALT Team drafts final
expectations o State Superintendent. proposal of
acceplance/rejection,
April, 2004 | NDDPI prepares final dralt of grade-leve! Final draft format
expeciations for review by State completed.
Superintendent and offers independent
recommendation for acceplance/rejection
of document, . _
May, 2004 State Superintendent approves/rejects final | Letter of finding and
drafl of grade-level expectations. approvallrejection by the
State Superintendent.

s+ b

At the completion of this process, North Dakota will have adopted academic content standards In
sclence M grades 4, 8, and 12, and grade-level expeciations at grades 3, 5, 6, and 7.

c. Provid: a limefine of major milestones for the development and Implementation, 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, Depariment of Education, has established an
assessment waiver plan {o bring the State into full compliance with ESEA, Section 1111{b)(1)
requirements. This walver plan, approved through August 2003, can be accessed at the following
web slie: hitp://www.dpi.state.nd.usitesting/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 walver plan,

State assessments have been developed and adopled thus far in mathematics and
reading/language arts at grades 4, 8, and 12 in accordance with North Dakota's approved
assessment walver agreement and the North Dakota Standards and Assessment Development
Profocols (htip://www.dpl state.nd.us/standard/content/toc.pdf). North Dakota will proceed to
develop state assessments In mathemalics and reading/language 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 sclence at grades 4, 8, and 12 by 2007-
2008 in accordance with State protocols and section 1111(b){(1) requirements, Additionally, Noith
Dakota will expand i sclence assessment, voluntarlly, at grades 3, 6, 6, and 7 by 2007-2008 in
accordance with State protocols and secllon 1111(b)(1) standards.

Norh Dakota proposes to accomplish these alms based on the following assessment
development and implementation schedule:
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Development and Implementation Schedule ‘
For State Assessments In Mathematics, Reading/Language Am.
and Sclence, Grades 3 through 8, and 12

Date Actlvity Evidence

June, 2002 | The NDDPI submils a detailed progress Submission of evidence
report {0 the U.S. Depariment of regarding funding level
Educatlon regarding the State's commitments, conlractor
progress In achieving full comptiance techrical quality assurances,
with sectlon 1111 assessment adminisiration scheduling,
requirements as proposed in North
Dakota's assessment walver agreement
plan, _

June, 2002 | SALT Team revises Slate assessment | Revised Stale protocols placed
protocols to accommodate assessment | on NDDP!'s webslte,
development based on allgnment to -

_grade-level content expectations. o

June, 2002- | The Slate performs all assessment Evidence of completion !

August, activities identified within assessment Identified within the State X

2003 walver agreement with U.S, Department | assessment walver agreement 3
of Education. plan with U.S. Department of |

Education,

October, Following completion of development State Superintendent letter of

2002 aclivities, State adopts achievement approval, Placement of
standards narratives in sclence, grades | achlevement standards on

May, 2003 | Following comipletion of development Stale Superintendent letter of '
activities, State adopts gre.de-level approval. Placement of grade-
content expectations within level content expeclations on
mathematics and English language arts | website.
for grades 3, 6, 6, and 7. _ ,

May, 2003 Following completion of development State Superintendent letter of ,
activitles, State adopts achievement approval, Placement of ;
standards narratives within achievement slandards on ?
mathematics and English language arts | webslte,
for grades 3, 6,6, and 7. ,

March-May, | The NDDPI prepares RFP NDDPI RFP documentation

2003 documentation for mathematics and with alignment to State
reading/language arts assessments, assessment development
including overview of type of test to be | prolocols,
developed, outline of {est blueprint,
requirements that test llems be field ‘
tested/piloted, field testing procedures ;
documented, adminisirators' manual ;
developed, and technical manual §
developed. RFP released for |
competitive bid process. ] ;

June, 2003 | State contracts with assessment vendor | Signed contract between the :
to begin process to align test items to NDDP! and selected vendor. i
State grade-level content expectations | Tentalive list of aligned items ’
in mathematics and reading/language for review by State.
arts at grades 3, 6, 6, and 7. Process
follows State assessment development

