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TN members present.

2003 SENATE STANDING COMMITTEE MINUTES
BILL/RESOLUTION NO. SB 2065
Senate Education Committee
Q Conference Committee

Hearing Date 01-14-03

Tape Number Side A Side B Meter #
1 X 0-50.0

Committee Clerk Signature M/ (M

Minutes: SENATOR FREBORG called the committee to order. Roll Call was taken with all (6)

SENATOR FREBORG opened the hearing on SB 2065 relating to state assessment of public

school students in reading, mathematics, and science.
GREG GALLAGHER, Education Improvement Director, DPL, testified. (sec attached). He ‘
stated the monies appropriated in the bill are in the DPI budget. ;
SENATOR COOK asked if schools in ND have requested more assessment from DPI, MR, \r
GALLAGHER stated local school districts have done so and used the results for school f
improvement as a ’supplement to their own evaluations, He stated NAPE is a separate assessment :
that is done on a federal level,

SENATOR COOK asked if the language only affects public schools, MR, GALLAGHER stated

yes, but nonpublic schools can also have an assessment without any cost to them,
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Page 2

Senate Education Committee

Bill/Resolution Number SB 2065
.  Hearing Date 01-14-03

SENATOR COOK feels there are three categories of policy makers for this bifl: 1, those whe
strongly want the standards and assessments expanded, 2, those who totafly are againsg i, 3.
those who feel they must support it because of the Title I money that will be lost if they don’s do
it. He asked if ND has any schools who receive no Title I funding, MR, GALLAGHER said yes,
and it is the responsibility of the state to establish the accountability and assessnient system. I s
school accepts Title I funds, they are held accountable to the sanctions i Title ). I they dow't
accept Title I funds, they are not held accountable, but are still included int the state fighwes.
SENATOR FLAKOLL feels the 12th grade students may not be serious about doitg s
assessment, (see tustimony submitted from Dr. Chatles DeRemer), Could the sasessrmend be
done with just 10th and 11th grade. MR. GALLAGHER said DPI would not efimvinate 12th grade
77> assessment, He feels 12th grade students do take the assessment seriously if the results are
important to them. Sometimes the local district has not communicated the hmportance o the

students. (The information can be used to place the students in remedial courses in coflege snd

can also be given to potential employers, as long as the student consents {0 them reviewing the

assessment.)

It was asked how education can be packaged to fit all students and teach all students the same.
The state publishes all results of the assessment and passes the information onto the local schook

districts to disseminate to the local schools.

SENATOR FREBORG had seen the results of several schools and found that some had looked !
for excuses as to why they got low scores, (example: the tests were given ont Monday, the

students had been out late due to a sporting event, many students were suffering from s virme, or

J it had rairied for several days and everyone was feeling blue.)
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Senate Education Committee
Bill/Resolution Number SB 2065
Hearing Date 01-14-03

SENATOR FLAKOLL would like a printout on the number of students assessed.

SENATOR COOK asked what the fiscal impact would be if this bill is not passed. MR,
GALLAGHER STATED it would be speculative on his part and would have to cover several
scenarios,

Testimony in opposition to SB 2065:

BEV NIELSON, ND School Bd. Assn., has a number of questions on this bill (see attached). We
are always looking for better tools to do assessments to give the teachers an idea of what is
needed to help and improve the students learning, If Federal funding stops for this program,
what will happen then, especially if this is mandated. ND has the option of setting standards in
NCLBA legislation,

SENATOR COOK sees this as enabling legislation to allow DPI to set the standards.
Testimony received from DEBRA BIFFERT, sent to Senator G. Lee, (see attached)

The hearing was closed on SB 2065,
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2003 SENATE STANDING COMMITTEE MINUTES
BILL/RESOLUTION NO. SB 2065
Senate Education Committee
Q Conference Committee !

Hearing Date 01-22-03

Tape Number Side A Side B Meter #
2 X 3.0-19.7

Committee Clerk Signature &u@ Q{%-v“““/

Minutes: CHAIRMAN FREBORG called the c%mittee to order. Roll Call was taken with all 1

*“‘ ) (6) members present,

SENATOR FLAKOLL said the suggestion has been made to put the testing back to 11th grade.

He presented an amendment for discussion.(38226.0101) (see attached).

SENATOR LEE asked if this amendment eliminates 12th‘grade from the assessment or does it
drop both 11th and 12th grade from the testing, If assessing 11th grade in the fall, they are ¢
actually being tested on their 10th grade knowledge. SENATOR FLAKOLL stated the results are

available in February of their 11th year.

SENATOR COOK. presented e-mail testimony he had received from Kent Hjelmstad, Supt. of
Mandan schools and written by Dr. Don Piper, facilitator for Walsh/Pembina schools..(see
| attached). The letter makes reference to a meeting of a group of superintendents with DPI

officials on the whole issue of testing. It reveals their many concerns with NCLB.
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Page 2

Senate Education Committee
Bill/Resolution Number SB 2065
Hearing Date 01-22-03

SENATOR COOK stated he feels it is imperative that when a bill is passed out of committes, it
should not go any farther than what is required in NCLB, unless it is a benefit to the state of ND.
SENATOR CHRISTENSON stated the spring of the 11th year is the best time to test, She feels
this should be included in the bill and should be in statute.

SENATOR COOK feels this bill enables DPI to implement NDLB as they see fit.

The consensus of the committee is that there needs to be language put in the bill specific to what

is desired by this committee.

Meeting Adjonrned.
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2003 SENATE STANDING COMMITTEE MINUTES
BILL/RESOLUTION NO. SB 2065
Senate Education Committee

Q Conference Committee

Hearing Date 1.27-03

Tape Number Side A Side B Meter #
2 X 11.5-35.0

Committee Clerk Sijnaturcc\;%, e
‘ Minutes: CHAIRMAN FREBORG called the committee to order. Roll Call was taken with all

Y (6) members present.

SENATOR FLAKOLL stated the difference is the grade 11 test must be administered after

March 1 of the 11th grade. this is only to be given to 11th grade. It would be the last test given

to the student for standards and assessment.

SENATOR FLAKOLL moved the amendments (38226.0102), Seconded by SENATOR
CHRISTENSON,

SENATOR CHRISTENSON feels some parts of the bill are necessary for NCLB, Other parts
could have serious implications for which schools would be determined as either low
achievement or high, At a forum she attended, Dr. Piper stated he feels this bill could be
disastrous as the ramification from it arise,, It puts ND in a position of having to raise their

standards. She feels our standards are high already.
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Senate Education Committee

Bill/Resolution Number SB 2065
TN Hearing Date 01-27-03

i SENATOR COOK feels there are many entities looking at amending the bill. He feels this is

enabling legislation that could open a can of worms.

