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CS FOR HOUSE BILL NO. 220(EDC)

IN THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA  

TWENTY-EIGHTH LEGISLATURE - SECOND SESSION

BY THE HOUSE EDUCATION COMMITTEE

Offered:
Referred:

Sponsor(s): REPRESENTATIVES HIGGINS, MILLETT, GARA, GATTIS, TAMMIE WILSON, AND 
THOMPSON, Peggy Wilson, Kawasaki, Seaton

A BILL  

FOR AN ACT ENTITLED  

"An Act repealing the secondary student competency examination and related 

requirements; and providing for an effective date."

BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA:

* Section 1. AS 14.03.078 is amended to read:

Sec. 14.03.078. Report. The department shall provide to the legislature by 

February 15 o f  each year an annual report regarding the progress o f  each school and 

school district toward high academic performance by all students. The report required 

under this section must include

(1) information described under AS 14.03.120(d);

(2) [THE NUM BER A N D PERCENTAGE OF STUDENTS IN 

EACH SCHOOL WHO PASS THE EXAMINATION REQUIRED UNDER  

AS 14.03.075, AND THE NUM BER WHO PASS EACH SECTION OF THE 

EXAMINATION;

(3)] progress o f  the department

-1- CSHB 220(EDC)
New T e x t  U n d e r l in e d  [DELETED TEXT BRACKETED]



1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

29

30

31

WORK DRAFT WORK DRAFT 28-LS0947\U

(A) toward implementing the school accountability provisions 

o f  AS 14.03.123; and

(B) in assisting high schools to become accredited;

(3) [(4)] a description o f  the resources provided to each school and 

school district for coordinated school improvement activities and staff training in each 

school and school district;

£ £  [(5)] each school district's and each school's progress in aligning 

curriculum with state education performance standards;

(5) [(6)] a description o f  the efforts by the department to assist a public 

school that receives a designation o f  deficient or in crisis;

(6) [(7)] a description o f  intervention efforts by each school district 

and school for students who are not meeting state performance standards;

(7) [(8)] the number and percentage o f  turnover in certificated 

personnel and superintendents;

(8) [(9)] the number o f  teachers by district and by school who are 

teaching outside the teacher's area o f  endorsement [BUT IN AREAS TESTED BY  

THE HIGH SCHOOL COMPETENCY EXAM INATION],

* Sec. 2. AS 14.03.120(d) is amended to read:

(d) Annually, before the date set by the district under (e) o f  this section, each 

public school shall deliver to the department for posting on the department's Internet 

website and provide, in a public meeting o f  parents, students, and community 

members, a report on the school's performance and the performance o f  the school's 

students. The report shall be prepared on a form prescribed by the department and 

must include

(1) information on accreditation;

(2) results o f  norm-referenced achievement tests;

(3) results o f  state standards-based assessments in reading, writing, and

mathematics;

(4) a description, including quantitative and qualitative measures, o f  

student, parent, community, and business involvem ent in student learning;

(5) a description o f  the school's attendance, retention, dropout, and

CSHB 220(EDC) -2-
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graduation rates, [INCLUDING THE NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF 

STUDENTS WHO RECEIVED A DIPLOMA UNDER A WAIVER FROM THE 

COMPETENCY EXAMINATION REQUIRED UNDER AS 14.03.075(a),] as 

specified by the state board;

(6) the annual percent of enrollment change, regardless of reason, and 

the annual percent of enrollment change due to student transfers into and out of the 

school district;

(7) if Native language education is provided, a summary and 

evaluation of the curriculum described in AS 14.30.420;

(8) [THE NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF STUDENTS IN 

EACH SCHOOL WHO TAKE AND WHO SUCCESSFULLY COMPLETE AN 

ALTERNATIVE ASSESSM ENT PROGRAM IN READING, ENGLISH, OR 

MATHEMATICS; AND THE NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF PUPILS IN 

EACH SCHOOL WHO SUCCESSFULLY COMPLETE THE ALTERNATIVE 

ASSESSM ENT PROGRAM BUT WHO DO NOT REACH THE STATE 

PERFORMANCE STANDARDS AT THE COMPETENCY EXAM LEVEL IN 

READING, ENGLISH, OR MATHEMATICS; A SCHOOL MAY NOT REPORT 

RESULTS UNDER THIS PARAGRAPH UNLESS THE SCHOOL COMPLIES 

WITH THE FAMILY EDUCATIONAL RIGHTS AND PRIVACY 

REQUIREMENTS OF 34 C.F.R. 99;

(9)] the performance designation assigned the school under 

AS 14.03.123 and the methodology used to assign the performance designation, 

including the measures used and their relative weights; and

19) [(10)] other information concerning school performance and the 

performance o f the school's students as required by the state board in regulation.

* Sec. 3. AS 14.03.123(f) is amended to read:

(f) In the accountability system for schools and districts required by this 

section, the department shall

(1) implement 20 U.S.C. 6301 - 7941 (Elementary and Secondary 

Education Act o f 1965), as amended;

(2) implement state criteria and priorities for accountability including

-3- CSHB 220(EDC)
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the use of

(A) measures of student performance on standards-based 

assessments in reading, writing, and mathematics [, AND INCLUDING 

COMPETENCY TESTS REQUIRED UNDER AS 14.03.075];

(B) measures of student improvement; and

(C) other measures identified that are indicators of student 

success and achievement; and

(3) to the extent practicable, minimize the administrative burden on

districts.

*  Sec. 4. AS 14.03.255(a) is amended to read:

(a) A charter school operates as a school in the local school district except that 

the charter school ( 1 ) is exempt from the local school district's textbook, program, 

curriculum, and scheduling requirements; (2) is exempt from AS 14.14.130(c); the 

principal o f the charter school shall be selected by the academic policy committee and 

shall select, appoint, or otherwise supervise employees of the charter school; and (3) 

operates under the charter school's annual program budget as set out in the contract 

between the local school board and the charter school under (c) of this section. A local 

school board may exempt a charter school from other local school district 

requirements if the exemption is set out in the contract. A charter school is subject to 

[SECONDARY SCHOOL COMPETENCY TESTING AS PROVIDED IN 

AS 14.03.075 AND OTHER] competency tests required by the department.

*  Sec. 5. AS 14.03.075 and AS 14.07.165(5) are repealed.

*  Sec. 6. The uncodified law o f the State of Alaska is amended by adding a new section to 

read:

TRANSITION: STUDENT TESTING IN PROGRESS. Until June 30, 2017, a school 

district shall continue to administer the competency examination under former AS 14.03.075 

and regulations adopted under former AS 14.03.075 in effect on August 31, 2014, to a student 

who seeks to qualify for a secondary school diploma under former AS 14.03.075, as it read on 

August 31, 2014.