, _protocols. ,

June, 2003- | Assessment alignment commitiee Contracts for each commiilee ,

May 2004 formed from nominated pool of feachers | member, Working drafis of %

1
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( slalewlde lo select and align test tems | standards alignment and :
{o State content expectations for coverage. f
mathemalics and readingflanguage arts f
assessment, Generations of working !
drafts reviewed and updated to assure ;
sufficient alignment {0 and covarage of _s
rade-level content expectations, ’
May, 2004 Following completion of development Stale Superintendent letter of
activities, State adopts achievement approval, Placement of {
standards narratives within sclence for | achlevement standards on
rades 3, 6, 6, and 7. website, j
June, 2004 | NDDP! raviews final alignment activily | Findings and recommendation g
for mathematics and reading/flanguage | memorandum to Stale ;
arts and proposes adoptlon/rejection of | Superiniendent,
_ allgnment to Stale Supzrintendent. ,
June- Assessment vendor prapares Preparation of all assessment,
December, | assessments in anlicipation of first {ralning, and adminlistration
2004 sssessment administration for grades 3, | materials,
5, 6, and 7 in mathematics and ‘
_ readingflanguage ars, §
March-May, | NDDPI prepares RFP documentation NDDPI RI*P documentation |
2004 for sclence assessments, Including with alignment to State ;
overview of iype of test to be assessment development ?
developed, oulline of test blueprint, protocols. !
requirements that test items be field |
tested/piloted, field testing procedures {
TN documenied, adminlistrators’ manual =
‘ developed, and technical manual 1
developed. RFP released for 7
competitive bid process, ;
June, 2004 | State contracts with assessment vendor | Signed contract between the ¢
to begin process fo align test items (o NDDP! and selected vendor, {
State grade-level conient expectations | Tantative list of aligned ems ;
in sclence at grades 3, 5, 6, and 7. for review by State,
Process follows State assessment
development protocols. ,
June, 2004- | Assessment alignment commitiee Conltracts for each committee f
May 2005 formed from nominated pool of teachers | member, Working drafts of ;
statewide to select and align lest llems | standards alignment and f
to State content expectations for coverage. i
sclence assessment, Generatlons of ;
working drafts reviewed and updated to j
assure sufficlent alignment to and |
coverage of grade-leve! content
expeclations.
June- Assessment vendor prepares Preparation of all assessment,
Decernber, | assessments In anticipation of first training, and administration :
2008 assessment administration for grades 3, | materials,
5, 6, and 7 in sclence. ;
January, State conducts series of assessment Statewide and reglonal training i
2006 administration tralning sessions to sesslons, Dissemination of ;
overview State assessment and supporl mateials, Placement i
accountability system for mathematics | of all materials on website, 3
and reading/language arls.
! March, 2005 | First adminisiration of slatewlde Submission of all assessments i
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assessments In mathematics and
reading/language arts, grades 3 through
8. Grade 12 assessment conducted in
November, 2004,

for scoting and reporiing,
Grade 12 assessment scoring
and reporting conducted in
December, 2004,

July, 20086

March 2005 student assessment data in
mathematics and reading/language aris
undergoes cul-point standards setling.
Achlevement standards determinad
based on process. Adequate yearly
progress markers set,

Cut-point activities conducted
according to Stale protocols.
Results used for student and
accountability system reports.

September,
2006

Performance reports issued on results
of 2008 mathematics and
reading/tanguage assessment
administration, Results disseminated to
all parties.

Release of results to students
and parents, Release of
school, district, and state
resuits,

Seplember,
2006

Adequate yearly progress delermination
conducted. Resulls published,

Published resulls of student
performance and adeqL “te
yeatly progress reports,

Seplember,
2005- May,
2006

State conduc's second year of
statewide assessments in mathematics
and reading/language aris al grades 3
through 8 and 12, State meets all
requirements for mathematics and
reading/language arls assessments in
accordance with section 1111(b}{(1).

