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HB 542 - AS INTRODUCED

2003 SESSION
03-0923
04/09
HOUSE BILL 542
AN ACT establishing a committee to study replacing the New Hampshire statewide

improvement and assessment test with testing which complies with the
requirements of the federal No Child Left Behind Act of 2001.

SPONSORS: Rep. Alger, Graf 14

COMMITTEE: Education

ANALYSIS

This bill establishes a committee to study replacing the New Hampshire statewide improvement
and assessment test with testing which will comply with the requirements of the federal No Child
Left Behind Act of 2001.

Explanation: Matter added to current law appears in bold italics.
Matier removed from current law appears [#r-brackets-and-steuekthrough-]

Matter which is either (a} all new or (b) repealed and reenacted appears in regular type.
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HB 542 - AS INTRODUCED

03-0923
04/09
| STATE OF NEW HAMPSHIRE
In the Year of Our Lord Two Thousand Three
AN ACT | establishing a committee to study replacing the New Hampshire statewide

improvement and assessment test with testing which complies with the

requirements of the federal No Child Left Behind Act of 2001.

Be it Enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives in General Court convened:

1 Committee Established. There is established a committee to study replacing the New Hampshire
statewide improvement and assessment test with testing which complies with the requirements of the
federal No Child Left Behind Act of 2001.

2 Membership and Compensation.

I. The members of the committee shall be as follows:

{(a) Three members of the house of representatives, appointed by the speaker of the house.
(b) Three members of the senate, appointed by the president of the senate.

II. Members of the committee shall receive mileage at the legislative rate when attending to
the duties of the committee.

3 Duties. The committee shall: )

I. Study whether, in light of the testing requirements contained in the federal No Child Left
Behind Act of 2001, the New Hampshire statewide improvement and assessment test should be
replaced with another national standardized test, such as the California Achievement Test.

II. Examine the history and rationale for the existing statewide improvement and
assessment test and reasons why New Hampshire does not use a national standardized test.

I1I. Survey school district and school administrative unit personnel to determine if they are
administering the existing statewide improvement and assessment test, or any other national
standardized tests such as the California Achievement Test or the Jowa tests.

IV. Determine whether any other national standardized tests are consistent with the
New Hampshire curriculum frameworks and whether such tests will meet the requirement of the No
Child Left Behind Act of 2001.

4 Chairperson; Quorum. The members of the study committee shall elect a chairperson from
among the members. The first meeting of the committee shall be called by the first-named house
member. The first meeting of the committee shall be held within 45 days of the effective date of this
section. Four members of the committee shall constitute a quorum.

5 Report. The committee shall report its findings and any recommendations for proposed
legislation to the speaker of the house of representatives, the senate president, the house clerk, the
senate clerk, the governor, and the state library on or before November 1, 2003.

6 Effective Date. This act shall take effect upon its passage..
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HOUSE COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION
PUBLIC HEARING ON HB 542
BILL TITLE: establishing a committee to study replacing the New Hampshire
statewide improvement and assessment test with testing which complies
with the requirements of the federal No Child Left Behind Act of 2001,
DATE: March 18, 2003
LOB ROOM: 207 Time Public Hearing Called to Order:  3:00 pm

Time Adjourned:  3:40 pm

(please circle if present)

niLaon)

u s

Bill Sponsors: Rep. Alger

TESTIMONY
*  Use asterisk if written testimony and/or amendments are submitted.

Representative John R.M. Alger, Prime Sponsor introduced bill. He submitted written testimony and
also handouts. Rep. Carter (Question): Is this bill a duplication of effort with Department of
Education implementing testing in compliance with No Child Left Behind? (Answer): No. Rep.
Leone (Question): There are many problems with testing in New Hampshire schools. Is this a
complex issue? (Answer): Yes. Rep. Jean (Question): Would you advise the passing of this test, as a
requirement for graduation, like Massachusetts? (Answer): That would be interesting. Rep. Dunn
{(Question}: Could we attach a culminating test. For example, regency vs. local diploma, like New
York? (Answer): Yes. (Question): Does this lead to an elitist group? (Answer): I am not sure. This
could be an issue the commission could look at. Rep. Leone (Question): Could we just talk to the
Department of Education vs. this legislation? {(Answer): We could.

Paul Ezen, Department of Education opposing this bill. The Legislation Oversight Committee is still
in statute and could lock at this issue rather than create a new one. The CAT is a non-reference test
and thus not acceptable under No Child Left Behind. The Department of Education has started the
process of finding a new test by interviewing Vendors in a three-step interview process. The NEAP
was developed eleven years ago and doesn’t align itself with No Child Left Behind, rather aligns with
curriculum and reports such information back to specific schools within a community. Rep. Colcord
(Question): Regarding the Legislative Oversight Committee, I think J.D. Colcord from Education is
on it. CanlI get the complete list? (Answer): Yes, I can get it for you. Rep. Balboni (Question): When
did it last meet? (Answer): About two years ago. (Question): That’s a long time. Don’t you think they
should be meeting more often? (Answer): Yes.