*  Sec. 7. This Act takes effect September 1, 2014.
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A L A S K A  S T A T E  L E G I S L A T U R E

S e s s i o n :
S ta te  C a p ito l B u ild in g  
J u n e a u , A la sk a  9 9 8 0 1 -1 1 8 2
Phone: (907) 4 6 5 -4 9 7 6  
F a x : (907) 4 6 5 -3 8 8 3  
Toll Free: (877) 4 6 5 -4 9 7 6

R epresentative Pete H iggins

M e m o r a n d u m

TO: Representative Gattis, Chairman Education Committee 

FROM: Representative Pete Higgins t r '

DATE: January 24, 2 0 14

SU BJECT: Hearing Request for HB 220 “Act repealing the secondary student 
competency examination and related requirements; and providing for an 
effective date.”

I respectfully request that the Education Committee hear HB 220. 

The following documents are provided and will be sent via email.

• H B220A
•  HB 220 Sponsors Statement
•  HB 220 Sectional Analysis
•  HB 220 HSGQE Statewide Results
•  HB 220 HSGQE Relevancy
•  HB 220 HSGQE Contractual Costs
•  HB 220 AK Dispatch Article
•  HB 220 Letter o f Support

Thank you

In t e r im :
1 2 9 2  S a d le r  W ay, S te . 3 0 8  

F a irb a n k s, A la sk a  9 9 701

E-M ail: P e te .H igg in s@ akle g .go v

mailto:Pete.Higgins@akleg.gov


A L A S K A  S T A T E  L E G IS L A T U R E

Session:
State Capitol Building, 
Room 424
Juneau, Alaska 99801-2186  
Phone (907) 465-4230  
Fax: (907) 465-3883  
Toll Free: (877) 465-4976

Interim: 
1292 Sadler Way 

Fairbanks, Alaska 99701 
Phone: (907) 452-6084  

Fax: (907) 452-6096

REPRESENTATIVE PETE HIGGINS

SPONSOR STATEM ENT
“An Act repealing the secondary student competency examination and related 

requirements; and proving for an effective date”

HB 220 is up for consideration this session. This legislation repeals the secondary student 
competency examination and related reporting requirements for these exams.

The repeal of High School Qualifying Exam (HSGQE) or “Exit Exam” is a step forward in the 
process to reform our Alaska education system. This hurdle was created to measure student 
achievement followed by federal pressure created with No Child Left Behind Act of 2001.

There are some significant changes with a new academic standards being implemented. This 
change would include a negative fiscal note. That spells savings of approximately 2.7 million for 
the State of Alaska that can be put to better use for the education of our children.

To continue to fund these exams no longer makes fiscal sense for our state and most importantly 
for our children.



A L A S K A  S T A T E  L E G IS L A T U R E

Session:
State Capitol Building, 
Room 424
Juneau, Alaska 99801-2186  
Phone (907) 465-4230  
Fax: (907) 465-3883  
Toll Free: (877) 465-4976

Interim: 
1292 Sadler Way 

Fairbanks, Alaska 99701 
Phone: (907) 452-6084  

Fax: (907) 452-6096

R E P R E S E N T A T I V E  P E T E  H I G G I N S

H B 2 2 0  S e c t i o n a l  A n a l y s i s

January 24, 2014

“A n  A c t repea ling  the secondary student competency exam ination  and re la ted requirem ents;

p ro v id in g  f o r  an effective date. ”

Section 1: 

Section 2:

Section 3:

Section 4:

Section 5: 

Section 6:

Deletes the high school competency examination reference in the Department of 
Education ancTEarly Development's annual report to the legislature.

Deletes the high school competency examination reference in the Department of 
Education ancTEarly Development's annual report to the public on school 
performance.

Deletes the high school competency examination reference in the Department of 
Education ancTEarly Development's school accountability system.

Deletes the high school competency examination reference in the charter school 
operational requirements.

Repeals the high school competency test requirements.

Provides for a July 1, 2014 effective date.
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Identifier: H B220CS(ED C)-EED -SSA-2-12-14
Title: R E P E A L  S E C O N D A R Y  SC H O O L E X IT  EXAM
Sponsor: ** H IGGINS, M ILLETT
Requester: House Education Committee

S ta te  of A laska
2014  Legislative S e ss io n

N o te

Department: Department of Education and Early Development
Appropriation: Teaching and Learning Support 
Allocation: Student and School Achievement
OMB Component Number: 2796

Bill Version: HB 220
Fiscal Note Number:
() Publish Date:

Expenditures/Revenues
Note: Amounts do not include inflation unless otherwise noted below._______________________________________(Thousands of Dollars)

FY2015
Appropriation

Requested

Included in 
Governor's 

FY2015 
Request

Out-Year Cost Estimates

OPERATING EXPENDITURES FY 2015 FY 2015 FY 2016 FY 2017 FY 2018 FY 2019 FY 2020
Personal Services
Travel
Services
Commodities
Capital Outlay
Grants & Benefits
Miscellaneous

(1,438.0) 2,759.4 (1,438.0) (1,438.0) (1,438.0) (1,438.0) (1,438.0)

Total Operating (1,438.0) 2,759.4 (1,438.0) (1,438.0) (1,438.0) (1,438.0) (1,438.0)

Fund Source (Operating Only1
1004 Gen Fund (1,438.0) 2,759.4 (1,438.0) (1,438.0) (1,438.0) (1,438.0) (1,438.0)
Total (1,438.0) 2,759.4 (1,438.0) (1,438.0) (1,438.0) (1,438.0) (1,438.0)

Positions
Full-time
Part-time
Temporary

| Change in Revenues

Estimated SUPPLEMENTAL (FY2014) cost: 0.0 (separate supplem ental appropriation required)
(d iscu ss reasons and fund source(s) in analysis section)

Estimated CAPITAL (FY2015) cost: 0.0 (separate capital appropriation required)
(d iscu ss reasons and fund source(s) in analysis section)

ASSOCIATED REGULATIONS
Does the bill direct, or will the bill result in, regulation changes adopted by your agency? Yes 
If yes, by what date are the regulations to be adopted, amended or repealed? 09/30/14

Why this fiscal note differs from previous version:_________________________________________________________________________
This fiscal note reflects the changes in the C S  for HB 220 allowing adults who did not earn a diploma because of a failure to pass the
exit exam the opportunity to take the exam during a transition period and earn a high school diploma. The Committee Substitute also
changes the effective date of the bill._______________________________________________________________________________

Prepared By: 
Division: 
Approved By: 
Agency:

Erik McCormick, Director of Assessment, Accountability & Info. Mgmt. 
Teaching and Learning Support 
Mike Hanley, Commissioner

Phone: (907)465-8686
’ Date: 02/12/2014 12:39 PM
' Date: 02/12/14

Department of Education & Early Development

Prin ted 2/12/2014 Page 1



F IS C A L  N O T E  A N A L Y S IS

Analysis

S T A T E  O F  A L A S K A  B I L L  N O . CSHB220(EDC)

2014 L E G IS L A T IV E  S E S S IO N

This legislation repeals the high school graduation requirement for passing a competency exam in reading, English, and 
mathematics.