Production of all materials and
publication of all resulis as
identified within Stale
prolocols.

January,
2006

State conducts serles of assessment
administration tralning sessions to
overview State assessment and
accountabilily system for science.

Statewide and regional training
sesslons, Dissemination of
support materlals. Placement
of all materials on websile.,

March, 2008

First administration of statewlde
assessments in sclence, grades 3
through 8, Grade 12 assessment
conducted in November, 20086,

Submission of all assessments
for scoring and reporting.
Grade 12 assessment scoting
and reporiing conducted in
December 20085,

July, 2008

March 2006 student assessment data in
sclence undergoes cut-point standards
setting, Achlevement standards
determined based on process.
Adequate yearly progress markers set.

Cut-point activities conducled
according lo State protocols.
Results used for student and
accountabllity system reports,

September,
2006

Performance reporis lssued on results
of 2006 sclence assessment
administration, Results disseminated to

all parties.

Release of resulls to students
and parents. Release of
school, district, and state
results,

Seplember,
2006

Adequate yearly progress determination
conducled. Resulls published.

Published results of student
performance and adequate
yearly progress reports,

Seplember,
2006- May,
2007

State conducts second year of
slalewide assessments in sclence at
grades 3 through 8 and 12, State meets
all requirements for sclence
assessments in accordance with

section 1111(b)(1).

Production of all materlials and
publication of all results as
identified within State
protocols,

At the completion of this process, North Dakota will have completed the development and

Implementation of State assessments in mathematics, readingflanguage arts, and sclence at
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( " grades 3 through 8 and 12 one year In advance of federal requirements, The Slale assessments
will have met all requirements set within State assessment development protocols and section

1114(b)(1).

e e

d. Provide a timeline of major milestones for setling, in consultation with LEAs, academic
achlevement standards In mathemalics, reading/language arls, and sclence thal meet the

requirements of section 1111(b)(1).

The State of North Dakota has developed and adopted academic achievement standards in
mathenatics (http://www.dpi.state.nd, us/standard/perdformfindex.shim) and English language arts

(hitp:/fwww . dpi.state.nd.us/standard/perform/index.shim). These State achlevement standards

have been developed at grades 4, 8, and 12 in accordance with North Dakota's content and

achlevement standards prolocols (hitp://www.dpl state.nd.us/standard/conteni/toc.odf). North |

Dakota mathematics and English fanguage arls academic achlevement standards meet the ,
requirements of section 1111(b)(1). North Dakota's achlevement standards In science will be
completed by fall 2002, In accordance with State standards development protocols and section

1111(b)(1) requirements.

North Dakota will continue 1o use adopted achievement standards as the basis for statewide ;

assessments at grades 4, 8, and 12 in accordance with section 1111(b)(1), In addition, North )

Dakota will expand ils statewide assessments Into grades 3, 5, 6, and 7 in mathematics and ’

reading/English language arts, In accordance with section 1111(b)(1) by 20086-06, based on !

State-defined, grade-level achievement standards. Additlonally, North Dakota will expand its f

statewide assessments, voluntarily, into grades 3, 6, 6, and 7 in sclense by 2007-2008, based on i

State-defined, achlevement standards. All achlevement standards at grades 3, 6, 6, and 7 will be ’

aligned with North Dakota's corresponding grade-level content expeciations, These achlevement 1‘

standards will be developed and adopted in accordance with North Dakota's standards ;’
1

development protocols.

North Dakola proposes to develop narrative achievement standards at grades 3, 5, 6, and 7
contemporaneously with the development of grade-level content expactations, The content
expectation commitiees will also draft the narrative achievernent standards, These narrative
achlevement standards will act as the primary calibration tool for the cut-point standards setting
performed to align the State assessment scale scores to State achievement standards. ‘

Norih Dakota propouses to accomplish 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 Reading/English Language
Achievement Standards, Grades 3, 5, 6, and 7

Date Activity Evidence
June, 2002 North Dekota Standards and Assessment | General release of
Development Protocols revised by state prolocols to schools and the

SALT Team to accommodate development | public and the placement of
of achievement standards and to update document on State website,
standards and assessment procedures.

