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From: Barbara Bryce

To: Shea, Julie
Subject: Opposition to proposed 306 Rules
Date: Tuesday, April 30, 2024 10:18:08 AM

EXTERNAL: Do not open attachments or click on links unless you recognize and trust the

sender.

Dear Ms. Shea,

I am a clinical psychologist employed at a NH public charter school. I am very concerned that
the proposed rule changes will erode the quality educational standards that have successfully
operated in our state since [ became involved in education 19 years ago. Please do not accept

these rule changes.

Respectfully submitted,
Barbara A. Bryce, Psy.D.

DOEO4_001


mailto:bbryce17@gmail.com
mailto:Julie.R.Shea@doe.nh.gov

From: Mary Cad

To: Adams, Angela; Shea, Julie
Subject: Concerning ED306
Date: Monday, April 15, 2024 2:39:44 PM

EXTERNAL: Do not open attachments or click on links unless you recognize and trust the
sender.

As a New Hampshire resident who has always supported public schools, i'm concerned that
the push to a voucher system and adoption of rules by non-educators is going to ruin our
public schools. Public schools are a place where diverse groups of children meet, learn to
respect each other, and how to communicate with other children who may disagree with them.
All these skills seem to be missing in today's society, so instead of perpetuating this problem,
let's give our children a chance to appreciate difference rather than fear it.

This kind of understanding begins on the playground and is perpetuated by good teachers with
curriculums that include everyone's history.

Let's make New Hampshire a friendly place to live for all. Mary Ann Cadwallader
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From: Melissa Hinebauch

To: Shea, Julie
Subject: Please oppose Commissioner Edelblut"s changes to the minimum standards/306"s
Date: Thursday, April 11, 2024 2:06:35 PM

EXTERNAL: Do not open attachments or click on links unless you recognize and trust the
sender.

Dear Julie Shea,
Please oppose Commissioner Edelblut's changes to the minimum standards.

The proposed rules would significantly diminish the education students receive -
especially the 75% of NH students who live in "property poor" communities - and
would make even worse the egregious disparities in educational opportunities caused
by our current unfair system of funding schools. In drafting these proposed rules,
Commissioner Edelblut ignored input from people who actually work in public schools,
send their children to them, attend them, or pay for them. This is a blatant misuse of
power and a reminder that Commissioner Edelblut is trying to dismantle New
Hampshire's public schools.

The fox guarding the henhouse, indeed.
Sincerely,

Mel Hinebauch
Concord, NH 03301
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From: Susan Holcombe

To: Shea, Julie; Adams, Angela
Subject: Testimony against currently proposed ED306 rules
Date: Wednesday, April 10, 2024 9:11:19 PM

EXTERNAL: Do not open attachments or click on links unless you recognize and trust the

sender.

Kindly convey to the NH State Board of Education my request that they discard the current
Department of Education proposed changes to the ED306 rules and start again with a
transparent and professional approach that serves the interests of the children of New
Hampshire. My views are included in the excerpt below, a version of which was published as
an OpEd in the Valley news on April 4, 2024.

Thank you,
Susan Holcombe
Hanover NH

A version of this was published in the Valley News on April 4, 2024.
Rules Changes Threaten NH Schools

Do you think that policy governing how our schools run is made by local, elected school
boards and perhaps by the legislature? Think again. We are about to see some radical changes
in rules for NH schools. These are changes that will occur largely under the radar through
revision of the ED306 rules, which are administrative rules that guide the implementation of
education law. ED306 rules set standards and limits so that all public schools operate by the
same rules and assure that all students receive an adequate education.

What's the problem? Despite allocating $75,000 to an outside contractor to develop a draft of
the revised rules, the Department of Education has persisted in developing its own version of
the rules, ignoring the inputs of public school teachers, administrators and parents. Reading
the proposed ED306 rules and comparing them to the existing rules is a mind-numbing
experience—for which most of us lack the time. What should jar us awake are the many
concerns of educators that, under the new rules, local school board control is ceded to the
state; educational standards are eroded by reducing required qualifications for teachers;
legitimizing for credit online courses for which there is no accountability; eliminating class size
minimums, and much more.