SENATOR FREBORG would like SENATOR CHRISTENSON and SENATOR FLAKOLL
along with the Intern to study NCLB and how it relates to this bill and perhaps look into how it

will affect other legislation, (subcommittee)

SENATOR FREBORG would like legislation to give blanket coverage that DPI can't initiate
legislation unless it is mandated by NCLB unless it is due to statue. In other words it has to
come through committee and the committee needs to know if it is required.

SENATOR COOK stated we need to be careful. The legislative body should be doing what they
think is best to measure the education of our ND students and put that into law, He would like

N to hear from the leaders in education what they want and think,

Roll Call Vote on amendment 38226.0102: 6 YES. 0 NO. 0 Absent,

SENATOR FREBORG stated this bill and NCLB gives such latitude to DPI and the legisltive

i body needs to be aware of that, He asked that LARRY KLUNDT be contacted and present in

writing to the committee the concerns with NCL.B and this bill and the changes they would

suggest,
!

The committee was adjourned. i
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2003 SENATE STANDING COMMITTEE MINUTES

BILL/RESOLUTION NO. SB 2065

Senate Education Committee

O Conference Committee

Hearing Date 2-03-03

Tape Nurnber Side A Side B Meter #
2 X 0-19.0
) ~
Committee Clerk Signature C%Wé‘, %M/
/4

Minutes: CHAIRMAN FREBORG called the committee to order. Roll call was taken with all

(6) members present.

The committee received written comments from GREG GALLAGHER and LARRY KLUNDT ‘

stating their positions and concerns with this bill and with NCLB. (see attached)

SENATOR COOK stated he had been contacted by an administrator and a school board member
who felt these are needed amendments. They put in a mechanism that requires another step for

approval on content standards and assessments through the ND Council of Educational Leaders.

The last section also has language that all state tests must provide accompanying nationally

normed-reference student evaluations with proficiency standards. His understanding of their
concern {s that the present tests seem to show that many students are not proficient and they
would like another testing mechanism for this (the norm-based test) which would give another

means of measuring student performance.
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Senate Education Committee

Bill/Resolution Number SB 2065
TN Hearing Date 2-03-03

SENATOR COOK moved the amendment (38226.0103), Seconded by SENATOR
FLAKOLL,
SENATOR CHRISTENSON feels too many groups need to be involved. SENATOR FLAKOLL
‘ asked if we are still okay as to a high school student viewing the tests. SENATOR COOK stated
that parameters had been set last session that state high school students can not view tests.
i SENATOR CHRISTENSON stated norm-reference is not what standards and benchmarks are all
E about. They are criteria referenced standards, Is this suggesting we need two kinds of tests?
i[ SENATOQOR COOK stated he believes the amendments ask for two types of tests, core-based tests
(National Assessment of Educational Progress) and norm-referenced tests (Jowa Basic Skills)
This will give two perspectives as to the quality of education being provided. This possibly will
'q increase the fiscal note or it may be a local expense. SENATOR CHRISTENSON asked Senator
e Cook what, exactly, he is uncomfortable with in this bill. SENATOR COOK stated that NCLB

is a great concept but brings a policy schift to ND, We need to provide a proficient level of

educational opportunities to students. He also feels that those who should be held accountable for
a child not leaming should not be the teachers, in most cases.

SENATOR FLAKOLL stated there is no provision if one of the three groups does not approve.
SENATOR COOK feels before the 2005 - 2006 school year, the groups will agree. SENATOR
FREBORG asked what if they don’t. SENATOR COOK stated the legislative body at the next
session will have to deal with it once they find out what the disagreements are. SENATOR

FLAKOLL said maybe an interim committee of the Legislative Council should have the final

say. That would give an out card. SENATOR COOK has had much e-mail from school

administrators, They would like to have some input as to these issues, Maybe by the end of

o
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Page 3

Senate Education Committee

Bill/Resolution Number SB 2065
~~.  Hearing Date 2-03-03

session we will have addressed most of their concerns. SENATOR COOK feels there is time to
put this together where all three groups agree before 2005 - 2006 school year.

Roll Call Vote: 4 YES, 2 NO, 0 Absent. Amendment Adopted.

Tape 3, Side A, 0-2.0
SENATOR FLAKOLL received an amendment he would like to present, but it isn’’t correct, He <
will present it later. |

Committee Adjourned,
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2003 SENATE STANDING COMMITTEE MINUTES

BILL/RESOLUTION NO. SB 2065

Senate Education Committee
O Conference Committee

Hearing Date 02-04-03

Tape Number Side A Side B Meter #
2 X 5.0-23.0

{ oY

;
Committee Clerk Signature (—7% é o %M-w/

Minutes: CHAIRMAN FREBORG called the committee to order, Roll Call was taken with all

(6) members present.
SENATOR FLAKOLL would still like to divide the four categories into three. He also

addressed cut scores.

SENATOR COOK feels we need three categories which he supports. He further feels this
should be in effect only as long as federal dollars are available,

SENATOR FLAKOLL hopes to address what courses will be offered.

SENATOR CHRISTENSON stated that Greg Gallagher, DP], brought to her attention that spring

of the eleventh year would probably miss one year in the testing and reporting,
GREG GALLAGHER stated that the cut scores are determined after the assessment. He would

see assessing in the Fall (November would be ideal) as best for timely reporting,
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Page 2

Senate Education Committee

Bill/Resolution Number SB 2065
/7N Hearing Date 02-04-03

/" SENATOR COOK moved to amend amendment 38226.0102 with: line 22, replace “before
March 1” with “after November 1”. Seconded by SENATOR LEE. Roll Call Vote: 6

YES. 0 NO. 0 Absent, Amendment Adopted,

Committee Adjourned.
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2003 SENATE STANDING COMMITTEE MINUTES
BILL/RESOLUTION NO. SB 2065
Senate Education Committee
Q Conference Committee

Hearing Date 02-05-03

Tape Number Side A Side B Meter #
1 X 29.0 - end
2 X 0-9.2
2 X — 10.9 - 28.5
Committee Clerk Si gnature<‘74@ A/%ﬂ-/
/7 L/

Minutes: CHAIRMAN FREBORG called the committee to order. Roll Call was taken with all

N (6) members present, ,
SENATOR FLAKOLL raised the question that if the bill requires the three groups to approve
(ND council of educational leaders, superintendent of public instruction and an interim
committee of the legislative council) the assessment, will there be a risk of impasse. He wonders
if the interim committee should be the ones to have the final say.
SENATOR COOK said there needs to be a change in the language of his amendment
(38226.0103). Maybe the concerns can be addressed and solved with other language. He feels
we need to pass this bill out as good as we can make it and it will have another hearing in the