June, 2002 Initiate formation of grade-level Contract signed from
expeciations drafting committees in prospective committee
accordance with Siate protocols, members. Placement of
Committees will draft both grade-level committee membership on _
‘ content expectations and achlevement State website,
standards, Commitiees to develop i

e G b s e
b ey

tce—ia

The wicrographtc fwmages on this a1 I
e ehio tw ® are accurate reprocuctions of records delivered Nodle
m(m” b drehivalr:l‘::*:‘; 'mrs:b %c:t:ﬂ??z;‘ l;ml photographie process meets nwid%:ds of":hlcnm:n"mfzt f:r mntcrom.lm e
Ehatrchival w ¢ 1iimed image shove fs less legible than this Notfce, {t {5 due to :ho Jﬁc&"ﬂ’fﬁ:




r

North Dakola State Appl

fcation ~ June 12, 2002

Page

achievement standards for grades 3, b, 6,
and 7 to align developmentally lo State
achlevement standards at grades 4, 8, and

12,

July, 2002 Iniilate development process sieps to Development
develop achievement standards for grades | documentation required to
3, 6, 6, and 7 In accordance with State confirm adherence to State
protocols, protocols,
July— Drafling commitiees meet to construct first | First draft of grade-level
Oclober, draft of expeciations and achievement achlevement standards
2002 slandards. consiructed in accordance
o with State protocols,
Oclober, First drafl of achlevement standards First draft placed on State
2002 formatted in accordance with State website, Call for revisions
protocols and released to public for forwarded to schools and
comment. the public according to
, State protocols, v
December, Public comments compiled and Public comments compiled
2002 disseminated fo drafting commitiee for and placed on State
review. websie. Suinmary
documentation forwarded {o
, comrmiittee membership.
January- Second draft uf achlevement standards Second draft placed on
February, drafied by committee membership. Draft Stale website. Draft
2003 forwarded to SALT Team for review in reviewed and marked-up by
accordance with Stale profocols, ‘ SALT Team.
: February- Drafling commitiee reviews SALT Team's | Third drafl placed on State
recommendations. Commiitee prepares webslte.

N March, 2003

third draft of achlevement standards,

March- April,

SALT Team reviews third draft for

Third draft reviewed and

| revised by SALT Team in

2003 adherence to State protocols. SALT Team
offers recommendation for accordance to proterols,
adoption/rejection of achievement SALT Team drafts . al
standards 1o State Superintendent. proposal of
: acceplance/rejection.
Aprll, 2003 NDDPI repares final draft of achievement | Final draft format
standards ‘or review by State completed.
SuperinterJent and offers independent
recommendation for acceplance/rejection
of document. _
May, 2003 State Superintendent approves/rejects final | Letter of finding and
draft of achlevement standards narralive, approvalirejection by the
State Superintendent.
July, 2006 Cut-point standards settihg committee Cut-point documentation
followlng first | translates narrative achlevement standards | required within State
adminlstration | into equivalent cut-point scale scores, in bookmark standards setling
of State accordance with State protocols. Cut- procedures.
assessmenis | points determine proficlency levels that
In grades 3, | correspond with narrative achievement
5,6, and 7 in | standards.
March, 2006.

At the completion of this process, North Dakota will have adopted academic achievement
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The flollowinp second development schedule [dentifies the development schedule for sclence:

Development Schedule for

Sclence Achlevement Standards, Grades 3, 5, 8, and 7

fitmed {mage shove is less legible than this Notice, it ts

ond

Date Activity Evidence

June, 2003 North Dakota Stendards and Assessment | General release of
Development Profocols revised by state protocols to schools and the
SALT Team to accommodate development | public and the placement of
of achievement standards and to update document on State website,
standards and assessment procedures. ,

June, 2003 Initiate formation of grade-level Contract signed from
expeclations drafting commitiees in prospective committee
accordance with Slale protocols, members, Placement of
Committees will draft both grade-level commitiee membership on
content expectations and achlevement State website,
standards. Committees to develop
achievement standards for grades 3, 5, G,
and 7 lo allgn developmentally to state
achlevement standards al grades 4, 8, and
12,

July, 2003 Initiate development process steps to Development
develop achlevement standards for grades | documentation required to
3, 6, 6, and 7 in accordance wilh State confirm adherence to State
profocols, _ protocols.