The last opportunity for public input may pass quietly. The NH State Board of Education will
hold a public hearing on April 3 in Concord at 1:00 pm on the first half of the ED306 proposed
rules. A hearing on the second half of the proposed rules is tentatively scheduled for April 11.
It is easy to be pessimistic. The NH Department of Education and the State Board of Education
are not likely to respond to any testimony recommending changes or reconsiderations of the
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ED306 rules.

Is that skepticism justified? Look at the history of the development of the draft rules. The NH
Department of Education engaged The Center for Competency-Based Learning (CCBL) to
‘facilitate a revision’ of the ED306 rules and write a first draft. In 2022 a NH think tank was
able to look at that draft. They noted that the draft proposed a significant overhaul of the
rules that would have significant implications for public schools. The NH Education
Department submitted this first draft to the State Board of Education—which did give a pause
to allow time for public input. CCBL did take on revision and organized 13 listening sessions
around the state and, for the first time, met with NH’s largest teachers’ union and with other
educational professionals. At the 13 listening sessions teachers, administrators, parents and
others overwhelmingly expressed multiple concerns about hollowed out standards, local
school board loss of control, and many loopholes that would allow the NH Education
Department to weaken public education.

By some accounts, CCBL took the listening sessions content into account as they prepared
Draft 2 of the ED306 rules, submitted to the Department of Education in January of 2024. The
Department is under no obligation to accept the CCBL draft. It is only advisory. The document
that the Department presented to the State Board of Education on February 15 looks quite
different from the second CCBL draft. The Reaching Higher New Hampshire (RHNH) policy
director has analyzed the Department version and its differences with the current rules.
Beyond the six primary concerns about loss of local control and hollowed out standards,
Christine Pretorius worries that the NHED proposed rules are a mechanism for changing how
New Hampshire funds an adequate education. (Remember that New Hampshire has yet to
deal with the consequences of the ConVal decisions that mandate increases in state funding
for an adequate education).

It is hard to visualize the impact of the proposed ED306 rules on students and school districts.
In a webinar, Reaching Higher New Hampshire gave examples of how the new rules might

Briefing-March-2024-1.pdf Here are some examples they offer:

Jack attends a rural high school in New Hampshire. His school is the center of his community --
despite a lack of state funding, voters pass their budget each year, but it’s getting difficult.
Mia attends a well-funded suburban high school in New Hampshire. Her school has lots of
resources, and last year, she was able to take a field trip to Europe to study Spanish.

Jack’s school board cuts courses and offers online “learning opportunities,” but he’s struggling
because he doesn’t have a teacher he can go to when he has a question about the recorded
lesson.
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In Jack’s relatively small high school, his physics teacher also teaches algebra as a minor
assignment. After the passage of the rules, his district has to hire a part-time, uncertified
teacher to teach math instead. Because Jack’s teacher can’t have a full course load, he leaves
the school for a neighboring district.

Mia’s school board is trying to balance the changes in the rules and what it means for their
library staff: they want to continue to offer courses in media literacy and critical research skills,
but the rules shift the role to a position that curates their library collection.

Now that class size requirements have been eliminated, Jack’s school board has decided to
merge two elementary school classes in his district. Now, the second grade class in Jack’s
school district will have 34 children for one teacher.

Mia’s classmate, who would be a first-generation college student and has dreams of becoming

a nurse practitioner, is unsure about what’s next after high school. But with the removal of her

school’s career education program, she and her family aren’t sure how to navigate the complex
college application process.

In early April, the Commissioner, who lacks classroom experience, and the State Board of
Education are likely to forge ahead with their version of the rules changes. Students and

School Boards will watch the consequences play out over the coming years.

Susan Holcombe
Hanover NH
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From: Margaret Jernstedt

To: Shea, Julie

Cc: Adams, Angela

Subject: Please do not support the current draft of the ED 306 rules
Date: Wednesday, April 17, 2024 4:34:33 PM

EXTERNAL: Do not open attachments or click on links unless you recognize and trust the
sender.