House. We would have to stipulate the interim education finance committee as the final ones to

have the say on assessments and tests,
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Senate Education Committee
Bill/Resolution Number SB 2065
Hearing Date 02-05-03

GREG GALLAGHER, DPI, was asked to speak, He stated!itiis-atrustissue: Witio axe.thes
people establishing the core essentials, Who are the ones daftingthe standard$:and lassessmentsy.
He feels there are problematic differences here,

SENATOR CHRISTENSON feels there needs to be qualified ipeoplé makingthe décisions.on:
standards and assessments, She would even consider putting it:backiinithie Handsof DRI
SENATOR COOK stated that NCLB is going to have an-impact/consequence.on:alllinvolved it
educating our youth, He feels this will be an ongoing process-andiwe:will need ito Huild ftrustiand!
understanding among all the players (students, teachers, parents, school!districts\and taxpayers)).
He supports Senator Freborg’s suggestion that anyone, Bducational/licadérsieto., can makie:
recommendations to the interim committee and they can then:make:adécision;

Committee adjourned,

Tape 2, Side A, 10.9 - 2805
SENATOR FLAKOLL presented an amendment (38226.0105); He.stated (SBNATOR

CHRISTENSON and himself were presenting the amendments-andiiope:the concernsioff i
everyone have been somewhat addressed, Page 1, line 22, the testing;willibe the: 111t \gradévand

not after Nov. 1 of each school year, Subsection 3 cut:scores, the tests; mustibie reviewed |y, thie

T e,

committee consisting of two representatives of DPIj two members.ofithe liogislative assembilyy,
appointed by the chair of the legislative council; and three individuals.with Backgroundssif
education appointed by the governor, This would allow for.a diverse group:who.would inickitheds
own chair, Under number 4, the last sentence was added:which states:three categoriesy advanced)

proficient, and novice. Section 2 offers an expiration date ifithere are no federalifinds:availatiley
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Page 3
Senate Education Committee
Bill/Resolution Number SB 2065
Hearing Date 02-05-03
SENATOR COOK is still uncomfortuble with the bill.
! SENATOR CHRISTENSON stated that we have now defined the committee and it is some from ;
l each group of people.
: SENATOR COOK asked for an explanation of section 2. SENATOR CHRISTENSON stated |
‘; that we do not want to undertake this unless there is federal funding to imrlement it,
E SENATOR COOK still has some concerns. His concern is with the formation of the committee
and the makeup of it.
SENATOR CHRISTENSON feels it is in statute “if not funded, it is not the state’s
responsibility”,
; SENATOR COOK moved to amend 38226.0103 by adding the last sentence in subsection 4
of 38226.0105 to subsection 4 of 38226.0103. Seconded by SENATOR LEE. g
| Roll Call Vote: 4 YES. 2 NO. 0 Absent. Motion Carried
| ;-,
: SENATOR COOK moved a DO PASS as Amended and be Rereferred to Appropriations, *
J Seconded by SENATOR LEE. ‘
| Roll Call Vote: 4 YES. 2 NO. 0 Absent, :
f Carriers SENATOR COOK
| The committee was adjourned.
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FISCAL
iﬁ NOTE

) Requested by Leglislative Council
04/17/2003

Amendment to: SB 2065

1A. State fiscal effect: /dentlfy the state fiscal effect and the fiscal effect on agency appropriations compared to
funding levels and appropriations anticipated under current law.

2001-2003 Biennium 2003-2005 Blennium 2003-2007 Biennium
General [Other Funds| General |Other Funds| General |[Other Funds
Fund Fund Fund
Revenues $0 $3,680,000 $ $6,935,000 $0 $7,300,000
 Expenditures $1,200,00 $3,250,00 $ $8,116,000 $0 $9,100,000
[ Appropriations $1,200,00 $ $1,200,00 $ $1,800,009 $0
18, County, city, and school district fiscal effect: /dentlfy the fiscal effect on the appropriate political subdivision.
; 2001-2003 Biennlum 2003-2005 Biennlum 2005-2007 Blennlum
: School School School
{ Countles Citles Districts | Counties Citles Districts | Countles Clties Districts
; $ $0 $ $0 $0 $0 $ $ $0
!

2. Narrative: [dentify the aspects of the mwasure which cause fiscal Impact and Include any comments relevant to
your analysfs.

SB 2065 requlires the state to develop and Implement state assessments In reading/English language arts,
: N mathematlcs, and sclence in dentified grades as establishad by a specified schedule. The flscal Impact from SB 2065
* ! ; falls entlrely on the state. School districts are responsible for the administration of the state assessments within their
. «-=" proscribed instructional periods; therefore, there are no additional costs that Impact local schools.
Costs assoclated with the development and implementation of the state assessments Include: the development of
state content standards, the development of state achievement standards, the alignment of state content standards
with test ltems; the development of future test items, the administration of the actual assessments to students; the
‘ scoring of student tests; the establishment of achievement cut scores related to the state achlevement standards; the
/ printing and dissemination of reports to students, schools, districts, and the state; the development of school and
’ district Report Cards and Profiles; the use of student data analysls and reporting applicatlons, and assoclated
professional development and technical assistance to schools, A state advisory committee has concurred with the
Department of Public Instruction's tdentification of these development and administration activities. The cost estimates
'z for each of these Identifled categorles are included within this fiscal note.
; SB 2065 Identifles an implementation schedule for verious assessments. This schedule requires the state to fund
|
|

R R

certain development activities prior to the eventual administration activities, Additionally, all standards and
assessments must be maintained in order to assure the valldity and rellabltity of the assessment instruments. All
development, adminlstration, and maintenance costs are Included within this flecal note.

A detalled accounting of each activity Is provided In Section 3B of this flscal note.

3. State fiscal effact detail: For information shown under state fiscal effect in 1A, please!
A. Revenues: Explain the revenue amounts. Provide detall, when appropriate, for each revenue type and
fund affected and any amounts Included In the executive budgst.

The Department of Public Instruction has Included within its 2003-05 operational budget all general funds required to
administer the state assessment program. The department has proposed a maintenance budget of $1.2 million for the
2003-05 biennium. There are no proposed Increases in general funds for the state assessment program above the
2001-03 blennium. The state must maintain Its appropriation of $1.2 milllon in general funds during the 2003-06
blennium In order to meet its maintenance-of-effort commitment with the U.S. Department of Education. This
\ \ maintenance-of-effort commitment covers the costs of administering the state reading/English language arts, and
e’ Mathematics assessments In Grades 4, 8, and 12,
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ﬁ cover $6,936,000 In allocated federal funds that are earmarked for the state assessment program. These federal

The Department of Pubiio Instruction has also Included within Its operational budget (SB 2013) an authority request to |

funds, supported through Title V! of the Elemantary und Secondary Education Act, cover any new development and
implementation costs assoclated with the extension of the state's assessment program as identifled within SB 2066,
There Is no appropriation attached to this bill.