July- Drafiing committees meet to consirucl first | First draft of grade-level

October, draft of expectations and achievement achlevement standards

2003 standards, constructed in accordance

, 3 with State protocols.

October, First draft of achievement standards First draft placed on State

2003 formatted in accordance with State website, Call for revislons
protocols and released to public for forwarded to schools and
comment. the public according to

State protocols.

December, Public comments compiled and Public comments compiled

2003 disseminaled to drafling commiiliee for and placed on State
review., website. Summary

documentation forwarded io
commltiee membership.

January- Second draft of achievement standards Second draft placed on

February, drafled by committee membership, Draft State website. Draft

2004 forwarded to SALT Team for review in reviewed and marked-up by
accordance with State prolocols, SALT Team.

February- Drafting commitiee reviews SALT Team’s | Third draft placed on State

March, 2004 | recommendations. Commitlee prepares website,
ihird draft of achievement standards.

March- Aprll, | SALT Team 1eviews third draft for Third draft reviewed and

2004 adherence o Stale protocols. SALT Team | revised by SALT Team in
offers recommendation for accordance fo profocols,
adoption/rejection of achlevement SALT Team drafts final
standards to State Superintendent. proposal of

acceplance/rejection,

April, 2004 NDDP1 prepares final drafl of achlevement | Final draft format
standards for review by State completed.

Superintendent and offers independent
recommendation for acceptance/rejection
P A i
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North Daknta Ctate Application - June 12, 2002 Page 13
‘ ! nf document, ,
May, 2004 State Superiniendent approves/rejects final | Letler of finding and
draft of achieverment standards narrative. approvaliiejection by the
Slate Superintendent.
July, 2006 Cul-point standards setling commitiee Cut-point documentation

following first | translales r.arrative achievement standards | required within State
administration | Into equivalent cut-point scale scores, in bookmark standards setling
of State accordance with State piotocols. Cut- procedures,

assessments | points determine proficlency lovels that

in grades 3, correspond with narrative achievement
5,6, and 7in | standards. Cut-points determined on actual
March, 2008, | student lest datni. Descripiions of
achievement level reference State
achlevement standards narralive.
Descriptions are aligned lo actual cut-
points set to actual student data.

Atthe completion of this process, Norlh Dakota will have adopted academic achlevemeni
standards in sclence at grades 3 through 8 and 12.

e, I, and g will be submitied by January 31, 2003.

same criterla, based primarily on assessments consistent with section 1111(b), for
determining whether a school has made adequate yearly progress, regardless of whether the
school receives Title I, Parl A, or other federal funds. ‘

. h. Provide a plan for how the Stale will Implement a single accountabillly system thal uses the

Norih Dskota state law (NDCC 15.1-02-04.4; htto.//www. state.nd us/ir//) places responsibility for
the supervision of the assessmeni of students with the Stale Superintendent. State law (NDCC
15.1-21.08 through 15.1-21-14; http.//www.state nd.usAr//) requires all public schools to
participate In the State’s assessment system, The State's assessment system complles with the
requirements of section 1111(b)(1) as defined by North Dakota's assessment walver plan
agreement with the U.S, Department of Education located on the NDDPI website at
hitp://www.dpl.state nd.us/tesling/assess/plan.pdf. State law requires that all schools' student
performance resulls be reported to the public In a manner that allows for the aggregation,
disaggregation, and comparison of results across public schools and public sshool districts, North
Dakola administers one unified assessment system. The performance accountability siatus of all
schools Is based on this single, unified assessment system,

Nonh Dakota state law (NDCC 15.1-06-06; htip./www.slate, nd.us/ir/) places responsibility for the
establishment of administrative rules for school accreditation with the State Superintendent. State
accreditation administrative rules (67-19-01-38; hitp.//www.dpl. stete.nd, us/resource/rules/67-
19.pdf) require accredited schools to participate In the State assessment system.