The continued fiscal impact that results from this legislation is an allowance for former students who were required to 
pass the HSGQE to receive a diploma the opportunities to continue participation and earn a public school diploma through 
June 30, 2017.

The effective date of this legislation is September 1, 2014.

(Revised 8/16/2013 OM B) Page 2 of 2



Identifier: HB220-EED-SSA-01-31-14
Title: R E P E A L  S E C O N D A R Y  SC H O O L E X IT  EXAM
Sponsor: ** HIGGIN S, M ILLETT
Requester: House Education Committee

Expenditures/Revenues

S ta te  of A laska
2014  Legislative S e ss io n

F is c a l N o te
Bill Version:
Fiscal Note Number:
() Publish Date:

HB 220

Department: Department of Education and Early Development
Appropriation: Teaching and Learning Support 
Allocation: Student and School Achievement
OMB Component Number: 2796

FY2015
Appropriation

Requested

Included in 
Governor's 

FY2015 
Request

Out-Year Cost Estimates

OPERATING EXPENDITURES FY 2015 FY 2015 FY 2016 FY 2017 FY 2018 FY 2019 FY 2020
Personal Services
Travel
Services
Commodities
Capital Outlay
Grants & Benefits
Miscellaneous

(2,759.4) 2,759.4 (2,759.4) (2,759.4) (2,759.4) (2,759.4) (2,759.4)

Total Operating (2,759.4) 2,759.4 (2,759.4) (2,759.4) (2,759.4) (2,759.4) (2,759.4)

Fund Source (Operating Only
1004 Gen Fund (2,759.4) 2,759.4 (2,759.4) (2,759.4) (2,759.4) (2,759.4) (2,759.4)
Total (2,759.4) 2,759.4 (2,759.4) (2,759.4) (2,759.4) (2,759.4) (2,759.4)

Positions
Full-time
Part-time
Temporary

Change in Revenues

Estimated SUPPLEMENTAL (FY2014) cost: 0.0 (separate supplem ental appropriation required)
(d iscu ss reasons and fund source(s) in analysis section)

Estimated CAPITAL (FY2015) cost: 0.0 (separate capital appropriation required)
(d iscu ss reasons and fund source(s) in analysis section)

ASSOCIATED REGULATIONS
Does the bill direct, or will the bill result in, regulation changes adopted by your agency? Yes
If yes, by what date are the regulations to be adopted, amended or repealed? 09/30/14

W hy this fiscal note differs from previous version:____________________________________________________
Initial version

Prepared By: 
Division: 
Approved By: 
Agency:

Erik McCormick, Director of Assessment, Accountability & Info. Mgmt. 
Teaching and Learning Support 
Mike Hanley 
Commissioner

Phone: (907)465-8686
Date: 01/31/2014 01:39 PM
Date: 01/31/14

Printed 2/3/2014 Page 1



F IS C A L  N O T E  A N A L Y S IS

Analysis

S T A T E  O F  A L A S K A  B I L L  N O . HB220

2014 L E G IS L A T IV E  S E S S IO N

This legislation repeals the high school graduation requirement for passing a competency exam in reading, English, and 
mathematics.

The negative fiscal note is the result of the removal of the secondary student competency examination for students in 
high school.

(Revised 8/16/2013 OMB) Page 2 of 2



HSGQE Relevancy

National Comparison

- As of June 2013 there were 26 states reporting having current or planned high school exit exam 
policies (25 current, 1 planned - RT)

o  This represented 69% of the nation’s public high school students (25 states) 
o 4 states have recently decided to phase out exit exam requirements (AL, NC, GA,TN) 
o 18 states, including Alaska have Comprehensive exit exams (aligned to state standards 

and generally targeted to the 9th or 10th grade level).
■ Of the 18 states with Comprehensive exit exams 7 also assess at least one end-of 

course (EOC) exams (FL, GA, MA, NM, SC, TX, WA)

Alaska Summary

Passage of the HSGQE to obtain a diploma became effective in 2004
o Students must pass 3 separate subtests -  Reading, Writing, Mathematics 
o Individuals can participate twice a year 
o Grade 10 students take a combined SBA/HSGQE in Spring 
o Grade 11-12 students take HSGQE Retest in either Fall or Spring

Skills tested by HSGQE 
o Reading

■ Reading comprehension, identification and support for main ideas, application of 
multi-step directions, ability to make and support assertions, and analysis and 
evaluation of themes

■ Multiple-choice questions target specific skills, and constructed response 
questions allow students to elaborate on and to make comparisons among various 
aspects of the texts. Excerpts from published literature are the basis for evaluating 
reading skills.

o Writing
■ Writing compositions, using conventions of Standard English (spelling, grammar, 

capitalization, and punctuation), and revising writing to improve expression.
■ Multiple-choice questions evaluate specific aspects of writing skill, and 

constructed-response writing prompts ask students to write and edit narrative, 
descriptive, and persuasive essays on various topics.

o Math
■ Computation skills; reading, interpreting, and constructing graphs; and principles 

of geometry and measurement
■ Students will use a ruler and a protractor for a portion of the subtest. Procedures 

such as estimation and mental computation are interwoven throughout this 
examination.

Alaska Dept, of Education & Early Development
January 17, 2014 Page 1



- Current Grade 10 HSGQE Pass Rates (2013):
o Reading -  84% 
o Writing -  72% 
o Math-77%  
o All Three -  65%

- The 2012 senior class cohort group had a combined cumulative passage rate of over 90%
o This means that over 90% of the students in the 2012 senior class passed all three parts of 

the HSGQE in their high school career

There were 1,597 seniors in 2010 that completed the school year but did not receive a diploma 
o Over 53% of those seniors had already passed all three parts of the HSGQE

There were 1,325 seniors in 2013 that completed the school year but did not receive a diploma 
o Over 62% of those seniors had already passed all three parts of the HSGQE

■ 16% of this group were LEP students
■ 21% of this group were IEP students

Our statewide graduation rate increased by 2.1% to 71.7% in 2013. This is the fifth consecutive 
year showing an increase.