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

Listed below [s an outline of the projected costs associated with the state assessment program. These actlvities are
Identified in the narrative section above.

Activity 2002-03 2003-04  2004-05 20056-06 2006-07

Standards Development: 350,000 276,000 50,000 50,000 350,000

Assessment Development: 800,000 2,480,000 3,310,000 4,160,000 3,960,000

State Accountabllity Inltlatives: 1,500,000 1,050,000 950,000 300,000 300,000

Total 2,650,000 3,806,000 4,310,000 4,500,000 4,600,000

These projections may viry depending on the final determination of contract negotlations, unantlcipated costs or
savings, schedule delays ur postponements, or other assoclated project activities.

C. Appropriations: Explain the appropriation amounts. Provide detall, when appropriate, of the effect on
the blennial 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.

As Identified within the Revenue section above (3A), there Is no appropriation for general funds attached to this blll.

Name! Greg Gallagher Agency: Publlc Instruction
,:) {Phone Number: 328-1838 Date Prepared: 04/17/2003
'
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~ FISCAL NOTE
' ) Requested by Legislative Councll
03/18/2003
Amendment to: SB 2065

1A. State fiscal effect: /dentify the state fiscal effect and the fiscal effect on agency appropriations compared to
funding levels and appropriations anticipated under current law.

2001-2003 Biennium 2003-2005 Biennium 2005-2007 Biennium
General |Other Funds| General |Other Funds| General |Other Funds
Fund Fund Fund
Revenues $0 $3,600,00 $0 $6,936,000 $ $7,300,000
Expenditures $1,200,000 $3,260,00 $0 $8,116,000 $0 $9,100,000¢
Appropriations $1,200,000 $ $1,200,000 $0 $1,800,000 $0
1B. County, city, and school district fiscal effect: /dentify the fiscal effect on the appropriate political subdivision.
2001-2003 Biennium 2003-2005 Blennium 2005-2007 Blennium
{ School School School
;g Counties | Cities | Districts | Counties | Cities Districts | Counties | Citles Districts
$ $ $0 $ $ $0 $0 $0 $0

2. Narrative: /dentify the aspects of the measure which cause fiscal impact and Include any comments relevant to
your analyslts,

5B 2065 requires the state to develop and implement state assessments In reading/English language arts,
«=m  mathamatics, and sclence In ldentified grades as established by a specified schedule. The fiscal Impact from SB 2065
J falls entirely on the state. School distrlocts are responsible for the administration of the state assessments within thelr
proscribed instructional periods; therefore, there are no additional costs that Impact local schools.
Costs associated with the development and implementation of the state assessments include: the development of
state content standards, the development of state achievement standards, the alignment of state content standards
with last items; the development of fulure test items, the administration of the actual assessments to students; the
scoring of student tests; the establishment of achlevement cut scores related to the state achlevement standards, the
printing and dissemination of reports to students, schools, districts, and the state; the development of school and
district Report Cards and Profiles; the use of student data analysis and reporting applications, and assoclated
professional development and technical asslstance to schools. A state advisory committee has concurred with the
Department of Public Instruction's Identification of these development and administration activities. The cost estimates
for each of these Identified categorles are included within this fiscal note.
SB 2065 Identifies an implementation schedule for various assessments. This schedule requires the state to fund
certain development activitles prlor to the eventual adminisiration activities. Additionally, all standards and
assessments must be maintained In order to assure the valldity and rellability of the assessment Instruments, All
development, administration, and maintenance costs are Included within this fiscal note.
A detalled accounting of each activity Is provided In Section 3B of this fiscal note,
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3. State fiscal effect detall: For information shown under state fiscal effect in 1A, please:
A. Revenues: Explain the revenue amounts. Provide detall, when appropriate, for each revenue type and
fund affected and any amounts Included in the executive budget.

The Department of Public instruction has Included within its 2003-05 operational budget all general funds required to
adminlster the state assessment program. The department has proposed a maintenance budget of $1.2 million for the
2003-05 biennium. There are no proposed Increases In general funds for the state assessment program above the
2001-03 blennium. The state must maintain Its appropriation of $1.2 million in general funds during the 2003-05
biennium In order to meet its maintenance-of-effort commitment with the U.S, Department of Education. This
: malntenance-of-effort commitment covers the costs of administering the state reading/English language ars, and
~ Mmathematios assessments In Grades 4, 8, and 12,
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The Department of Public Instruction has also Included within its operational budget (SB 2013) an authority request to

/ \7 cover $6,935,000 in allocated federal funds that are earmarked for the state assessment program. These federal

q {Phone Number: 328-1838 Date Preparad:  03/19/2003
i
g

funds, supported through Title VI of the Elementary and Secondary Education Act, cover any new development and
Implementation costs assoclated with the extenslon of the state's assessment program as Identified within SB 2065.
There Is no appropriation attached to this bil.

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

Listed below is an outline of the projected costs associated with the state assessment program. These aclivities are
Identified in the narrative section above.

Activity 2002-03 2003-04  2004-05 2005-06 2006-07

Standards Development: 360,000 276,000 650,000 50,000 350,000

Assessment Development: 800,000 2,480,000 3,310,000 4,160,000 3,960,000

State Accountability Initiatives: 1,500,000 1,050,000 950,000 300,000 300,000

Total 2,650,000 3,805,000 4,310,000 4,600,000 4,600,000

These projections may vary depending on the final determination of contract negotiations, unanticipated costs or
savings, schedule delays or postponements, or other assoclated project activities.

C. Appropriations: Explain the appropriation amounts. Provide detall, when appropriate, of the effect on
the blennial 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,

As identifled within the Revenue sectlon above (3A), there Is no appropriation for general funds attached to this bill.

IName: Greg Gallagher Agency: Publio Instruction
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FISCAL NOTE

Requested by Legislative Council
02/20/2003

Amendment to: SB 2065

1A. State fiscal effect: /dentify the state fiscal effect and the fiscal effect on agency appropriations compared to
funding levels and appropriations anticipated under current law.