Deb Wiswall, SAU 49 is undecided. The Oversight Committee can address the issue of testing. We
did use CAT, but because it is from 1992, it doesn’t meet new requirements. Testing takes two
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weeks out of the school year, so we coordinate our testing (NEAP and Terra Nova), so everyone is
tested at the same time. Rep. Carter (Question): Are you opposed to this bill? (Answer): [ am
undecided.

Representative John R M. Alger provides additional testimony. Testing is crucial. We should have
the Department of Education present us with an update so we know what is going on.

Paul Ezen, Department of Education responded with “we would be happy to do thie”. Rep. Dunn
(Question): I don’t think there is enough representation on either the study committee or the
oversight committee. There is too much oversight, financially. Do you believe? (Answer): Yes, I
believe.

Respectively submitted,

Lhaioo H. (ouerO

Sharon M. Carson
Committee Clerk
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03/19/03

Representative L'Heureux,

I testified against HB 542 yesterday afternoon. I was asked to deliver to you information
requested by House Education.

1. The names of the committee members serving on the Statewide Education
Improvement and Assessment Program Oversight Committee.

2. When their most recent meeting(s) were.

3. The DOE’s intent to use the committee during the process of redefining what an
assessment system would look like in the State of NH under the guidelines of No
Child Left Behing.

The second page of this FAX taken from the Gen. Court WEB site answers the first two
questions. The names are there and a list of the most recent meetings is included.

As to the last question, Lorraine Patusky, the administrator for the office of Curriculum
and Assessment has had preliminary contact with several members of the committee
already and intends to use the committee as we go through the process of deciding on &
new assessment system. There is a great deal of preliminary work being done and still to
be done before we engage the committee in dialogue about the future of assessment in
NH

I raised the issue of coming to House Education to talk about all the engagement and
work we have done to date around assessment. The committee seemed receptive,
including the sponsor of the Bill, Representative Alger.

Please retay this information to the committee ASAP. I promised I would have it to them
early on Wednesday (today).

Thank you for your help with this issue,

Paul F. Ezen

Deputy Commissioner

NH Department of Education
603 271 7301

P.B2/83
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Testimony On HB 542 establishing a committee to study ...(student)... testing dﬁ(\{@

TO: The Honorable Stephen L’Heureux, Chairman February 18, 2003 /
House Education Committee
From: Representative John Alger

Chairman & Members of the Education Committee,

For the record, my name is John Alger, State Representative. I represent, as one of two, the towns of
Campton, Ellsworth, Orford, Rumney, and Wentworth.

I support this bill and hope the committee will pass it. From a legislative perspective I believe our student
testing program needs a careful review to accomplish duties listed in the bill under section 3.

I understand this bill possibly should simply charge our “Education Improvement & Assessment Oversight
Committee”(RSA 193-C:7) with this study. That would be fine with the sponsors of this bill, I’'m suare, if in
fact they were excited to carry it out! A copy of their 1997-8 report is attached to this testimony.

Results of the study under this bill should clarify why New Hampshire has a custom, labor-intensive series
of student tests versus use of standard tests available and used elsewhere (CAT, STANFORD, IOWA, etc.);
whether the NH custom tests shouid be expanded to grades 3 through 8 at considerable additional costs
(current tests cost about $3+ million annually for grades 3, 6, and 10) in order meet the requirements of the
federal law “No Child Left Behind (NCLB);” why school districts persist in using a standard test in
addition to the NH custom tests; and what testing program the state should adopt in the future that is
economical, practical, and useful to teachers, students and parents.

At the present time students, particularly in the 10* grade, have little or no incentive, in my view, to take
or do well on the state test. [t apparently means nothing to future employment or college access. They still
must take the Scholastic Aptitude Test (SAT) for college entrance purposes!

In order to assess student/class knowledge relative to their peers elsewhere, the school districts of SAU 48
require completion of the California Achievement Test (CAT) in grades 3 through 8. In addition, since
1993, the State has required, and paid for (about $3+ million annually), testing all students statewide in
grades 3, 6, and 10. Therefore, elementary students in SAU 48, and I believe elsewhere, spend two weeks
of their 36 week year on the CAT tests and in grades 3 and 6 spend four weeks on tests! That does not
include any of the time a teacher may use to assess for her/his purposes how the students are doing!

Now, with NCLB we will be required, and require, a new standard state test for grades 3 through 8! 1
believe DOE Commissioner Donahue already has a team working on the problem of what tests to require.
Unless the districts give up the CAT, all our elementary students 3 through 8" grade will spend over 10%
of their time in class on tests outside the teachers design! Furthermore, under NCLB, another test at
random every two years will be required!

I have attached to this testimony observations on testing by Rumney School Principal Dave Webb, taken
from research results he reports, and comments by former State Senator Jim Rubens including his 1997-8
Statewide Education and Assessment Program report. In that regard have the recommendations of that
report been carried out? If not, why not, and are they also of interest to review in the study committee set
up by this legislation?.