Historical Graduation Rates

Year Rate Grads
2004 62.9% 7,290
2005 61.4% 6,905
2006 61.6% 7,361
2007 63.0% 7,666
2008 62.6% 7,855
2009 67.5% 8,008
2010 67.7% 8.245
2011 68.0% 8,064
2012 69.6% 7,989
2013 71.7% 7,795

Current High School Graduation Requirements 
21 total units of credit

4 units -  language arts
3 units -  social studies (0.5 credit must include Alaska history)
2 units -  mathematics 
2 units -  science
1 unit -  health/physical education 

Twenty states require more than 21 credits, five others require 21, eighteen require less than 21 
and six other states did not have requirements.

Alaska Dept, of Education & Early Development
January 17, 2014 Page 2



T o t a l  C o n t r a c t u a l  C o s t s  f o r  t h e  H S G Q E

Source: AK Dept, of Education &  Early Development 

(Amounts are in thousands of dollars)
FY09 $ 395
FY10 $ 1,586
FY11 $ 2,119
FY12 $ 2,528
FY13 $ 2,707
FY14 $ 2,783
FY15 $ 2,759
FY16 $ 524

*Please note that FY09 and FY16 are transitional years where tw o full 
administrations of the HSGQE were not provided.

January 17, 2014



STATEWIDE SPRING 2013 HSGQE
Total Numbers and Percentages of Students 

Scoring Above and Below Proficiency

G r a d e  1 0

Subject Test Year
Prt

Count
Dficient Not P 

Count
roficient

Percentage1 Enrollment
Participation

Rate2
REA D IN G Spring 2009 8,190 90.0% 907 10.0% 9,708 93.7%
REA D IN G Spring 2010 7,518 84.2% 1,409 15.8% 9,504 93.9%
READ IN G Spring 2011 7,251 83.4% 1,444 16.6% 9,258 93.9%
R EA D IN G Spring 2012 7,340 84.2% 1,373 15.8% 9,094 95.8%
REA D IN G Spring 2013 7,282 83.5% 1,437 16.5% 9,130 95.5%

W RITIN G Spring 2009 7,226 78.8% 1,949 21.2% 9,708 94.5%
W RITIN G Spring 2010 6,646 74.3% 2,301 25.7% 9,504 94.1%
W RITIN G Spring 2011 6,199 71.1% 2,521 28.9% 9,258 94.2%
W RITIN G Spring 2012 6,494 74.4% 2,237 25.6% 9,094 96.0%
W RITIN G Spring 2013 6,262 71.8% 2,456 28.2% 9,130 95.5%

M ATH EM ATICS Spring 2009 7,334 80.2% 1,806 19.8% 9,708 94.1%
M ATHEM ATICS Spring 2010 6,902 77.2% 2,033 22.8% 9,504 94.0%
M ATHEM ATICS Spring 2011 6,655 76.9% 1,999 23.1% 9,258 93.5%
M ATHEM ATICS Spring 2012 6,749 77.5% 1,954 22.5% 9,094 95.7%
M ATHEM ATICS Spring 2013 6,658 76.5% 2,041 23.5% 9,130 95.3%

1 Percent Proficient and Percent Not Proficient rates only include students that participated in the exams.

2 Participation rate is calculated by dividing the total count of students tested by the enrollment on the first day of testing.

Note: 2006 is the first year both a 10th grade SBA and 10th grade HSGQE test was administered. 10th graders' results represent both populations using only the 
HSGQE questions. The Participation Rate may not include all of these students as some may be 2nd year 10th graders.

Alaska Department of Education and Early Development
Page 1 of 7 Prepared on 10/23/2013



STATEWIDE SPRING 2013 HSGQE
G R A D E  1 0

Statewide Results by Ethnicity, Gender and Groups

READING ProfiriontV:
Percentage1

Not Pn
Count

aficient
Percentage1 Enrollment Participation

Rate
African American 241 75.3% 79 24.7% 333 96.1%
Alaska Native/American Indian 1,193 64.5% 656 35.5% 1,967 94.0%
Asian/Pacific Islander 717 80.4% 175 19.6% 929 96.0%
Caucasian 4,228 92.4% 349 7.6% 4,757 96.2%
Hispanic 412 81.4% 94 18.6% 535 94.6%
Two or More Races 491 85.4% 84 14.6% 608 94.6%
Female 3,713 87.0% 556 13.0% 4,460 95.7%
Male 3,569 80.2% 881 19.8% 4,669 95.3%
Disabled 435 45.7% 516 54.3% 1,013 93.9%
Disabled with Accommodations2 337 45.9% 397 54.1% N/A N/A
Non Disabled 6,847 88.2% 921 11.8% 8,116 95.7%
Limited English Proficient 179 28.9% 440 71.1% 670 92.4%
Low Income 2,517 71.8% 991 28.2% 3,712 94.5%
Not Low Income 4,765 91.4% 446 8.6% 5,417 96.2%
Migrant 440 72.0% 171 28.0% 646 94.6%

WRITING Profi
Count Percentaqe1

Not Proficient 
_ Count J Percentage’ Enrollment Participation

African American 184 57.7% 135 42.3% 333 95.8%
Alaska Native/American Indian 936 50.4% 920 49.6% 1,967 94.4%
Asian/Pacific Islander 666 73.8% 236 26.2% 929 97.1%
Caucasian 3,720 81.6% 840 18.4% 4,757 95.9%
Hispanic 339 66.5% 171 33.5% 535 95.3%
Two or More Races 417 73.0% 154 27.0% 608 93.9%
Female 3,382 79.5% 872 20.5% 4,460 95.4%
Male 2,880 64.5% 1,584 35.5% 4,669 95.6%
Disabled 253 26.6% 698 73.4% 1,013 93.9%
Disabled with Accommodations2 194 26.1% 549 73.9% N/A N/A
Non Disabled 6,009 77.4% 1,758 22.6% 8,116 95.7%
Limited English Proficient 142 22.6% 485 77.4% 670 93.6%
Low Income 2,035 58.0% 1,471 42.0% 3,712 94.5%
Not Low Income 4,227 81.1% 985 18.9% 5,417 96.2%
Migrant 377 62.0% 231 38.0% 646 94.1%

MATHEMATICS Profi
Count

cient
Porrontana1rcfLe iiu iyt;

Not Proficient 
Count I Percentage1 Enrollment Participation

Rate
African American 176 55.2% 143 44.8% 333 95.8%
Alaska Native/American Indian 1,126 60.6% 731 39.4% 1,967 94.4%
Asian/Pacific Islander 678 75.2% 223 24.8% 929 97.0%
Caucasian 3,895 85.8% 646 14.2% 4,757 95.5%
Hispanic 354 69.7% 154 70.3% 535 95.0%
Two or More Races 429 74.9% 144 25.1% 608 94.2%
Female 3,260 76.7% 989 23.3% 4,460 95.3%
Male 3,398 76.4% 1,052 23.6% 4,669 95.3%
Disabled 315 33.5% 624 66.5% 1,013 92.7%
Disabled with Accommodations2 239 33.4% 476 66.6% N/A N/A
Non Disabled 6,343 81.7% 1,417 18.3% 8,116 95.6%
Limited English Proficient 190 30.6% 430 69.4% 670 92.5%
Low Income 2,239 63.9% 1,265 36.1% 3,712 94.4%
Not Low Income 4,419 85.1% 776 14.9% 5,417 95.9%
Migrant 430 70.6% 179 29.4% 646 94.3%
1 Percent Proficient and Percent Not Proficient rates only include students that participated in the exams.