2001-2003 Blennium 2003-2005 Blennium 2005-2007 Biennlum
General |Other Funds| General |OtherFunds| General |Other Funds
Fund Fund Fund
Revenues $0) $3,690,000 $0 $6,936,000 $0 $7,300,000
Expenditures $1,200,000 $3,260,00 $ $8,145,00 $0 $9,100,00
Appropriations $1,200,000 $0 $1,200,000) $0 $1,800,00 $0
1B. County, city, and school district fiscal effect: Identify the fiscal effect on the appropriate political subdivision.
2001-2003 Blennium 2003-2005 Biennium 2005-2007 Biennium
School School School
Counties Cities Distriots | Counties Citles Districts | Countles Citles Distriots
$ $0 $ $ $ $0 $0 30 $0

2. Narrative: Identify the aspects of the measure which cause fiscal impact and include any comments relevant to
your analysis.

Reengrossed SB 2065 requires the state to develop and implement state assessments In reading/English language
arts, mathematics, and sctence In Identifled grades as established by a specified schedule. The fiscal impact from
Reengrossed SB 2065 falls entirely on the state, School districts are responsible for the administration of the state
asgeslsments within thelr proscribed Instructional periods; therefore, there are no additional costs that impact looal
schools.

Costs assaciatad with the development and Implementation of the state assessments include: the development of
state content standards, the development of state achievement standards, the alignment of state content standards
with test Items; the development of future test items, the administration of the actual assessments to students; the
scoring of student tests; the establishment of achievement cut scores related to the state achievement standards; the
printing and disseminatlon of reports to students, schools, districts, and the state; the davelopment of schoo! and
distrlot Report Cards and Profiles; the use of student data analysls and reporting applications, and assoclated
professional development and technical assistance to schools. A state advisory commitiee has concurred with the
Department of Public Instruction's Identification of these developnient and administration activilies, The cost estimates
for these Identified activities are included within this fiscal note.

Reengrossed SB 2065 (dentifies an implementation schedule for various assessments. This schedule requires the
state to fund certain development activities prior to the eventual administration activities, Additionally, all standards
and assessments must be maintained In order to assure the validity and rellability of the assessment Instruments, All
development, administration, and maintenance custs are included within this fiscal note.

A detalled accounting of each activity Is provided In Section 3B of this fiscal note.
3. State fiscal effect detall: For Information shown under state fiscal effect In 1A, please:
A. Revenues: Explain the revenue amounts. Provide detall, when appropriate, for each revenus type and
fund affected and any amounts Included in the executive budget.

The Department of Public Instruction has included within its 2003-08 operatlonal kudget all general funds required to

v administer the state assessment program. The department has proposed a maintenance budget of $1.2 million for the

2003-05 blennlum. There are no proposed Increases in general funds for the state assessment program above the
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2001-03 blennium. The state must maintain Its appropriation of $1.2 million In general funds during the 2003-05
biennlum In order to meet its maintenance-of-effort commitment with the U.S. Depariment of Education. This
maintenance-of-effort commitment covers the costs of administering the state reading/English language arts, and
mathematics assessments in Grades 4, 8, and 12.

The Department of Public Instruction has also Included within its operational budget (SB 2013) an authority request to
cover $6,935,000 In allocated federal funds that are earmarked for the state assessment program. These federal
funds, supported through Title VI of the Eiementary and Secondary Education Act, cover any new development and
Implementation costs assoclated with the extenslon of the state's assessment program as Identified within SB 2065,

There s no appropriation attached to this bl

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

Listed below Is an outline of the projected costs assoclated with the state assessiment program. These activitles are
identified in the narrative section above.

ACTIVITY: 2002-03/2003-04/2004-05/2005-06/2006-07

Standards Development: 360,000/275,000/60,000/60,000/350,000
Assessment Development:800,000/2,480,000/3,310,000/4,150,000/3,950,000
State Accountabillty Initlatives: 1,500,000/1,050,000/950,000/300,000/300,000

TOTAL: 2,650,000/3,806,000/4,310,000/4,500,000/4,600,000

These projections may vary depending on the final determination of contract negotlations, unanticipated costs or
savings, schedule delays or postponements, or other assoclated project activitles.

C. Appropriations: Explain the appropriation amounts. Provide detall, when appropriate, of the effect on
the blennial appropriation for each agency and fund affected and any amounts Included in the executive
budget. Indlcate the relationship between the amounts shown for expenditures and appropriations.

As Identified within the Revenue sectlon above (3A), there Is no appropriation for general funds attached to this blll,

(Name: Greg Gallagher Agency: Public Instruction
Phone Number: 328-1838 ‘ Date Prepared:  02/25/2003
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FISCAL NOTL

Requested by Legislative Council
02/07/2003

Amendment to: S8 2065

1A, State fiscal effect: /dentify the state fiscal effect and the fiscal effect on agency approptiations compared to
funding levels and appropriations anticipated under current law.
2001-2003 Biennium 2003-2005 Biennium 2005-2007 Biennium
General |[Other Funds| General |[Other Funds| General |{Other Funds
Fund Fund Fund
Revenues $o $3,600,00 $0 $6,935,000 $0 $7,300,0001
Expenditures $1,200,000 $2,050,00Q $6,600,000) $6,936,00 $9,900,000 $7,300,000
Appropriations $1,200,000 $ $6,680,00 $ $9,900,00 $0

1B. County, city, and school district fiscal effect: /dentify the fiscal effact on the appropriate political subdivision.
2001-2003 Blennium 2003-2005 Biennium 2005-2007 Biennlum

School School School

Countles Citles Districts | Countles Cltles Districts | Countles Clties Districts
$0 $ $ $ $0 $ $0 $ $0

2. Narrative: Identify the aspects of the measure which cause fiscal Impact and Include any comments relevant to
your analysis.

Engrossed SB 2066 requires the State to develop and implement State assessments in reading/English language
arts, mathematics, and science in Identified grades as established by a specified schedule. Engrossed SB 2065 also
requires the administration of a second tler of nationally norm-referenced student evaluations with proficiency
standards In the Identified grade lavels. Thls Incluston of an additional tier of testing has effectively doubled the fiscal
note for Engrossed SB 2066 over the original fiscal note for SB 2065.

The State assumes the full fiscal impact from Engrossed SB 2065, School districts are responsible for the
administration of the State assessments within thelr proscribed Instructiona!l perinds; therefora, there are no additional
costs that impact local schools.