It’s time for a legislative update on student testing. Thanks yor for your interest and attention. (JHA)
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Assessment tools used for ranking are not generally good instruments for helping
teachers improve their instruction or modify their approach 10 individual students.

The most important improvements do not require sophisticated data analysis or special

expertise

States with high stakes testing policies, find that such policics have resulted in no
measurable improvement in student learning, as indicated by four different independent
Measures.

Standard based tests are unbalanced, over-sampling some standards and under-sampling
others .

Research demonstrates that high stakes testing naxrows curriculum and dumbs down
instruction

Three important faciors suggest that if the tests could improve instruction, even in theory,
they won’t in practice.

Socioeconomic Effects: Those who start with less get less and as a result
they either fail to catch up or fall even further behind. Simply demanding
higher scores even with rewards will not do the job.

Teaching to the test: Aﬁy test can only sample the curriculum that
students learn. For test results to be valid measures of real learning,
students must have been taught a full curriculum.

Cultura) Bias: Do the current tests meet the cultural differences of our
children?

The alternative is to provide a richer curricujum and instraction to bnprove
standardized test scores. Teachers who used more interactive rather than
exclusively dldactic instructional approaches gained more than their peers

Doctors teat each patient diffcrently on the basis of his or her individual needs, yet they
base their judgments on conventions widely held across the profession. A thermometer is
the same in New Hampshire and New York, as a blood pressure gauge. What do theses
measures have in common? Each reports against a common standard. Fever is a fever,
regardless where you live. We should hold students to the same achievement standards
regardless where they attend school.

We must recognize that 1esting time takes away from teaching time, a useful test should
not take too long to administer or should not intrude excessively on instructional
activities. Most schools spend four weeks of instructional time on testing.
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Student’s Dream,
Principal’s Dread:
The Test Not Taken
wWel —— e
More Kids Opt Out of Extmns

That States Use to Ass =5
Schools and Assign Funds

Time for a Course in Tanning

By DaNiElL. GOLDEN

SAN DIEGO, Calif.--Sporting an “A"
average and varsity leliers in iwo sports,
Erlp Binney took a battery of tests last
spring to improve her college-admissions
prospects, including three SAT achicve-
ment tests and Advanced Placement ex-
ams in U.8. history and chemistry,

But when it came to the state-required
achievement test that is used {o nssess
teachers, schools and districts—and has no
eifecton her transcript —the student at Ran-
cho Bernardo High just said no. Instead of

being tested two hours each morning for a
week, she slept late and did homework,

Erln, now a senior, was one of 212 Ran-
cl}o Bernardostudents, or 8.7% of those eli-
gible for testing, who stayed home or went
out to the beach or breakfast—up from a
dozen such refuseniks in 1999, 49 in 2000
and 1661n 2601, Without Erin and other stel-

Standdrd Deviatio£

lar students, Rancho Bernarde’s score oh
{he Standardized Testing and Reperting,
#r STAR, exams has plummeted, and'the
school has missed out on hundreds of thou-
gandnof dollarsof state aid and teacher bo-

- nuses pegged to improvement.

Kanche Bersardo administrators
ear't force students to take the test, or
rendlize them for dodging i, Erin and
the rest were excused by their pavents.

It's a little-known fact of school life:
“mandatory” testing often iso't.

The Bush administration—and nearly
every state—want to test as many public-
school students as possible. The federal
“No Child Left Behind” law, adopted last
January, says 95% of the students in high-
poverty schools must take standardized
tests like STAR or the schools forfeit
funds granted under Title 1—the biggest
pot of federal education money availuble.
California requires elementary and mid-
die schools to test 95% of their studs IS,
and high schoals, 90%. Bven strients
with spsrial needs or limited Enp’ b nre
supposed i0 be lerted,

Parents’ Kights

Bt e 7 2 . Universal testing is
colliding with another cherished edueit-
tional vaiue: parental rights. Aboul 20
states—including California, Michigan
and Wisconsin—Iet parents waive testing
of their children, usually without having
to give a reason. These waivers are ¢on-
founding school administrators and dis-
torting test scores on which school fund-
ing and reputations increasingly hinge.

Waivers spur particular resistance at
upscale schools where students excused
fromn testing tend to be high achievers. At
Rancho Bernardo, a planned community
laden with well-off retirees, several teach-

Pleuse Turn to Paye A6, Column 1

Continued From First Page

"ors and the president of the parent-

teacher association have opted their chil-
dren out of the test. Erin Binney and other
top Rancho Bernardo students excused by
their parents say guidance counselors
threatened to write unfavorable college
recommendations for displaying a lack of
school spirit. Counselors deny going that
far, but they acknowledge that they con-
sider test participation when they select
students to lead school organizations.