The NDDPI will conduct an adequate yearly progress report for all public schoots within North
Dakota to meet the requirements of section 1111(b}(2).

Under proposed adminlstrative rules amendments, the NDDP) would assign an accreditation
commendation status based on a school's deslgnalion for adequate yearly progress (refer to
www.dpl.slate nd.us/accred.pdf). The accreditation rules refer to such a commendation within the
definittons as, “'Student achisvement progress rating means adequate yearly progress pursuant
fo section 1111(b)(2) of the Elementary and Secondary Education Act." Such a commendation

any other federal funding.

(/ would apply to all public schools, regardless of thelr parlicipation under ESEA, Title |, Part A, or
/
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[ |

I Identify the languages present in the student population to be assessed, the languages in
which the State adminislers assessments, and the languages In which the State will need to
administer assessments. Use the most recent dala avallable and Identify when the dafa were

collecled.

o et i im

English Is wurrently the language used in North Dakota's slatewide achlevement festing
program, There {8 no plan to assess in any other language In the future, According to the
annual Survey of State's Limited English Proficlent Students and Avaliable Educationsd
Programs and Services conducted by the NDDP! in 2001, there are over 30 languages used
by students in North Dakola schools. The following languages are Jisted as home languages
by ten or more students in North Dakota schools: American Indlan languages, including ;
Lakota/Dakota, Michif, Ojibwa, Hidatsa, Arikara, and Mandan; Serbo-Croallan; Spanish; |
Sudanese; Somalian; German; Kutdish; Haitlan-Creole; Marshalese; Arablc; Chinese; i

Russian; and Ukraintan,

J Provide evidence thet, beginning not later than the school year 2002-2003, LEAs will provide
for an annual assessment of English proficiency thal meels the requirements of seclion
1111(b)(7) and 3116(d)(4), Including assessment of English proficlency in speaking, listening,
reading, wrlting, and comprehension. Identify the assessment(s) the State will designale for

this purpose.

a1y 2 o S

North Dakota will assist LEAs in the annual assessment of English proficlency by developing
an assessment system of State recommended tools for the assessment of speaking,
lstening, reading, writing, and comprehension of LEP students, Presently schools with LEP
students choose their own method of English language proficlency assessment. Many
schools use a slandardized language proficlency test. Scme of the schools combine the
language proficiency assessment with information from the language aris poriion of the State

achievement/standards assessment program,

i e, B T e i i o e

The Woodcock Munoz Language Survey is the most commonly used standardized

i instrument to assess language proficiency of LEP students in North Dakota. This test Is

< required for those schools thal apply for State English Language Learner (ELL) funding, Only
students who are very limited in thelr English language skills and proficiently speak a
language other than English are eligible for the State ELL funding, The Woodcock Munoz is
effective In Identifying LEP students, classifying them according to language proficiency, and
documenting growth, H does not provide a complete picture of students' language
proficlency, effectively assess comprehension, or adequately describe the tanguage skills of
students who have higher levels of English language proficlency.

e A -

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 educational experlences. Because of this diversily, there is
no one assessment lool that effectively assesses speaking, listening, reading, wrlting, and
comprehension with all groups. More research and input from the fleld 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 will cover the five modaslities listed, are
simifar in quality, and are afigned with State standards. The assessment system will be
developed In cooperation with representatives from school districts in the state with large LEP
: populations and outside consullants including lhe Center for Applied Lingulstics In

! Washinglon, DC; the Comprehensive Regional Assistance Center VI in Madison, Wi; the
Council of Chief State Schoul Officers; and the U.S, Depariment of Education Office of
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' ‘ English Language Acqulsition, Until the assessment sysiem is In place, the following j
language proficlency tests will be recommended: ;