Costs assoctated with the development and implementation of the State assessments include: the development of
State content standards, the development of State achlevement standards, the alignment of State content standards
with test items; the development of future test items, the adminlstration of the actual assessments to students; the
scoring of student tests; the establishment of achlevement cut scores related to the State achlevement standards; the
printing and dissemination of reports to students, schools, districts, and the State; the development of school and
district Report Cards and Profiles; the use of student data analysle and reporting applications, and assoclated
professional development and technical asslstance to schools, A State advisory committee has concurred with the
Department of Public Instruction’s Identification of these development and administration activities. The cost estimates

| for each of these identified activities are included within this fiscal note,

Engrossed SB 2065 identifies an implementation schedule for varlous assessments. This schedule requires the State
to fund certain development activities prior to the eventual administration activities. Additlonally, all standards and
assessments must be maintainad In order to assure the valldity and rellability of the assessment nstruments. All
development, adminlstration, and maintenance custs are included within this fiscal note. This fiscal note also includes
the costs associated with the development and Implementation of a second tier of nationally norm-referenced
assessments with proficiency standards,

An autline of each activity category is provided In sectlon 3B of this fiscal note. The overall cost impact of Engrossed
SB 2065 surrounds assessment development and Implementation activities. As requlred within the blll, a second tler
of testing must be provided. A second tier of testing requires the same activities as the first tler of testing, This
effectively doubles the cost of testing, Engrossed SB 2065 does not Impact activities related to standards
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3. State fiscal effect detall: For information shown under state fiscal effect in 1A, please:.
A. Revenues: Explain the revenue amounts. Provide detall, when appropriate, for each ravenue type and
fund affected and any amounts Included in the exectitive budget,

The Department of Public Instruction has included within Its 2003-05 operational budget (SB 2013) all general funds
required to adininister the State assessment program. The Department has proposed a maintenance budgst of $1.2
million for the 2003-05 blennitim within the Department's operational budget. There are no proposed increases in
general funds for the State assessment program above the 2001-03 blennium within 8B 2013. The State must
maintaln Its appropriation of $1.2 million in general funds during the 2003-05 biennium In order to meet its
maintenance-of-effort commitment with the U.S. Department of Education. This malntenance-of-effort commitment
coveu;’s :he costs of administering the State reading/English language arts and mathematics assessments In grades 4,
8, and 12,

The Department of Pubtic Instruction has also Included within its operational budget (B 2013) an authorlity request to
cover 36,935,000 In allocated federal funds that are earmarked for the State assessment program. These federal
funds, supported through Title VI of the Elementary and Secondary Education Act, cover any approved development
and Implementation costs assoclated with the extension of the State's assessment program. The activities Identified
within Engrossed SB 2065, subsection 4, ile outside the approved activities of ESEA Title VI; therefore, Title VI cannot
be used to support the actlvities of subsection 4. These actlvities must be supported entirely with State funds.

Engrossed SB 2065 requires an additional appropriation above the appropriation request within SB 2013. Engrossed
SB 2065 requires an additional appropriation of State funds, beyond the current request, totaling $6,490,000 for the
2003-05 blennium and $8,100,000 for the 2005-07 blennium.

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

Listod below s an outline of the projected costs assoclated with the State assessment program. These activities are
identified in the narrative section above.

Activity Expenditures: 2002-03/2003-04/2004-05/2005-06/2006-07
Standards Development Actlvitles:350,000/275,000/60,000/50,000/350,000

Assessmant Development Actlvities:
800,000/4,680,000/6,620,000/8,300,000/7,800,000

StateAccountabiliitylinitiatives:
1,600,000/1,050,000/960,000/300,000/300,000

Total Annual Expenditures:
2,650,000/6,006,000/7,620,000/8,650,000/8,660,000

Total Blennlum Expenditures:$13,625,000/$17,200,000/

These projections may vary depending on the final determination of contract negotiations, unanticipated costs or
savings, schedule delays or postponements, or other assoolated project activities.

C. Appropriations: Explain the appropriation amounts. Provirta datell, when appropriats, of the effect on
the blannial appropriation for each agency and fund affected ay « v~ mints Included In the executive
budget. Indicate the relationship between the amounts show'i ivi .= 1 iures and appropriations.

- ) As Identified within the Revenue section above (3A), Engrossed SB 2065 will require an additional appropriation of
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State funds, abova the amount requested within SB 2013, totaling $5,490,000 for the 2003-05 blennium and !

$8,100,000 for the 2006-07 blennium.

The effect of Engrossed SB 2065 will be to double the cost of the State's academic assessment program beyond that

proposed within the original SB 2066 and that supported within SB 2013,

Name: Greg Gallagher Agenoy: Publlo Instruction

[Phone Number: 328-1838 Date Prepared: 02/11/2003
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N FISCAL NOTE

Requested by Legislative Councill
01/03/2003

Bili/Resolution No.: SB 2065

1A, State fiscal effect: /dentify the state fiscal effect and the fiscal effect on agency appropriations compared to
funding levels and appropriations anticlpated under current law.

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

: General |Other Funds| General [Other Funds| General |Other Funds

! Fund Fund Fund

‘g Revenues $0 $3,600,000 $d $6,835,000 $0 $7,300,0001

i Expenditures $1,200,000 $3,260,001) $a $8,116,000 $0 $9,100,000
Appropriations $1,200,00 $ $1,200,000 $ $1,800,00 $0

.{ﬁ 1B. County, city, and school district fiscal effect: /dentify the fiscal effect on the appropriate political subdivision.
| 2001-2003 Blennium 2003-2005 Blennium 2005-2007 Blennium

' School School School
Counties Cities Districts | Countles Citles Districts | Counties Cities Districts

\ $0 $0 $ $ $ $ $0 $ $0

2. Narrative: /dentify the aspects of the measure which cause fiscal Impact and include any comments relevant to
your analysis,

SB 2065 requites the state to develop and implement state assessments in reading/English language arts, mathematics, and science
«mr  In identified grades as established by a specificd schedule, The fiscal impact from SB 2065 falls entirely on the state. School
districts are responsible for the administration of the state assessments within their proscribed instructional periods; therefore,
there are no additiona! costs that impact local schools,

TR S TRy AT T

S

Costs associated with the development and implementation of the state assessments include: the development of state content
standards, the development of state achievement standards, the alignment of state content standards with test items; the
development of future test items, the administration of the actual assessments to students; the scoring of student tests; the
establishment of achievement cut scores related to the slate achievement standards; the printing and dissemination of r¢ports to
students, schools, districts, and the state; the dovelopment of school and district Report Cards and Profiles; the use of student data
analysis and reporting applications, and associated professional development and technical assistance to schools. A stite advisory
committee has concurred with the Department of Public Instruction's identification of these development and adminisiration
activities, The cost estimates for each of these identified categories are included within this fiscal note,

SB 2065 identifies an implementaticn schedule for various assessments. This schedule requires the state to fund certain
development activities prior to the eventual administration activities. Additionally, all standards and assessments must be
maintained in order to assure the validity and reliability of the assessment instruments. All development, administration, and
j maintenance costs are included within this fiscal note.

e —————— I RPN A

A detailed accounting of each activity is provided in Section 3B of this fiscal note.