Some parents object to standardized
testing, or to a particular test. Some parents
who speak Spanish or another foreign lan-
guage feel their children don't have a fair
chot on a standardized test given in En-
glish. And stillothers seeno personal incen-
tive for their children tolabor over tests that
aren't inciuded on school {ranscripts or re-
quired for high-scheol graduationor college
afmissions. (Parents typically aren’t al-
lowed to use the waivers for statewide grad-
uation tests, now required in 27 states.)

=1 felt kind of guilty, because I realized
could be taking money away from the
wehool,” says Erin’s mother, Joan Binney.
#:¢ Brin had just started a job, she was
rompetinginlacrosse, and she hadtostudy
for the AP tests. Ttali getsto he too much.”

*A Nation at Risk’ - -

The movement to hold teachers,
schools and districts to higher standards
dates back to a controversial 1983 report ti-
tied “A Nation at Risk.” It offered a grim
portrayal of decline in the nation’s public
schools and started what has become a
steady rise in standardized testing.

The push for testing aroused concern
among conservatives who favor parental
rights and fear government intrusion. At
their prodding, states began adopting opt-
out rules for most state standardized tests
in the early and mid-1990s; California’s
was passed in 1995. Since then, a broader
coalition has taken up the cause, including .
the National Education Assoclation, the na-
tion's largest teachers’ union, which en-
dorsed waivers at its 2001 convention.
Many NEA members resent state-imposed
tests and think they restrict their aca-
dernic freedom and limit their ability to set
curricuia. Various anti-testing groups pro-
mote optouts on their Web sites or have

" filéd waiver legislation in other states,

wihere students who miss tests must make
them up or be considered truant.

Paul Warren, California deputy state
superintendent for accountability, says
waivers act as a valuable “pressure relief
valve,” saving schools from parents
steamed up about testing.

Bush administration officials acknowl-
edgethe tension between their goalof univer-
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John Alger

From: <JimRubens@aol.com>
To: <john.alger@eagle1st.com>; <judy.alger@eagle1st.com>
Sent: Saturday, December 14, 2002 1:48 PM
. Attach: assfinal.doc
Subject: Merry Christmas, Happy Holidays, testing

Judy,

Hello and cheers to both of you.

My email address is unchaged, as below. You put an extra "e" in my last name, like the sandwich.
Think of me like the painter.

I chaired the Assessment and Improvement Oversight Committee for two years. I made sure that the
committee actually did something and we pumped out over 20 recos to the state board. We did not
suggest replacing the Assessments with the CAT.

Personally, I think the state would be better off with a far less expensive test that yields results useful
down to the individual student level, the CAT being an example. There is probably a means by which
an off the shelf, norm-referenced test (rather than standards referenced like our assessment) can be
linked to the state curriculum frameworks. Certainly, with the NCLB test mandate, NH must come up
with a less costly, less time consuming and more useful testing regime.

A great deal of thought would need to be applied to find the best set of tests for NH. State law would
need to be changed to make significant changes.

Attached is my committee's final report as submitted.
Be in touch anytime!

Jim Rubens

603-643-6059

603-359-3300 (cell)
JimRubens@aol.com

12/14/2002



Statewide Education Improvement and Assessment Program Legislative
Oversight Committee

Final 1987 Report, issued February 25, 1998

Senators Rubens (Chair), Danais, Johnson, Representatives Durham, Yeaton,
Wallner.

Issued to: Members of the Committee; Senate President; Speaker of the House;
Office of the Governor; Board of Education, John Lewis, Chair: Education
Commissioner Elizabeth Twomey.

As a result of four public hearings during which several dozen people spoke and the
committee’s deliberations, the committee makes the following recommendations.
The committee looks forward to a joint meeting proposed by John Lewis between
committee members and members of the State Board of Education, at which these
items will be discussed.

1. Independent Quality Control Proposal Wanted. The committee requests that the
Board and the Department present details of what an independent assessment
quality control program might look like and what it might cost. New Hampshire
now has no such system. The Department of Education now contracts with
Advanced Systems to perform quality control on items (2) and (3) below.
Presently DOE has no independent or internal quality review process in any of
three concern areas: (1) test administration (including cheating issues); (2)
scoring; (3) scoring analysis. Dr. Ed Roeber of CCSO, who testified at the
12/9/97 meeting of the committee, suggested that a collaborative QC process
between the Department and the contractor would suffice and that the
Department should commit staff resources to the QC process. Terry Gorham of
Citizens Education Association suggests the creation of an Independent Office of
Educational Accountability to provide this function.

2. Adopt Ethical Standards. The committee requests that the Board prepare a
proposed set of assessment program ethical standards. Dr. Ed Roeber
suggested that our Assessment program must include published ethical
standards applicable to teachers, test administrators and pupils, and that there
should be sanctions for breach of such ethical standards. Sanctions should
include at least public disclosure and attachment to records. There should be an
advisory committee to the state board to develop ethical standards. Dr. Roeber's
suggestions are attached herewith in the form of his paper, “Guidelines for the
Use of NAEP at the District and School Level.” The ethical guidelines suggested
for NAEP administration may be applicable to the New Hampshire assessment
program.

