Comments and Responses

Chapter 13

Qualifying Examinations for Teachers and Administrators

A public hearing on proposed amendments to Chapter 13 was held on June 13, 2005, from 3:00 – 4:00 p.m., in the Burton M. Cross State Office Building, ATM Studio and at three remote locations:  Ashland High School, Ashland; Calais High School, Calais; and Greely High School, Cumberland Center.

Below are the remarks offered and testimony delivered at the public hearing, as well as written comments submitted to the Department of Education, and the Department’s responses to testimony and comments.

Commenter: (1)

A) Comment: The Maine Education Association (MEA) supports the proposed selected Praxis II exams and passing scores with two reservations.  First, the association believes that the content test is not an adequate substitution for course work.  Secondly, it is felt that there is no Maine experience base for setting the scores at the proposed level.  The MEA requests that the State Board review the impact of the Praxis II exams on the teaching profession by September 2006, and regularly thereafter to determine the appropriateness of both the test and the passing score as a requirement for initial certification.

A) Responses:

The addition of a content area assessment as a requirement for initial teacher certificate was part of the redesign of certification from the traditional course driven system to a standards-based performance system.  The new certification system includes courses as well as assessments.  Through the assessment selection process, it was determined that PRAXIS II content knowledge assessment was the best match for Maine’s needs.  Praxis II is not a substitution for coursework, rather it is intended to compliment the 24 semester hour content major that is also required.  
The State Board of Education on May 11, 2005, voted unanimously to review test score data for all Praxis II content knowledge assessments after a two-year test administration; no later than September 1, 2007.  

COMMENT DID NOT RESULT IN A CHANGE

B) Comment:  The MEA has concerns about the financial burden imposed on student teachers who will need to pay a fee to take the test.  The MEA requests that the State Board of Education investigate and establish financial subsidies for low-income students who need to take the tests in order to begin teaching.  

B) Response:

Matters of student financial aid are not within the jurisdiction of statutory Creating a program for giving financial aide to college students is not a responsibility of the State Board of Education. 

COMMENT DID NOT RESULT IN A CHANGE

C) Comment:  The rule appears to list several endorsement titles that do no match the names of the endorsements in Chapter 115, Part II.  The MEA requests that these titles be consistent in both Chapter 115 and this rule, Chapter 13.

C) Response:  
These changes have been made.

COMMENT DID RESULT IN A CHANGE

Commenter:  (2)

A) Comment:  The commenter supports the change in the Praxis I (PPST) passing score requirement that now, as amended, will allow for a test taker to pass by achieving a composite passing score which represents a score that is the total of the passing scores for each of the three sections of the test.

A) Response:

The commenter supports the composite score on the PPST.

COMMENT DID NOT RESULT IN A CHANGE

Commenter:  (3)

A) Comment:  The Commenter believes the Praxis I test is not an accurate assessment of a teacher’s ability to teach.  The commenter spoke against testing in general but supports the composite score for the Praxis I test as a compromise.  The commenter enthusiastically supports the passage of Chapter 13 as amended as several of his colleagues who did not receive passing scores on each of the three sections of the test will, in fact, pass with the composite score adjustment.

A) Response:

The PPST/PRAXIS I is only one of the requirements for full certification and is not intended to be an assessment of one’s teaching ability.  This assessment is a basic skills exam in reading, writing and mathematics. 

The commenter supports the composite score on the PPST.

COMMENT DID NOT RESULT IN A CHANGE

Commenter (4)  

A) Comment:  The commenter opposes testing for teacher licensure, believes a test is a measure of one day in the life of a particular person, and that testing policies negatively affect teachers’ livelihoods and students’ educations.  The commenter does not believe that the Praxis I test is a valid measure of someone’s full capabilities as an educator and suggests that while the composite score adjustment is a positive amendment to the policy, requests that minimum scores for each of the three sections of the test not be factored into the composite total.

A) Response:   

The PPST/PRAXIS I is only one of the requirements for full certification and is not intended to be an assessment to measure one’s full capabilities as an educator. This assessment is a basic skills exam in reading, writing and mathematics. 

Maintaining minimum scores on the PPST/PRAXIS I is an assurance that teachers have minimal levels in the three basic skills.  The composite score allows flexibility for those that have some difficulty in one or two of the areas.

COMMENT DID NOT RESULT IN A CHANGE

Commenter (5):
A) Comment:  Commenter is in favor of and fully supports the rule amendment of the composite score for the Praxis II (PPST) test.

A) Response:  

Commenter supports the proposed rule amendment.

COMMENT DID NOT RESULT IN A CHANGE
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