Honorable Shea and Honorable Adams,

| have been advised to get my recommendations to the State Board of Education on the
proposed rules changes as to how public schools in NH can operate.

| have been advised that you may help express my concerns regarding the need to oppose the
current draft of ED 306 rules.

| am a retired educator, and | know the importance of limits on class size, and | know the
importance of supporting our public education. | know the importance of having highly skilled
professional educators involved in the development of curriculums for all levels in our
schools. Educators and school administrators who have experience with successful programs
and know what works for our young people need to be involved in all design of programs,
curriculums, and educational standard setting in our state.

Thank you for your service to our young people who deserve public schools with the highest
quality education.

Sincerely,

Margaret Jernstedt
Hanover, NH 03755
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From: Peter Storrs

To: Shea, Julie
Subject: Concern for 306 Rule
Date: Wednesday, April 10, 2024 5:31:59 PM

EXTERNAL: Do not open attachments or click on links unless you recognize and trust the sender.

Hello, Ms. Shea

I wish to express my concern over the proposed changes to the minimum standards for public education. I believe
that these changes could jeopardize the high standards that New Hampshire has provided for its students for a
quality education. I am concerned, upon reading the document on the DOE website and attending one of the local
listening sessions last fall in New London, that the overhaul of 306 Rule will be detrimental to the high standards
that are necessary for our students. Being a resident of New Hampshire for five decades, I have always been proud
of the education that my children received at their local public school and feel that the changes proposed do nothing
to carry on that tradition.

Caroline Storrs
Cornish, NH 03745
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From: Whitney Zweeres

To: Shea, Julie
Subject: 306
Date: Friday, April 26, 2024 11:28:10 AM

EXTERNAL: Do not open attachments or click on links unless you recognize and trust the
sender.

To whom it concerns,

If you gut the 306 standard here in NH that is setting out future leaders up for failure. We
already have districts that do not have what other districts have and this would really make
that gap worse.

Cutting education is not where the state should look at saving money. Our children deserve a
good education.

Thank you for your time.
Whitney Zweeres
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From: Dan Caron

To: Adams, Angela; Cline. Andrew
Subject: Testimony - Min. Standards for Public School Approval (Ed Rules 306)
Date: Monday, April 1, 2024 4:12:07 PM

EXTERNAL: Do not open attachments or click on links unless you recognize and trust the

sender.

Hello Ms. Adams and Mr. Cline,

| am writing this email AGAINST the NHED 306 Draft Rules proposal and FOR the
draft proposal from Christine Downing and her team.

| attended the 306s Review Meeting led by Christine Downing at Meredith Library on

Friday, March 29. As a teacher with 40+ years in NH public education | was extremely
disappointed in the draft 306 Ed Rules that are being presented by NHED. When | started
teaching in the early 1980s, NHED had a number of consultants to help teachers develop
curriculum, find outside funding, and organize training. Since that time, NHED has become
smaller (less personnel to help teachers) but more alarming, the rules have slowly eroded until
the NHED 306 Draft Rules, as proposed, is vague and open to interpretation. In some cases
the draft appears to be contrary to other NH laws and rules. In these times of debate
concerning what constitutes an adequate education and how much funding NH must
contribute to fund it, eroding the minimum standards will "allow" some politicians (non
educators) to argue the need for less money to meet minimum standards toward an adequate
education.

At the meeting, Ms. Downing explained how she and her team went through the NHED Draft
proposal, updating the language at the front end to minimize the damage and they were
depending upon the input of teachers attending the review meetings to update the content
descriptions. With Ms. Downing's assistance, | set out to update the description, goals and
content for Technology and Engineering in the Content section of her proposal. | believe the
Technology and Education descriptions in the Content section of her proposal is stronger now
than it has been in decades. In Ms. Downing's draft proposal, the language used for
Technology & Engineering Rules is consistent with the language used in the NH Technology
and Engineering teacher certification requirements and the NH Technology and Engineering
Curriculum Guide. Furthermore, the Technology & Engineering Content in the three
documents mirror the ITEEA STEL being used throughout the US and in other countries. Three
events in the last 5 years help to explain further: The revision of the NH Certification
requirements for Technology and Engineering teachers (2019); publication of the ITEEA STEL
(2020); the revision of the NH Technology/Engineering Curriculum Guide (2022).