3. Open Frameworks Committee Selection. The process by which frameworks are
reviewed and changed should be formalized. The committee strongly
emphasizes the need for committee memberships to be broadly representative of
varying points of view and that invitations to apply for membership by made as
widely public as possible. Frameworks committees shouid be composed of a mix
of subject area academic scholars, respected lay citizens, and practicing
teachers. Public trust in the membership solicitation and appointment process
should be improved. Bill Ewart has already responded to this concern via his
attached Oct. 21, 1997 memo, describing such a process. The committee
endorses this process, but suggests the addition of a timeline.

Page 1 of 4




10.

11.

12.

Assure Diverse Membership on Content Committees. Public notice and the
appointment process by the Department should be fully open to assure as
diverse, but constructive a membership as possible. Present constructive critics
should be invited to join. Membership is now overwhelmingly composed of
teachers and other members of the public education community. Content
committee membership entails roughly 20 hours work each year. Content
committees should be composed of a mix of subject area academic scholars,
respected lay citizens, and practicing teachers. No single content committee
member should have the power to veto any question.

Content Committees should be more accurately renamed Assessment Question
Committees.

Lift Frameworks Change Moratorium. The moratorium on changes to
frameworks should be ended. Math and Science frameworks have already been
updated with detailed addenda, and these addenda should be formally deemed
part of the frameworks. ASME testified that year over year score comparablhty
can be maintained when changes are made to frameworks.

Improving the Frameworks. New Hampshire frameworks are ranked as
generally average to excellent by a variety of sources. A Fordham study of NH
Language Arts frameworks suggests that improvement is possible in these
areas: oral language skills, vocabulary development, history of the English
language, reference to specific authors and genres, rigor measures at grades 3,
6 and 10th by which students may be measured. Frameworks committees
should handie these suggestions.

Teacher Prep Alignment With Frameworks. The committee awaits a report from
the Board of Education as to alignment of teacher preparation with state

frameworks. As of now, no such alignment exists.

Establish improvement Program Practices to Motivate Students to Excel. There
are presently no sanctions or rewards built into assessment results, either for
students or for school districts. The committee does not recommend financial
rewards or penalties based upon district, school or teacher performance.

Provide a Detailed School Improvement Plan. Bill Ewart at the Department has
provided a work plan. The committee requests more detailed report as to how

the Department of Education will use the improvement program appropriation by
the legislature to help implement local improvement.

Determine What Works and What Doesn’t and Promote It Among Districts. The
committee recommends that districts making a request be provided in-district
trainings as to how to use assessment results to improve local schools. ASME
will provide this service without charge and has been doing so. The state and
other researchers should continue to promote knowledge sharing and research
as to what works and what doesn't. This analysis should include characteristics
of local school districts not ascertainable from data collected in the assessments
such as school administrative and organization methods, local teacher hiring
practices, demographics, etc. Doreen Stern-Gordon is already doing such work.

Communication regarding the entire improvement process (frameworks,

assessments, changes) should be improved. Communication should fiow more
completely both from the Department of Education to the public and educators

¥
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14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22,

23.

and from the public and educators to the Department and the Board.
Communication includes reporting, suggestions, criticism and participation.

Faster Score Reporting. Many, many persons asked for quicker reporting of
scores. Tests are administered in May; results are reported in late October.
Educators would like to know resuits sooner to allow more prompt mid-course
corrections. The committee requests that ASME propose a means to report
more guickly.

Release Numeric Scores To the Public in addition to the four perfarmance levels
now being reported. Release should not include individual scores or allow
inference of individua! scores. ASME indicated that this could be done at no cost
fo the state.

Provide Assessment Data on Disc. ASME indicated that this would be easy to
do.

Establish a “No Effort” Score for open ended questions, in addition to a “zero”
score to differentiate between those who attempted and those who “blew off” a
question. ASME indicated this would be easy to do.

Ensure That All Assessment Questions Are Coded as to which framework is
being tested and for degree of difficulty posed.

Open Ended versus Multiple Choice Questions. A continuing debate among
members of the public exists as to the extent to which frameworks should include
process versus content oriented learning and subject matter and the extent to
which assessment questions should be multiple choice versus open ended.
Open ended questions now constitute forty (40) percent of assessment score
weighting. Stuart Kahl of Advanced Systems testified that open ended questions
can be scored slightly more accurately than can multiple choice questions. The
committee finds that the present balance between multiple choice and open
ended questions is in concert with the language of RSA 193-C.

Grant Cioffi Study. Grant Cioffi of UNH has been given access to numerical
assessment scores so that he can redo his study as to the degree of correlation
between norm referenced tests and assessments in NH.

Dr. Sandra Stotsky's Offer. Dr. Stotsky has volunteered to assemble a team of
content experts from higher education to review our test questions, without
charge to the state. The State Board of Education will consider whether this is
desirable before allowing DOE to proceed. The committee makes no
recommendation.