» Woodcock Munoz Language Survey, Riverside Publishing Company
» Language Assessment Scales, CTB McGraw-Hill
» ldea Proficlency Test, Ballard & Tighe J

Following s the timeiine for the development of the assessment system:

Development Schedule for Assessment System for English Proficlency

Year , Actlivities 4 |
2002- ¢ Schools wiil comply with Stale requlrements b‘y assessing the |
2003 language proficiency tests along with information from statewide

achlevement/assessment program, if avallable.

e North Dakota will convene a task force to review assessments :
and develop an assessment syslem aligned with State “
siandards and benchmarks,

» Task Force will consult with national organizations and technical ;
assistance centers on assessment systems,

) o Solicit input from fleld on assessment system,

2003~ o Complete development of assessment system Including

2004 guldelines for Imptementation.
Implement assessment system into LEAs In North Dakota

Provide tralning to school districts on gssessment syslem and

guidelines, I

o Collect data on assessment system. ;

2004~ ¢ Collect data on assessment system, !

s 2006 ;

o 2005~ ¢ Collect data on assessment system, :
2006

K. Describe the status of the Stale's effort to establish standards ard annual measurable
achlevement objectives under section 3122(a} of the ESEA thal relate fo the development

and attalnment of Englisii proficiency by limited English proficient children,

e e e —

North Dakota is currently in the process of establishing standards and guidelines for limited
English proficient students. A State Task Force was convened in June of 2000, and a plan
was developed. Following State protocol mandating a single system of State content and
performance standaids, the Task Force made the declslon {o develop guidance documents
that would provide accommodations and adaptations by benchmark level for LEP students
' and Slate content slandards. Guidance has been developed for English Language Arts
Standards and LEP students, The Task Force Is working on guidance for the content areas

of math, sclence, and soclal studies,

Beginning In the fall of 2002, the Task Force will address the Issue of annual measurable
achlevement objectives that refate fo the development and attainment of English language
proficlency by limited English proficlent students. The Task Force will also review the
guldance for Erglish Language Arls Siandards and LEP students to assure that they relate to
the development of English proficiency In speaking, listening, reading, writing, and
comprehension. NDDP} has been working in consultation with the Center for Applied
Lingulstics on this project. Following Is the timetable for the development of the standards

and achlevement objectives:
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‘ ) Schedule for Development of Standards and Achlevement

%

'Yuiff

Objectives for English Proficlency .- ‘
o - ___Activities A ‘ -

2000-2001 .

Reached agreement with Center for Applied Lingulstics {o serve as
consultant, (Cornpleted 3/2000)

State Task Force on LEP siudents and State conlent standards
convened, (Completed 6/2000)

Developed levels of English language proficiency for North Dakota
students, (Completed 1/2001)

Developed draft guidance for LEP students and English Language Arts
Standards, (Draft completed 1/2001)

2001-2002 .

Reviewed levels and draft of English Language Aris guidancae,
(Completed December 2001)

Developed guidance for LEP students and State content standards,
including math, sc¢lence, and soclal studies. (Dratt compleled May 2002)

2002-2003 R

Review draft guidance for LEP students and content standards.
Develop measurable achlevement objectives in speaking, listening,
reading, writing and comprehension, aligned with State academic
content and student achievement slandards.

Dlsseminate guidance documents and provide training for LEAs,

o
2003-2004 .

Field test guldance 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 system for LEP students.