2 Enrollment count for Disabled with Accommodations is not collected at this time therefore Participation Rate cannot be calculated.
Note: 2006 is the first year both a 10th grade SBA and 10th grade HSGQE test was administered. 10th graders' results represent both populations using only the HSGQE questions.

The Participation Rate may not include all of these students as some may be 2nd year 10th graders.
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Page 2 of 7 Prepared on 10/23/2013



STATEWIDE SPRING 2013 HSGQE
Total Numbers and Percentages of Students 

Scoring Above and Below Proficiency 
HSGQE STUDENT RETESTS

G r a d e  11

Proficient Not Proficient
Subject Test Year Count Percentage1 Count Percentage1

REA D IN G Spring 2009 600 63.6% 344 36.4%
REA D IN G Spring 2010 320 48.1% 345 51.9%
REA D IN G Spring 2011 468 56.7% 358 43.3%
REA D IN G Spring 2012 481 48.4% 512 51.6%
REA D IN G Spring 2013 455 56.2% 355 43.8%

W RITIN G Spring 2009 701 49.3% 720 50.7%
W RITIN G Spring 2010 444 40.9% 641 59.1%
W RITIN G Spring 2011 653 51.5% 614 48.5%
W RITIN G Spring 2012 547 42.5% 741 57.5%
W RITIN G Spring 2013 620 49.1% 644 50.9%

M ATH EM ATICS Spring 2009 676 45.1% 824 54.9%
M ATH EM ATICS Spring 2010 338 31.9% 720 68.1%
M ATH EM ATICS Spring 2011 512 37.6% 849 62.4%
M ATH EM ATICS Spring 2012 504 39.2% 782 60.8%
M ATH EM ATICS Spring 2013 438 34.5% 833 65.5%

1 Percent Proficient and Percent Not Proficient rates only include students that participated in the exams.

Alaska Department of Education and Early Development
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STATEWIDE SPRING 2013 HSGQE
G R A D E  11

Statewide Results by Ethnicity, Gender and Groups

READING Prof
Count

cient
Do rronfa no1

Not Pr< 
Count

efficient

African American 32 62.7% 19 37.3%
Alaska Native/American Indian 144 45.0% 176 55.0%
Asian/Pacific Islander 47 43.9% 60 56.1%
Caucasian 169 79.0% 45 21.0%
Hispanic 32 48.5% 34 51.5%
Two or More Races 31 59.6% 21 40.4%
Female 186 56.2% 145 43.8%
Male 269 56.2% 210 43.8%
Disabled 118 44.0% 150 56.0%
Disabled with Accommodations 42 38.9% 66 61.1%
Non Disabled 337 62.2% 205 37.8%
Limited English Proficient 78 29.0% 191 71.0%
Low Income 251 49.2% 259 50.8%
Not Low Income 204 68.0% 96 32.0%
Migrant 44 50.6% 43 49.4%

WRITING Prof
Count

cient
Percentage1

Not Pr
Count Percentage1

African American 35 48.6% 37 51.4%
Alaska Native/American Indian 183 37.8% 301 62.2%
Asian/Pacific Islander 53 42.1% 73 57.9%
Caucasian 253 63.6% 145 36.4%
Hispanic 52 51.0% 50 49.0%
Two or More Races 44 53.7% 38 46.3%
Female 227 53.0% 201 47.0%
Male 393 47.0% 443 53.0%
Disabled 156 37.2% 263 62.8%
Disabled with Accommodations 56 36.4% 98 63.6%
Non Disabled 464 54.9% 381 45.1%
Limited English Proficient 83 25.6% 241 74.4%
Low Income 301 41.0% 434 59.0%
Not Low Income 319 60.3% 210 39.7%
Migrant 54 40.0% 81 60.0%

MATHEMATICS Proficient
PorrfyntecitJ

Not Pr 
Count

efficient
Percentage1

African American 30 31.9% 64 68.1%
Alaska Native/American Indian 126 27.5% 332 72.5%
Asian/Pacific Islander 35 28.5% 88 71.5%
Caucasian 191 47.4% 212 52.6%
Hispanic 29 26.1% 82 73.9%
Two or More Races 27 32.9% 55 67.1%
Female 199 31.8% 427 68.2%
Male 239 37.1% 406 62.9%
Disabled 92 22.9% 310 77.1%
Disabled with Accommodations 28 17.3% 134 82.7%
Non Disabled 346 39.8% 523 60.2%
Limited English Proficient 52 16.1% 270 83.9%
Low Income 214 29.1% 521 70.9%
Not Low Income 224 41.8% 312 58.2%
Migrant 33 30.0% 77 70.0%

1 Percent Proficient and Percent Not Proficient rates only include students that participated in the exams.
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STATEWIDE SPRING 2013 HSGQE
Total Numbers and Percentages of Students 

Scoring Above and Below Proficiency 
HSGQE STUDENT RETESTS

G r a d e  1 2

7 Proficient Not Proficient
Subject Test Year Count Percentage1 Count Percentage1

READ IN G Spring 2009 164 57.5% 121 42.5%
READ IN G Spring 2010 121 46.0% 142 54.0%
REA D IN G Spring 2011 148 47.6% 163 52.4%
READ IN G Spring 2012 172 42.5% 233 57.5%
READ IN G Spring 2013 189 51.9% 175 48.1%

W RITIN G Spring 20092 288 68.4% 133 31.6%
W RITIN G Spring 2010 186 42.1% 256 57.9%
W RITIN G Spring 2011 228 46.0% 268 54.0%
W RITIN G Spring 2012 193 37.1% 327 62.9%
W RITIN G Spring 2013 292 49.6% 297 50.4%

M ATH EM ATICS Spring 2009 205 39.0% 320 61.0%
M ATH EM ATICS Spring 2010 140 29.2% 340 70.8%
M ATH EM ATICS Spring 2011 189 31.8% 405 68.2%
M ATH EM ATICS Spring 2012 219 34.7% 412 65.3%
M ATH EM ATICS Spring 2013 221 36.4% 386 63.6%

1 Percent Proficient and Percent Not Proficient rates only include students that participated in the exams.

2 Students who were attending ninth grade or higher in Alaska during the 2005-2006 school year were declared to have tested proficient if the test score 
achieved during the spring administration of the 12th grade year would have met the pre-2007 proficiency score [per 4 AAC 06.755(j)(2)(C)].