No Additional Assessments. The committee does not suggest adding subject
areas at this time. This suggestion should not imply that instruction in art, for
example, is to be neglected.

RSA’s should not be changed so that assessments can be used for individual
student improvement,

10" Grade Assessment of Social Studies and US History. These materials are
often taught in the 11th grade, but tested in the 10™. The social studies

framework committee should review this matter.
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24. No Position On Added Grade Level Assessments. The committee would like
more mformatlon on an 87 grade assessment. The comm|ttee supports the
present 3" grade assessment. Some suggest a 12" grade assessment.
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FRAMEWOTRTKS

BACKGROUND
* In 1989, the State Board of Education adopted the goal of developing an educational
improvement and assessment program as one of its top priorities,

 In 1991, a 27-member Steering Commilttee submitted to the legislature a detailed plan
Jor developing curriculum frameworks and implementing assessment strategies.

* In 1993, the legislature establisbed (NHEIAP), and the NH Department of Education
launched a pilot assessment in randomly selected third grades across the state.

* In May 1994, all third graders attending public school were tested for the first time in
English language arts and matbematics.

* In May 1996, all third, sixth, and tenth graders participated. Sixth and tenth graders
were also tested in science and social studies.

WHAT IS NHEIAP?

NHEIAP consists of two important components:

* K—12 curriculum frameworks that define what New Hampshire students should know and be able to do at the
complction of different levels of their education. Frameworks have been developed in four subject areas—English
language arts, mathematics, science, and social studies. o

* Rigorous tests developed around the curriculum frameworks that provide data to drive educational improvement
in areas where it is needed most. Third graders are tested in English language arts and mathematics: sixth and
tenth graders are tested in all four subject areas.

WHY DO WE NEED NHEIAP?

Previously used testing instruments simply did not provide sufficient data about what students know or are able to
do and were not based on chailenging educational standards established for New Hampshire students. Norm-referenced
tests provide information about how an individual child or group of children compares to all other children who took
the test. On the other hand, NHEIAP defines higher standards, and evaluates a student’s knowledge and his/her ability to
apply that knowledge. NHEIAP results are reported in terms of these high standards.

WHO CREATED THE CURRICULUM FRAMEWORKS?

Over a two-year period, New Hampshire teachers, administrators, parents, business people, community leaders, and
policy makers worked together to define what New Hampshire students should know and be able to do at the comple-
tion of different levels of their education.

WHAT SHOULD NEW HAMPSHIRE STUDENTS KNOW
AND BE ABLE TO DO?

The educational standards defined in the curriculum frameworks are challenging. New Hampshire has raised expec-
tations for academic achicvement to better prepare all students for the 21st century. The rigorous tests, administered at
the end of grades three, six, and ten, are developed around the curticulum frameworks and provide vital data that helps
identify strengths in an educational program as well as areas that need improvement.

For complete frameworks, write to: William Ewert at the New Hampshire Department of Education, 101 Pleasant
Street, Concord, NH 03301,
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English

Language Arts

WHY IS ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS
IMPORTANT FOR ALL STUDENTS?

For success in school and everyday
settings, students need to use the English
language with skill and confidence. The
standards in the English [anguage arts
curriculum framework establish expecta-
tions of what New Hampshire students
should know and be able to do by the
time they leave high school. During their
years in school, students are expected
to acquire facts, concepts, and skills in
five areas: 1) reading; 2) writing;

3) speaking, Ustening, and viewing;
4) Bterature; and 5) Fnglish lan-
guage uses.

The New Hampshire K-12 English
Language Arts Carriculuin Frame-
‘work provides a guide for making local
decisions about curriculum development
and delivery. It also serves as a basis for
the ongoing development of tests to be
administered, statewide, at the end of
grades three, six, and ten.

WHAT SHOULD STUDENTS KNOW AND BE ABLE
TO DO IN ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS?

* Read fluently, with understanding and appreciation.

» Write effectively for a variety of purposes and audiences.
*+ Speak purposefully and articulately.

* Listen and view attentively and critically.

* Understand, appreciate, interpret, and critically analyze

classical and contemporary American and English literdture
as well as literary works translated into English.

* Use reading, writing, speaking, listening, and viewing to:
-gather and organize information;
-communicate effectively; and
-succeed in educational, occupational, civic, social, and

everyday settings.
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Science

WHAT SHOULD STUDENTS KNOW AND BE ABLE

WHY IS SCIENCE IMPORTANT FOR TO DO IN SCIENCE?
ALL STUDENTS?

Through the study of science, * Use the scientific process of inquiry, including observation,
students investigate and develop an measurement, and inference.
appreciation for the natural world. The
knowledge gained allows them to make * Understand fundamental concepts that cut across scientific
informed decisions, to develop a respect disciplines, such as systems, models, and scale.
for the environment, and to succeed in
an increasingly complex world. The * Understand the most important content in the life sciences,
process of scientific inquiry provides a earth and space sciences, and physical sciences.

strategy for solving problems, and pro-
motes positive habits such as persis-
tence, integrity, and curiosity.