In 2018-19, | served with a group of teachers, credentialing personnel and Superintendent Kirk
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Beitler to revise the certification requirements for Technology and Engineering teachers.
The Technology and Engineering teacher certification requirements now stress the
Engineering Design Process and a teacher’s ability to use and explain the process to
students. Ed 507.05 Technology and Engineering Teacher (eff 8-9-19);

In 2018 the International Technology and Engineering Educators Association (ITEEA)
assembled a team to revise the Standards for Technological Literacy (STL). The resulting
document, The Standards for Technological and Engineering Literacy (STEL) was published in
2020. ITEEA STEL can be viewed as a free download from the ITEEA. A link to the STEL ETOOL
which illustrates the crosswalk between the STEL and the Next Generation Science Standards
(NGSS) & Common Core State Standards Math (CCSS Math) and English Language Arts (CCSS
ELA) standards is found at https://www.iteea.org/stel. STEL is being used in English speaking
countries around the world and is available in German, Korean and is currently being
interpreted into Chinese.

In 2021-22, | convened a group of Technology teachers to review and update the NH
Technology and Engineering Curriculum Guide. The documents we reviewed and referred to
in order to complete this work were the previous NH Technology and Engineering

Curriculum Guide from 2010, the Credentialing Requirements from 2019, and the STEL from
2020. This resulted in a Curriculum Guide that mirrors the teacher certification requirements.
Appendix B of the NH Technology/Engineering Curriculum Guide illustrates where our K-12
grade level performance objectives correspond to the Technology and Engineering standards
from ITEEA STEL. Appendix A of the ITEEA STEL document explains the process of comparing
the STEL Benchmarks to the Benchmarks from NGSS, CCSS Math and CCSS ELA.

In the past year, the NH State Board of Education accepted two programs into the Learn
Everywhere program; WinnAero's ACE Academies and the Private Pilot curriculum from
Laconia Flight Academy. In those applications, | wrote that the competencies

requiring mastery by a pilot (or anyone in the aerospace industry) are not from any one school
subject but come from EVERY subject taught in public schools. The curriculum programs you
approved for Learn Everywhere are true examples of STEM/STEAM. Educators who have
studied their craft and mastered the skills associated with their subject need to determine the
knowledge and skills students should master.

In summary, | am strongly against NHED gutting the Content from the 306 Rules and replacing
it with the NHED proposed single paragraph that is open to interpretation. | am strongly for
the Draft Proposal from Christine Downing’s group for the 306 Rules. Her draft should be the
only one considered as it will keep NH learners moving forward.

Respectfully,
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Dan Caron

Technology/Engineering Education, School to Careers Coor., Gilford HS
WinnAero Director of Education Services & ACE Academy Director
"Engineering & Aerospace Education"

Civil Air Patrol AEM Teacher of the Year 2013

AFA Teacher of the Year 2004

ITEEA Distinguished Technology Educator 2001

AIAA Educator Achievement Award 1999

EbD-STEM Professional Development/Curriculum Associate/Author

Click here for the latest exciting news at GHS!
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From: Erin Chubb
To: Shea, Julie
Date: Monday, April 8, 2024 8:01:52 AM

EXTERNAL: Do not open attachments or click on links unless you recognize and trust the
sender.

Hello,

Please adopt Ed 306 Minimum Standards for Public Approval that include the
following:

* Definitions informed by peer-reviewed academic studies.

» Language and definitions that advance CBE and support ongoing CBE efforts by
providing a framework for

local decisions, continued growth, and innovation.

» Language and definitions that ensure equitable access to a wide range of engaging
educational opportunities.