Alaska Department of Education and Early Development
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STATEWIDE SPRING 2013 HSGQE
G R A D E  1 2

Statewide Results by Ethnicity, Gender and Groups

READING Profi
Count

cicnt
Percentage1 Count* P,|>fpercentage'

African American 10 47.6% 11 52.4%
Alaska Native/American Indian 59 39.6% 90 60.4%
Asian/Pacific Islander 28 43.8% 36 56.3%
Caucasian 64 76.2% 20 23.8%
Hispanic 19 54.3% 16 45.7%
Two or More Races 9 81.8% 2 18.2%
Female 85 55.6% 68 44.4%
Male 104 49.3% 107 50.7%
Disabled 54 45.4% 65 54.6%
Disabled with Accommodations 26 44.8% 32 55.2%
Non Disabled 135 55.1% 110 44.9%
Limited English Proficient 62 36.3% 109 63.7%
Low Income 102 45.5% 122 54.5%
Not Low Income 87 62.1% 53 37.9%
Migrant 16 | 51.6% 15 48.4%

WRITING Prof
Count

cient 
P© rcenta qs1

Not Pri 
Count

Dficient
Percentage1

African American 16 51.6% 15 48.4%
Alaska Native/American Indian 100 39.8% 151 60.2%
Asian/Pacific Islander 39 51.3% 37 48.7%
Caucasian 100 61.3% 63 38.7%
Hispanic 23 50.0% 23 50.0%
Two or More Races 14 63.6% 8 36.4%
Female 82 44.8% 101 55.2%
Male 210 51.7% 196 48.3%
Disabled 78 37.3% 131 62.7%
Disabled with Accommodations 43 39.8% 65 60.2%
Non Disabled 214 56.3% 166 43.7%
Limited English Proficient 88 39.6% 134 60.4%
Low Income 158 42.6% 213 57.4%
Not Low Income 134 61.5% 84 38.5%
Migrant 25 48.1% 27 51.9%

MATHEMATICS Proficient 
Count I Percentage1

Not Pri 
Count

}ficient
Percentage1

African American 12 24.5% 37 75.5%
Alaska Native/American Indian 53 24.7% 162 75.3%
Asian/Pacific Islander 32 41.0% 46 59.0%
Caucasian 91 51.1% 87 48.9%
Hispanic 23 39.7% 35 60.3%
Two or More Races 10 34.5% 19 65.5%
Female 90 31.9% 192 68.1%
Male 131 40.3% 194 59.7%
Disabled 50 25.1% 149 74.9%
Disabled with Accommodations 30 27.3%

o00 72.7%
Non Disabled 171 41.9% 237 58.1%
Limited English Proficient 51 24.4% 158 75.6%
Low Income 106 30.5% 242 69.5%
Not Low Income 115 44.4% 144 55.6%
Migrant 14 29.2% 34 70.8%

1 Percent Proficient and Percent Not Proficient rates only include students that participated in the exams.
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STATEWIDE SPRING 2013 HSGQE
Total Numbers and Percentages of Students 

Scoring Above and Below Proficiency 
HSGQE STUDENT RETESTS

>  G r a d e  1 2

Proficient Not Proficient
Subject Test Year Count Percentage1 Count Percentage1

REA D IN G Spring 2009 14 37.8% 23 62.2%
REA D IN G Spring 2010 3 13.0% 20 87.0%
REA D IN G Spring 2011 11 42.3% 15 57.7%
REA D IN G Spring 2012 11 35.5% 20 64.5%
REA D IN G Spring 2013 11 22.9% 37 77.1%

W RITIN G Spring 2009 6 25.0% 18 75.0%
W RITIN G Spring 2010 5 20.0% 20 80.0%
W RITIN G Spring 2011 15 37.5% 25 62.5%
W RITIN G Spring 2012 11 26.2% 31 73.8%
W RITIN G Spring 2013 21 30.9% 47 69.1%

M ATHEM ATICS Spring 2009 10 17.5% 47 82.5%
M ATH EM ATICS Spring 2010 10 16.9% 49 83.1%
M ATH EM ATICS Spring 2011 17 27.4% 45 72.6%
M ATH EM ATICS Spring 2012 17 19.1% 72 80.9%
M ATH EM ATICS Spring 2013 20 19.2% 84 80.8%

1 Percent Proficient and Percent Not Proficient rates only include students that participated in the exams.

Alaska Department of Education and Early Development
Page 7 of 7 Prepared on 10/23/2013



TH E STATE

A L A S K A
G o v e r n o r  S e a n  P a r n e l l

Department of Education 
and Early Development

Office of the C om m issioner

801 W 10th Street, Suite 200 
P.O. Box 110500 

Ju n e a u , A laska  99811-0500 
Main: 907.465.2800 

TTY/TTD: 907.465.2815 
Fax: 907.465.4156

To:

From:
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Re:

The Honorable Lynn Gattis 
Chair, House Education Committee

Jim Merriner, Chair 
Alaska State Board o f Education & Early Development

January 29, 2014

Resolution 01-2014

Attached to this memorandum, is the Alaska State Board of Education & Early Development 
Resolution 01-2014, in support o f the repeal o f Alaska’s Competency Examination requirement. 
This resolution was unanimously passed at the board’s January 27, 2014, meeting.

Attachment



RESOLUTION OF THE STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION & EARLY DEVELOPMENT

In Support of the Repeal of Alaska’s Competency Examination Requirement

R eso lu tion  0 1 -2 0 1 4

WHEREAS, Alaska law presently requires secondary students to pass a competency 
examination (also referred to as an "exit exam” or the High School Graduation 
Qualifying Exam or "HSGQE") in order to receive a high school diploma,

WHEREAS, Senate Bill 139, SB 111, House Bill 220 and HB 278, all presently in front 
of the Alaska Legislature, would repeal the competency examination requirement,

WHEREAS, the competency examination, fully implemented in 2004, is a test of 
basic skills,

WHEREAS, the competency examination is not an appropriate means of measuring 
college and career readiness,

WHEREAS, the Department of Education & Early Development has, in the years 
since the enactment of the competency evaluation, developed a system of statewide 
assessm ents that allows both the Department and school districts to accurately 
measure academic competency and growth,

WHEREAS, the administration of the competency evaluation results in a significant 
loss of instructional time for students and teachers,

WHEREAS, the administration of the competency evaluation costs in excess of two 
million dollars annually,

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, the State Board of Education & Early Development 
respectfully requests that the Alaska Legislature repeal the statutory competency 
examination requirement.