®
[ ]
.. 20042008 .
®

Disseminate guldance documents and provide tralhing for LEAs.
Collect data on LEP students

2. Describe the process for awarding competitive subgrants for the programs Hsted below. In a
separate response for each of these programs, provide a description of timelines, selection
criteria and how they promote improved academic achlevement, and prioritles and how they

promote improved academic achievement,

(1) Even Start Famlly Literacy (Title |, Parl B)

Introduction

The purpose of Even

Start Is 10 help break the cycle of poverty and llliteracy by improving the

educational opportunities of low-income familias through the Integration of early childhood
education, adult literacy, and parenting education into a unified famlly Iteracy program. Even
Start Is implemented through cooperative projects that bulld on existing community resources to

create a new range of services,

Even Start Is a federally-funded family literacy program (through Title |, Part B of the ESEA)
administered in North Dakota through the State Title | office. Even Slart provides learning
opporiunities to families with children from birth through age 7. The program integrates early

childhood ¢ducation, adult leracy educalion, parenting education, and parent and child together

time (PACT).
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( : House Education Committee

January 15, 2003
Gloria Lokken, NDEA

Attached are five messages of concern regarding HB 1181,
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‘ Lokkon, Gloria [ND]

| Subject: FW: ESEA

(

f L am getting very upset and concerned about the attitude of ESPB and NDEA

i in regards to the qualifications of "No Child Left 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
Civica???? 1I'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 prospective 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. 1 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 in
Social Studies. That major should make me qualified, just like a Science
degree should make those teachers qualified.

I would be more than happy to testify to this fact, if you would like. It
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

work on all of these majors,
( )nks for your time,

Mike Bisenius

Soclal Studies Teacher
Red River High School
2211 17th Ave. 8.
Grand Forks, ND 58201
746-2407, ext. 303
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Lokkon: Gloria [ND] , o —————

Subject: FW. highly qualified staff

I feel I must express my feelings about the new rulings, I have been teaching
for over 25 years, most of them in the middle school setting. I am currently a
Title I teacher at Burlington DesLacs Elementary. I have taught with numerous
teachers in middle school grades and have also taught Math and English at 6-8th
grade level. I feel that you are not looking at the right qualifications when
you look for " Highly Qualified teachers". Good teachers at this level need 1lst
of all to have control ¢f 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. 1In this order! Knowledge can be learned by
classes or by experience 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 ,

*,
( j
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_ Lokken, Gloria [ND

(«Nm: FW:

i ’

My name is and I have taught English (grades7-12) at
Belfield High School for the past twenty-four years, I have a big concern

about the proposed changes in certification.
My first concern is about the major I have, I have a compousite English 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 1 teach such as grammay, English literature, american
literature, etc? Will I have to take 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. 1 am quite apprehensive about this whole idea of telling me I am
not "highly qualified” after all the yares of teaching I have done for little
or no pay. Please tell me exactly what number 3 ( concerning secondary
teachers who have taught for three years) says concerning majors. I would
appreciate any help you can give me on interpreting this,

I thank you for your time and consideration. ,English
Department Chairman, Belfield High School
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Lokken, Gloria [ND

(mx{o«: FW.: Soclal 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.) Mahy 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 of these
subjects? Essentially, one would possibly have to have three different
majors for three different courses they teach - I feel for those in small
towns who teach 6 different things daily.
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, Lokkon‘ Gloria [ND]

‘*’*"\ct: FW: ESPB Highly Qualified Rules ;

! I'm currently in my l16th year of teaching at the 6th grade level @ 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 teachcr teaches Social Studies. We each teach
Language Arts, I'm a "not new" teacher so what will be my responsibilities

I as a sivth grade teacher? Will I need a major in Math or major egquivalency

| for teaching sixth grade students while holding an Elem. Ed, 1-8 degree?

; I1. Effective January 1, 2006, all "not new" teachers will either have to
i have a major or major equivalency in the area they are teaching. The major
[ equivalency will include one of the following:

!

1

a. A recognized minor with successful 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

4 letion of a content test in the area the teacher is teaching meeting or

;;\YCoursework equivalent to a composite content major with successful
g eding the minimum scores as determined by the Education Standards and
ractices Board; or

d. Coursework equivalent to a composite content major ~.ith successful
completion of a portfolio,

e, Undergraduate or graduate coursework equivalent to a major: or

f. Advanced degree in a recognized content area; or

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

——————

111, Effective January 1, 2006 all ND licensed teachers with three or more
years of successful teaching experience who hold 4 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 Education Standards and

Practices
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