3. State flsca! offoct detail: For Information shown under state fiscal effect in 1A, please.
A. Revenues: Explain the revenue amounts. Provide detall, when appropriate, for each revenue type and
fund affected and any amounts Included in the executive budget.

\ The Department of Public Instruction has included within its 2003-05 operational budget all general tunds required to administer
' the state assessment program. The department has proposed a maintenance budget of $1.2 million for the 2003-05 biennium,

st pmnn i
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—~ ‘There are no proposed increases in general funds for the state assessment program above the 2001-03 blennium. The state must

'~ maintain its appropriation of $1.2 mitlion in general funds during the 2003-05 biennium in order to meet its maintenance-of-effort
¥ commitment with the U.S, Department of Education. This maintenance-of-effort commitment covers the costs of administering
the state reading/English language arts, and mathematics assessments in Grades 4, 8, and 12,

The Department of Public Instruction has alsv included within its operational budget (SB 2013) an authority request to cover
$6,935,000 in allocated federal funds that are earmarked for the state assessment program. These federal funds, supported through
Title VI of the Elementary and Secondary Education Act, cover any new development and implementation costs assoclated with
the extension of the state's assessment program as {dentified within SB 2065.

There is no appropriation attached to this bill,

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

Listed below is an outline of 1% projected costs associated with the state assessment program. These activities are identified in
the narrative section above,

T — i

Activity 2002-03  2003-04 2004-05 200506 2006-07
Standards Development: 350,000 275,000 50,000 50,000 350,000

e e, T/ s W T

Assessment Development! 800,000 2,480,000 3,310,000 4,150,000 3,950,000

State Accountabitity Initiativest 1,500,000 1,050,000 950,000 300,000 300,000

R ST, R M o T T

Tota) 2,650,000 3,805,000 4,310,000 4,500,000 4,600,000

e SRV T

These projections may vary depending on the final determination of contract negotiations, unanticipated costs or savings,
f ) schedule delays or postponements, or other assoclated project activities.

R

C. Appropriations: Explain the appropriation amounts. Provide detafl, when appropriate, of the effect on
the blennlal 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.

B ;

L As identified within the Revenue section above (3A), there is no appropriation for general funds attached to this bill,
[Name: Greg Gallagher » gency: Public Instruction
[Phone Number: 328-1838 Date Prepared: 01/13/2003
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38226.0101 Prepared by the Leglslative Councll staff for
Title, Senator Flakoll
January 14, 2003
b PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO SENATE BILL NO. 2065

Page 1, line 156, remove the first "and”, after "elght" Insert an underscored comma, and replace
"in one grade selected within the grade span ten" with "eleven”

Page 1, line 16, remove " hrough twelve"
Page 1, line 20, replace "within each of" with "from"

Page 1, llne 21, remove "the | followlng grade spans:" and after the first underscored semicolon
Insert "to at least one grade level selected from"

Page 1, line 22, replace nqrades ten through twelve" with "to grade eleven"

Renumber accordingly

Page No. 1 38226.0101
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38226.0105 Prepared by the Leglislative Councl! stalf for
Title, Senator Flakoll
February 5, 2003

L
PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO SENATE BILL NO. 2065

Page 1, line 2, aller "sclence” Insert *; and to provide an expiration date”

Page 1, line 15, remove the first "and", after "elght" Insert an underscored comma, and replace
“In one grade selected within the grade span ten” with "eleven"”

Page 1, line 16, remove "through twelve"

Page 1, line 20, replace "within each of" with "from"

Page 1, line 21, remove "the following grade spans: grades” and replace the second “grades"
with "o at least one grade level selected from"

Page 1, replace line 22 with "to grade eleven. The superintendent of public instruction may not
administer the grade eleven test after Novernber first of each school year.,

3. Before administration in the 2005-06 school year, all state tests and
accompanying rubrics and cut scores referenced In this section must be
reviewed and approved by a committee consisting of three representallves
of the superintendent of public Instruction, three members of the leqgislative
assembly appolnted by the chairman of the legislative councll, and three

| ) Indlviduals with backgrounds In ed''~atlon appointed by the governor. One

; TN member of the commities, to be sulected by the committee members, shall

! serve as chalrman. The committee shall hold public hearings to provide

‘? opportunity for comment on the state tests, accompanying rubrlcs, and cut

scores,

4. Al state tesis must provide accompanying nationally norm-referenced

student svaluations with proficiency standards for at least grades four and
glght and for the high school grade In which the tests are administered. in

all test categories referenced in this section or in the alternative, another
nationally normed test other than the national assessment of educational
progress must be administered at the time the stale tests are administered
M o students In grades four and eight and to students at the high schoo

gvel, and the results must be provided io school districts and to parents,
The proficlericy standards Inlo which results must be segregated are to be
known as advanced, proficlent, and novice.

SECTION 2. EXPIRATION DATE. This Act is effective only until the date on
which the supetrintendent of public instruction certlfies 1o the secretary of state and the
legislative councll that federal funds are no longer avallable to fully support the cost of
administering section 15,1-21-08 and after that date Is Ineffective.”

Reriumber accordingly

Page No. 1 38226,0105
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38226.0106 Adopted by the Educatlon Committee
Title.0200 January 23, 2003

PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO SENATE BILL NO. 2065

Page 1, line 156, remove the first "and", after "elght" insert an underscored comma, and replace
“In_one grade selected within the arade span ten" with "eleven"

Page 1, line 16, remove "through twelve"
Page 1, line 20, replace "within each of" with "from"

Page 1, line 21, remove "the following grade spans; grades" and replace the second "grades"
with "to at least one grade level selected from"

Page 1, line 22, replace "grades ten through twelve" with "to grade eleven. The superintendent
of gﬁbllphlnslgzgctlon may not administer the grade eleven ‘est after November first of
each school year"

Page 1, after line 22, insert:

"3, Befora application In the 2005-06 school year, all state tests and
ccompanying rubrics and cut scores referenced In this section must be
ndependently reviewed by representatives of the North Dakota council of

educational leaders and may be administered only upon the written
concurrence of the North Dakota councll of educational leaders and the

Q0

superintendent of public Instruction, and approval of ain interim committee
of the leq uncll, Any other individual who wishes to view and
comment on the tests and accompanying rubrics and cut scores must be
A rovided an gpportunity to view the t the superintendent of public
truction and may provide comments to the interim committee of the

: . legislative councll,

4. All state tests mt ust provide %c?o n nd atlonally norm-referenced d

{ student evaluations with proficlency standard rade n

: elght and for the high school gride in which the tests are administered, in

i all test categories referenced in this section or in the alternative, another

nationally normed test other than the national assessment of educational

i progress must be administered at the time the sfate tests are administered

to students In grades four and elght and to students at the high school ,

: level, and the results must be provided to school districts and to .
The proficlency standards into which results must be segregated are to be

! known as advanced, proficlent, and novice."