PASSED BY UNANIMOUS ROLL CALL VOTE January 27, 2014.

Jim Merriner, Chair
On behalf of the State Board of Education
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Dermot Cole [1]
December 7, 2013

Alaska's high school exit exam may be ready for its final exit. The three-part test, which has been a 
required for a public high school diploma in Alaska for a decade, has lost support among many 
legislators and public school officials who say that the test no longer measures up, if it ever did.

The Association of Alaska School Boards voted in November to ask that the Legislature end the test 
requirement, arguing that the exam won’t meet the new state assessments for grades three to 11 set to 
begin in 2015.

The exam, which originated with a state law enacted before the federal No Child Left Behind Law 
prompted a series of other tests, is given twice a year in high schools over a period of three days.

“It is one of a number of assessments at the high school level that can be ended, realizing a cost savings 
that can be put towards the new assessment system,” the Association of Alaska School Boards said in a 
resolution approved last month.

“Importantly, this gains six additional school days in the high school year that can focus on instruction. 
It frees up personnel time in administering another assessment.”

School board members from across the state have come to believe the idea of giving an “exit exam” to 
sophomores gives them the wrong idea about high school.

“Many students have been misled, believing they have accomplished all high school has to offer once 
they pass at the tenth grade, which causes them to lose interest in the remaining coursework,” the 
board members said.

'If it’s not doing its job, then let’s get rid of it’

It appears the school boards will find ready allies for that point of view in the Legislature.

At a meeting Monday of a Senate subcommittee in Fairbanks, four senators said they favored getting rid 
of the test, while a fifth said that the question of its survival should be debated during the 2014 session.

“I guess I agree with the districts that have come before us. If it’s not doing its job, then let’s get rid of 
it,” said Eagle River Sen. Anna Fairclough. “We’re testing all over the place.”
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She said the Legislature should direct the state education department to “choose one assessment tool 
and have the districts align under it.”

“I just was told that WorkKeys is so outdated that it shouldn’t be used for any kind of performance,” 
she said, referring to another test used by the state.

Test of 'minimum skills'

The Legislature approved the law requiring an exit exam in 1997, but later delayed implementation of 
the rule linking it to diplomas until 2004. Legislators said there were too many high school graduates 
without basic skills and that the exam would show whether students were prepared for college or the 
workforce.

“There is a fundamental problem with education in Alaska when our students are able to graduate from 
high school and receive a diploma without learning the skills necessary to compete in a university 
setting or in the job market,” former legislator Con Bunde, who led the protest crowd in the 
Legislature, put it in 2000.

But despite pronouncements that the test would prove the value of an Alaska diploma, the Alaska test 
never became a means of determining readiness for college, the military or anything else. It has been 
described as a test of "minimum skills," a term that remains deliberately vague.

While some school officials have said over the years that the test reflects skills that students should 
master by the eighth grade, others say the Alaska test is designed to include content taught through the 
end of 10th grade. No one argues that the test contains material taught through the 12th grade.

Adding to the confusion is that the 10th grade exam is actually two tests in one. Federal school 
standards require a different test, which is incorporated into the high school exam but graded 
separately. It is possible to fail one test but not the other. The federal part of the test is not required for 
graduation.

A 2012 report by the Center on Education Policy said the overall success of exit exams in the more than 
two dozen states that require them remains questionable and that the goals and standards vary widely 
from state to state.

Dumbed down?

Alaska requires students to take its test as sophomores. If they don't pass all three parts, students have 
to retake the parts they fail at least once a year as juniors and seniors.

About three-quarters of sophomores pass the reading, writing and math portions on the first go-around, 
while those who don’t try again as juniors or seniors. Students who don't pass the three parts by the 
end of 12th grade, but complete all other requirements for graduation, receive a Certificate of 
Achievement. They are able to go back in later years and take the test again if they wish.

In 2012, 7,989 graduates earned diplomas in Alaska, while 366 students collected Certificates of 
Achievement.

Sen. Berta Gardner said the original idea of the Alaska exam was to have students demonstrate that they 
had reached a basic level, “but then it was dumbed down.”
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The state made the math test easier in 2002 after only about one-third of tenth-graders passed an early 
version. In 2007, the state made the writing test more difficult and the reading test easier.

Wasilla Sen. Mike Dunleavy said there is “very little correlation” between the standards measured on 
the test and the introductory math class at the University of Alaska. He said the assessment doesn’t 
match new standards about what high school students have to learn.

“You’re probably going to see the Department of Education require that the high school qualifying exam 
go” because it doesn't match new standards, he said. “Right now the high school qualifying exam is 
going extinct one way or another.”

Final test coming for exit exam?

A spokesman for Education Commissioner Mike Hanley said the state board has taken a position on 
ending the test but expects it will be reviewed in 2014.

Fairbanks Sen. Pete Kelly, who was in the state House at the time the test requirement was enacted, 
said he decided shortly after voting for it that the whole thing was a mistake.

“The test is a bit of piling on because a diploma used to mean you hit all those things that you were 
trying to measure in an exit exam. That’s what it meant,” he said.

He said a student in Alaska who completes all other graduation requirements, but fails the exit exam, is 
at a disadvantage competing for a job against a student with the same talents who happens to graduate 
in a state with no exit exam. The student from Outside would have a diploma, while the student from 
Alaska who failed the exam would have a certificate.

Kodiak Sen. Gary Stevens said that while legislators have heard from some students that they “give up” 
once they pass the test and coast through the final two years of high school, he’d like to see legislative 
hearings on whether the state should abandon the requirement. That may be the final test for the exit 
exam.

Dcrmot Cole can be reached at dermotfat)alaskadispatch.com [3], Follow him on Twitter at @DermotMCole [4],

Source URL: http://www.alaskadispatch.com/article/20131207/alaska-high-school-exit-exam-faces- 
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Dear Representative Higgens,

thanks for the opportunity to voice my support for HB 220.

My son Matthew Talley is recent graduate of Juneau Douglas High School.

I would specify his graduating year but that is a bit ambiguous, because while Matthew walked down 
the aisle with the class of 2011, he had not yet passed the exit exam, he was handed not a diploma but a 
certificate of completion, and he was thereby prevented from continuing his education at Landmark 

College where he had already been accepted for the fall 2011 semester.

Apologies for repeating myself, but, the HSGQE prevented my son from continuing his education at an 

accredited college where he had already been accepted! To add injury to insult, because my son was no 
longer a full-time student (due to the HSGQE), he was dropped from my health insurance and I had to 
pay out-of-pocket for oral surgery for his wisdom teeth, which cost me $2,000!