The New Hampshire K-12 Science
Curriculum Framework provides a
guide for making local decisions about
curriculum development and delivery. It
also serves as the basis for the ongoing
development of tests to be administered,
statewide, at the end-of-grades six and
ten. The framework is organized around
six curriculum areas: 1) sclence as
inquiry; 2) science technology
and society; 3) Hfe sclence;

4) earth/space science; 5) pbysical
science; and 6) unifying themes and
concepis.

* Know bow scientific thought bas developed and changed
tbrough time.

* Understand the distinction between science and technology,
and the role of technology in shaping the environment and
buman society.

* Use scientific knowledge and processes to analyze issues, solve
real problems, and make decisions.
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Mathematics

WHY IS MATHEMATICS
IMPORTANT FOR ALL STUDENTS?

Young people need to learn to
compute—to add, subtract, multiply and
divide. Students also need to develop
the skills of mathematical problem solv-
ing, reasoning, and communication, as
well as the ability to use appropriate
technology, so that they can skillfully
address the complex problems they
will find in school, the work place,
and everyday settings.

The New Hampshire K-12 Mathe-
matics Curriculum Framework
provides a guide for making local deci-
sions about curriculum development
and delivery. It also serves as the basis
for the ongoing development of tests to
be administered, statewide, at the end of
grades three, six, and ten. The framework
is organized around eight curriculum
arcas: 1) problem solving and reason-
ing: 2) communication and connec-
tions; 3) numbers, numeration,
operations, and number tbeory;

4) geometry, measurement, and
trigonometry; 5) data analysis, sta-
tistics, and probability; 6) functions,
relations, and algebra; 7) matbemat-
ics of change; and 8) discrete
matbematics.

WHAT SHOULD STUDENTS KNOW AND BE ABLE
TO DO IN MATHEMATICS?

* Demonstrate a firm grounding in computational skills.

* Demonstrate strong matbematical problem solving and reasoning abilities.
* Demonstrate positive attitudes about mathematics.

+ Use appropriate technology to solve mathematical problems.

* Communicate thelr understanding of matbematics effectively.

* Understand connections among the various branches of mathematics (for
example, algebra, geometry, trigonometry) as well as the use of matbemat-
ics in otber curriculum areas, the work place, and everyday settings.

* Use numbers to count, measure, express quantity and magnitudé, specify
location, and develop mathematical models.

* Use estimation in solving mathematical problems and recognize when it fs
approprriate to do so.

* Name, describe, classify, and compare geometric shapes and their broperties
In two and three dimensions and use geometry to explore the real world,

* Understand the basic concepts of trigonometry and use them in everyday
situations.

* Use analysis, statistics, and probability to investigate problems and orga-
nize and interpret experimental results.

* Use matbematical patierns, relationsbhips, and functions as well as aige-
braic concepts to study the natural and man-made world,

* Use concepts of mathematical change (for exampie, slope, ratios, rates) to
-analyze sequences, tables, and graphs. ’

s Use the main theories of discrete matbematics to investigate problems. (Is
there a solution? How many solutions are there? What is the best solution?)
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Social Studies

WHY IS SOCIAL STUDIES
IMPORTANT FOR ALL STUDENTS?

As citizens, students need to under-
stand how government works and how
to participate in civic life. As workers,
consumers, and savers, they need to be
knowledgeable about our economic sys-
tem. They need to understand the geog-
raphy of their community and of the
larger world, and how the location and
movement of resources affects the lives
of all peopie. As members of one genera-
tion, they need to know and appreciate
how earlier generations contributed to
the society in which they live and help
to shape for future generations,

The New Hampshire K-12 Social
Studies Curriculum Framework
provides a guide for making local deci-
sions about curriculum development
and delivery. It also serves as the basis
for the ongeing development of tests to
be administered, statewide, at the end
of grades six and ten. The framework is
organized around four curriculum areas:
1) civics and government; 2) eco-
nomics; 3) geography; and
4) bistory.

WHAT SHOULD STUDENTS KNOW AND BE ABLE
TO DO IN SOCIAL STUDIES?

* Understand the basic principles of American democracy, the federal and
state constitutions, and the purpose and operation of government at all
levels.

* Demonsirate an understanding of American citizenship, its benefits, rights,
and responsibilities, and bow citizens interact with government.

* Employ the concepts of scarcity, tradeoffs, and supply and demand in order
to make wise choices in the marketplace.

* Examine the role of individuals, communities, and business in economic
systems in terms of competition, specialization, private and public enter-
Drise, money, and financial institutions. '

* Gatber and apply geograpbic information through the use of maps, globes,
graphics, and technology in order to interpret the past, understand the pre
sent, and plan for the future.

* Understand the earth’s physical systems, including landform patterns, water
systems, and natural resources; buman systems, including patterns of popu-
lation, migration, and interdependence; as well as the interaction between
these two systems.