Renumber accordingly

Nt "

Page No. 1 38226.0106

ons of records delivared toHodern Information Systems for miorofiiming and
te
¢ business. The photographic process maets standards of the American National Standards tnstitu
\mg‘;ikvg:d‘:'r;htit:,:tremitét:r;'ti?“t{rsiog'l;z:(llf the ﬂln@d 1mag:habo\?o fs less logible then this Notfce, tt s due to the quality of the 'f

o coosmant bain {1 1‘»{ Gﬁgx—i\/} (?\\(‘ X%ﬁ”f ﬁk\ /0 / }5 493 ;ul‘

’”l
& Operwtor’s Signature —

fhe micrographic images on this film are accurate reproduct |




N
gﬁb (1Y
b

(’“\.

gy

38226.0102 Prepared by the Leglsiative Councll stalff for

Title, Senator Flakoll
January 23, 2003

PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO SENATE BILL NO. 2066

Page 1, line 18, remove the flist "and", after "gight” Insert an underscored comma, and replace

"In one grade selacted within the grade gpan ten" with "gleven®

Page 1, line 16, remove "through twelve"

Page 1, line 20, replace "within each of" with "from"

Page 1, line 21, remave "the following grade spans: grades" and replace the second "grades”

with "o at least one grade level selected from"

Page 1, line 22, replace "grades ten through twelve" with "to grade elgven. The superintendent
of public Instruction may not administer the grade eleven lest before-March-flrst of ea

SChOO'M" zz/f«— S |

Renumber accordingly
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Check here for Conference Committee

Legislative Council Amendment Number
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Motion MadeBy sy - ledholl SecondedBy oor - (Hreittig

‘No | Senators Yes | No

:

Senators

LAYTON FREBORG, CHAIR. L LINDA CHRISTENSON |
GARY A. LEE, V. CHAIR. v RYAN M. TAYLOR L
DWIGHT COOK v’
TIM FLAKOLL s

Total  (Yes) L No O
Absent d
Floor Assignment

If the vote is on an amendment, briefly indicate intent:
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38226.0108 Prepared by the Leglslative Councl| staff for

Title. Senator Cook
February 3, 200'3

‘ PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO SENATE BILL NO. 2065

Page 1, after line 22, Insert:

"3, Before application In the 2005-06 school year, all state tests and
accompanying rubrics and cut scores referenced In this section must be
ndependently reviewed hy representatives of the North Dakola councll of
educatlonal leaders and may be administered only upon the wrltlen
concurrence of the North Dakota councll of educational leaders, the
superintendent of public instruction, and approval of an interim committee
of the leglslative councll. Any other persons who wish to view and
comment on the tests and accompatiylng rubrlcs and cut scores must be
nrovided an opportunity to view the tests by the superintendent of public

Instruction and may provide comments to the interim committee_of the
leqlslative council,
nationally norm-referencet|

All siate lests must provide accompanyl

student evaluations with proflclency standards for at least grades four and

glght and for the high school grade In which the tests are administered, in

all test cateqgoiies referenced In this section or In the alternatlve, another

nationally normed test other than the natlonal assessment of educational
progress must be administerad at the time the state tesis are administered
{o students in grades four and elght and to students at the high schoo

N level, and the results must be provided 1o school distticts and to parents.”

>

; (~ Renumber accordingly

Page No. 1 38226.0103

L A

.Tho micrographic images on this #1lm are accurate r , Information yste
eproductions of records delivared to Modern Informati
were filmed In the regular course of business. The photographic process meets standards ot the Amriua%nusaytsit:n":l fsotram::gs”llm?lgt:ﬁ

(ANS1) for archival .
docLment be {1 f\'lrmg‘lorofilm N?‘l{: ! If the filmed image above {3 less legible than this Notfce, it is due to the quality of the
- (, \ 3
¢ u.f’éfm;f/x Ko Yok A /i) !
Operstorvs Bighature - l() / FAGRRER /0 }5 Oi_. el

Date

aan.y N N




————ER

W\M #
Wi

Date: /@/3/” 2

N Roll Call Vote #: /
2003 SENATE STANDING COMMITTEE ROLL CALL VOTES
BILL/RESOLUTION NO.
Senate EDUCATION Committee

Check here for Conference Committee

! Legislative Council Amendment Number

| Action Taken MMMM (3e23¢. 6/ 0.5’/2

Motion Made By Jw‘. M Seconded By Séﬁ ; %’z A, ﬁg

| Senators Yes | No Senators Yes | No
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Module No; SR-23-1800
Carrier: Cook
Insert LC: 38226.0106 Title: .0200

REPORT OF STANDING COMMITTEE (410)
February 68,2003 8:59 a.m.

REPORT OF STANDING COMMITTEE
SB 2066: Education Committee (Sen. Freborg, Chalrman) recommends AMENDMENTS
AS FOLLOWS and when s0 amended, recommends DO PASS and BE
REREFERRED to the Appropiiations Committee (4 YEAS, 2 NAYS, 0 ABSENT AND
NOT VOTING). SB 2065 was placed on the Sixth order on the calendar.

Page 1, line 18, remova the first "and", after "elght" insert an underscored comma, and replace
"In one grade selected within the grade span ten" with "eleven"

Page 1, line 16, remove “through twelve"
Page 1, line 20, replace "within each of" with "from*

Page 1, line 21, remove "the following qQrade spans: grades" and replace the cecond "grades”
with *to at least one grade level selected from"

Page 1, line 22, replace *qgrades ten through twelve® with "to grade elgven, The
superintendent of public Instruction may not administer the grade eleven test after

November first of each school year"

Page 1, after line 22, insert:

"3, Before application in the 2006-06 school year, all state tests and
accompanving rubrics and cut scores referenced in this secilon must be
ndependently reviewed by renresentatives of the North Dakota councl! of
educational leaders and may be adminlstered only upon the written
congurrence of the North Dakota councll of educational leaders and the
supetlntendent of publle Instruction, an roval of an_interim committee
of the legislative council. Any other_individual who wishes to view and
comrpent on the tests and accompanying rubrics and cut scores must be
rovided an_opportunity to view tho tests by the superintendent of publip
nstruction and may provide comments_tu the Interim committee of the
leqlslative counc

All state fests must provide accompanying nationally norm-reference
student evaluations with_proficiency standards for at least grades four an

elght and for the high school arade In which the tests are administered, In
all test cateqorles referenced In this section or in the alternative. another
natlonally normed test other than the national assessment of educational
progress must be administered at the time the state tests are administered
to_students in grades four and eight and to_students at the high schoo
level, and the results 