Matthew worked with a private tutor throughout the summer of 2011 and took the HSGQE for the sixth 

time in the fall of 2011. We considered whether he could start at Landmark College in the spring of 
2012, but didn't receive confirmation that he had passed his sixth try at the HSGQE until too late for the 
spring semester, so, Matthew started college at Landmark in the fall of 2012, a year later than our plans.

Matthew is thriving at Landmark College. He has been on the Deans List. He is learning and growing. It is 
very difficult to understand what public purpose was served by the HSGQE's holding him back for a year, 
and subjecting him to repeated humiliation and stress.

Of course as a parent it is that humiliation and stress that is much more important than the money and 
the time. Matthew failed the HSGQE five times. Because Matthew had an IEP he was given extra time, 

and once he stayed at school until 6PM working on the test. Five times the public education system told 
my son that he wasn't smart enough to earn a high school diploma. I am very appreciative of the 
teachers and counselors and others that encouraged Matthew to persevere, I am very appreciate of the 
parts of the educational system that did work for Matthew. But I am extremely upset about the HSGQE 

and how relentlessly it worked against everything that our educational system should be about.



Matthew is a charming young man and I am a proud parent. But, Matthew has multiple learning 
disabilities which make it very difficult for him to do well on standardized tests. Matthew is capable of 
learning, he has always made steady progress in school, and all of his teachers like him and appreciate 
his participation in class.

School is very difficult for students with learning disabilities. Matthew can and does learn, but, learning 
isn't easy, and it was extremely disheartening for Matthew that after four years of struggle he still didn't 
earn a high school diploma. Further, Matthew recognized that his best chance for an education was at 
Landmark College, an accredited college that specializes in educating students with learning disabilities. 
Matthew wanted to go to Landmark College more than you can imagine. It was very discouraging for 
him to learn that he couldn't start college in the fall of 2011, after he had been accepted, because of the 
HSGQE.

You can imagine how incredibly frustrated I have been when my son stays at school till 6pm doing 
something that is very hard for him to do, to fail through no fault of his own. I have to assume that the 
people who created the HSGQE, and those that oppose HB 220, must have some good reasons for their 
positions. But I find it hard to understand what public good can come from applying the cruel and 
unusual punishment of the HSGQE to innocent children.

I strongly appreciate your sponsorship of HB 220. Please consider encouraging all your colleagues to 

pass this bill. Let's at least get rid of this unfortunate situation before it damages other families.

Thanks again for the opportunity to speak on this important issue. 

Larry Talley
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject*

Judy Andree <jagster42@gmail.com> 
Monday, February 03,20141:26 PM 
Rep. Lynn Gattis 
HB 220:Testimony

February 3,2014

Dear Representative Gattis,

I am writing as someone with 20 years o f experience in teaching at both the high school and college levels. I 
retired from UAS eight years ago as an associate professor in English. I have a Master's of Education and a 
Master's o f English. I am also the grandmother of a young man who is still trying to pass the high school math 
exit exam. He will make his 1 Ith try this spring; along the way he has taken a math computer class, at least two 
math classes focused strictly on passing the exit exam, and has had math tutoring. He received a Certificate o f 
Achievement from his high school after completing all the required credits and passing both the writing and 
reading exit exams. I know of other students who face the same predicament and think we can do better for 
them.

I have been following SB 111: a bill to eliminate the high school qualifying exam/exit exam. This bill is moving 
very rapidly through the Legislature, having already been passed out o f the Senate Education Committee.
Senate Education amended the bill to include a provision for those students caught in the net o f the exit exam to 
continue trying to pass whichever exam they need until 2017.1 am wondering why the repeal bill can't make the 
action retroactive instead. Allowing those who were unable to pass one or more o f the exams, those who 
completed all the required coursework and earned the needed credits, to receive their diplomas and move on 
with their careers and lives seems to be the only fair and humane thing to do. Why hold these students to an exit 
requirement that no student before 2004 and after 2014 is required to meet?

The use o f exit exams has had real life consequences for real individuals. Students who were on an IEP, as my 
grandson was, are particularly affected. There are many ways to assess student achievement, but a high stakes 
exam should not be one o f them. Individual student skill growth is a better and more fair way o f student 
assessment.

I am urging the House Education Committee to consider an amendment that would make this bill retroactive to 
allow students who have completed their course and credit requirements and who received a Certificate of 
Achievement to now receive their high school diploma. Now that the exit exam is being abolished, we should 
not hold one group o f students forever in its grasp.

Respectfully,

Judith G. Andree

5985 Lund Street

Juneau, Alaska 99801

l
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rom: JudyAndree <jagster42@ gm ail.com >
Sent: Monday, February 03, 2014 1:26 PM
To: Rep. Lynn Gattis
Subject: HB 220:Testimony

February 3, 2014

Dear Representative Gattis,

I am writing as someone with 20 years o f experience in teaching at both the high school and college levels. I 
retired from UAS eight years ago as an associate professor in English. I have a Master's o f Education and a 
Master's o f English. I am also the grandmother of a young man who is still trying to pass the high school math 
exit exam. He will make his 11th try this spring; along the way he has taken a math computer class, at least two 
math classes focused strictly on passing the exit exam, and has had math tutoring. He received a Certificate of 
Achievement from his high school after completing all the required credits and passing both the writing and 
reading exit exams. I know of other students who face the same predicament and think we can do better for 
them.

I have been following SB 111: a bill to eliminate the high school qualifying exam/exit exam. This bill is moving 
very rapidly through the Legislature, having already been passed out o f the Senate Education Committee.
Senate Education amended the bill to include a provision for those students caught in the net of the exit exam to 
continue trying to pass whichever exam they need until 2017.1 am wondering why the repeal bill can't make the 
action retroactive instead. Allowing those who were unable to pass one or more of the exams, those who 
completed all the required coursework and earned the needed credits, to receive their diplomas and move on 
with their careers and lives seems to be the only fair and humane thing to do. Why hold these students to an exit 
requirement that no student before 2004 and after 2014 is required to meet?

The use o f exit exams has had real life consequences for real individuals. Students who were on an IEP, as my 
grandson was, are particularly affected. There are many ways to assess student achievement, but a high stakes 
exam should not be one o f them. Individual student skill growth is a better and more fair way of student 
assessment.

I am urging the House Education Committee to consider an amendment that would make this bill retroactive to 
allow students who have completed their course and credit requirements and who received a Certificate of 
Achievement to now receive their high school diploma. Now that the exit exam is being abolished, we should 
not hold one group o f students forever in its grasp.

Respectfully,

Judith G. Andree

5985 Lund Street

Juneau, Alaska 99801o
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