* Use primary and secondary bistorical sources to gain an understanding of
bistory and to develop a broader awareness of current issues and events.

* Demonstrate a knowledge of the bistory of their communty, state, nation,
and the world, including cbronology of major events, contributions of
cvilizations and people, and influence of major ideas.
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HOUSE COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION
EXECUTIVE SESSION on HB 542
BILL TITLE: establishing a committee to study replacing the New Hampshire
statewide improvement and assessment test with testing which complies
with the requirements of the federal No Child Left Behind Act of 2001.
DATE: March 19, 2003

LOB ROOM: 207

Amendments:
Sponsor: Rep. OLS Document #:
Sponsor: Rep. OLS Document #:
Sponsor: Rep. OLS Document #:

Motions: OTP, OTPnberim Study (Please circle one.)

Moved by Rep. Colcord
Seconded by Rep. Alger :

Vote: 19-0 (Please attach record of roll call vote.)

Motions: OTP, OTP/A, ITL, Interim Study (Please circle one.)
Moved by Rep.
Seconded by Rep.

Vote: (Please attach record of roll call vote.)

CONSENT CALENDAR VOTE:
(Vote to place on Consent Calendar must be unanimous.)

Statement of Intent: Refer to Committee Report

Respectfully submitted,

Rep. Sharon M. Carson, Clerk



HOUSE COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION
EXECUTIVE SESSION on HB 542
BILL TITLE: establishing a committee to study replacing the New Hampshire

statewide improvement and assessment test with testing which complies
with the requirements of the federal No Child Left Behind Act of 2001.

DATE: 5/’{2 / 0%

LOB ROOM: 207

Amendments:
Sponsor; Rep. OLS Document #:
Sponsor: Rep. OLS Document #:
Sponsor: Rep. OLS Document #:;
Motions: OTP, OTP/A,@nterim Study (Please circle one.)

Moved by Rep. Colc,o( A

Seconded by Rep. A/{%/l

Vote: [q (0  (Please attach record of roll call vote.)

Motions: OTP, OTP/A, ITL, Interim Study (Please circle one.)
Moved by Rep.
Seconded by Rep.

Vote: (Please attach record of roll call vote.)

CONSENT CALENDAR VOTE:
{Vote to place on Consent Calendar must be unanimous.)
Statement of Intent: Refer to Committee Report

Respectfully submitjed,

Rep. Sharon M. Carson, Clerk
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COMMITTEE REPORT

COMMITTEE: Education
BILL NUMBER: HB 542
TITLE: establishing a committee to study replacing the New Hampshire statewide

improvement and assessment test with testing which complies with the
requirements of the federal No Child Left Behind Act of 2001.

DATE: March 19, 2003 CONSENT CALENDAR YES [X nNo []
[] OUGHTTO PASS
[l  OUGHT TO PASS WITH AMENDMENT
INEXPEDIENT TO LEGISLATE
[[] REFER TO COMMITTEE FOR INTERIM STUDY

(Available only in second year of biennium )

STATEMENT OF INTENT
(Include Committee Vote)

While the Committee appreciated the sponsor’s hard work in bringing this bill forward, the
Committee believed that the Legislative Oversight Committee established under the Statewide
Education Improvement and Assessment Program could accomplish the actions as required by the
No Child Left Behind Act. Because of this, the committee and the sponsor agreed that a new study
committee was not required.

Vote 19-0.
Rep. J.D. Colcord
FOR THE COMMITTEE

Original: House Clerk
ce: Committee Bill file

USE ANOTHER REPORT FOR MINORITY REPORT



CONSENT CALENDAR

Education

HB 542, establishing a committee to study replacing the New Hampshire statewide improvement
and assessment test with testing which complies with the requirements of the federal No Child Left
Behind Act of 2001. INEXPEDIENT TO LEGISLATE

Rep. J.D. Colcord for Education: While the Committee appreciated the sponsor’s hard work in
bringing this bill forward, the Committee believed that the Legislative Oversight Committee
established under the Statewide Education Improvement and Assessment Program could accomplish
the actions as required by the No Child Left Behind Act. Because of this, the committee and the
sponsor agreed that a new study committee was not required. Vote 19-0.
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COMMITTEE: Education

BILL NUMBER.: HB 542
TITLE: establishing a committee to study replacing the New Hampshire statewide

improvement and assessment test with testing which complies with the
requirements of the federal No Child Left Behind Act of 2001.
DATE: 3/4?97/ 5% CONSENT CALENDAR YES El/ No []

OUGHT TO PASS
OUGHT TO PASS WITH AMENDMENT

INEXPEDIENT TO LEGISLATE

OR OO

REFER TO COMMITTEE FOR INTERIM STUDY
(Available only in second year of biennium.)

STATEMENT OF INTENT
(Include Committee Vote)

Vote IQ/D

FOR THE COMMITTEE

Original: House Clerk
cc: Committee Bill file
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