» Language and definitions that ensure high standards and quality programming for
students and teachers.

* A minimum number of high school courses that ensure all approved schools are
required to offer NH’s students

with diverse choices in their academic journeys that provide them with new learning
experiences, spark their

personal passion for continuous learning, help shape and inform future plans, and
provide the required course of

study for a NH high school diploma.

* Class sizes that assist districts in creating budgets, allocating resources (personnel
and supplies), and crafting

schedules where students are able to receive personalized, supportive, engaging,
expert, and diverse learning.

Best regards,

Erin Chubb, M. Ed.
Principal
Canterbury Elementary School
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From: Claudia Damon

To: Shea, Julie
Subject: April 11, 2024 testimony in writing
Date: Saturday, April 6, 2024 6:11:48 PM

EXTERNAL: Do not open attachments or click on links unless you recognize and trust the

sender.

Dear Ms. Shea,

Please distribute this testimony to the full State Board of Education for review prior to the
hearing on April 11, 2024, as | am unable to attend but care deeply about public education
in New Hampshire. Certainly the Commissioner is welcome to receive a copy.

Dear State Board of Education:

| write with regard to the proposed new rules to be discussed at the April 11, 2024 meeting.

| find it wrong that the Commissioner, in drafting these proposed rules, ignored input
from people who actually work in public schools, send their children to them, attend
them or pay for them.

| realize that the April 111" Board meeting will concern itself with the half of the rules
that refer to the course referenced in the first half of the rules. When those courses
are offered, what will they consist of? Every content area required by the rules
addresses the program elements of a student’s public school education, so people
are entitled to know what that requirement should look like. And the Board, in order to
do its job correctly, must also know this before approving any rules. So far as | am
aware, this work has not been done. At least the public has not seen it. And again,
that is wrong.

“Courses” and “Programs” are changed to “learning opportunities” - which is not
defined, and therefore simply cannot match the rigor required of courses and
programs. It is unacceptable that some online learning opportunities won'’t be required
to have a teacher who students can ask questions of.

It is unacceptable and wrong that the new rules aim to lower standards by changing
“‘mastery” and “proficiency” to “competency.” Mastery is what we should be aiming for.
Only then is a student competent.

Finally, | think it is wrong to take decision-making away from our communities and
locally elected school boards. By offering very little control over curriculum,
instruction, and the approval of programs leading to graduation and life after high
school, these proposed rules would allow a third party company can create external
credit opportunities and remove the school’s ability to vet those programs.

A year ago, in a lecture at ultra-conservative Hillsdale College, Christopher Rufo gave
a talk. In case you aren’t aware, he is a culture war orchestrator, a breaker of things.
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His talk explained how to replace public education with a universal voucher system.
He said that to get to a universal voucher system, you need to create distrust in the
public school system. This is exactly what our Commissioner has been working on.
You cannot let this happen. Rufo told his audience to be ruthless. And brutal. Really?
Who made him the boss?

| ask you to stand up to this destructive energy. Public education is at center of our
democracy. Hitler (and he was not the first) discovered that making the public dumb
and unable to think critically, and dumbing down education, made it easy for him to
stay in power despite the brutalities his regime inflicted on millions of people.
Germany is still dealing with that past.

You either support the democracy that the founding fathers established or you don’t.
If you do, you must support public education by certified personnel. If you don’t you
are asking for a revolution, with or without violence, to establish a different country
with a different future than by far the majority of Americans and NH citizens want.

Please see to it that the new rules are revised with input from professional educators,
people who attend and/or have attended public schools, send their children to them
and pay for them.

Thank you,
Claudia C. Damon
Concord, NH
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April 10,2024
To the State Board of Education:

| was very disappointed in the listening session on the Ed 306’s minimum
standards in Manchester. A listening session is meant to listen to the
people who speak,restate their issues, questions, concerns, and to record
them to assure that the thoughts are considered either individually or
grouped together. In this session it seemed that there was more
information about the direction the group was going rather than listening to
input. There was a recorder, but since that session there has been no
follow up or disclosure of how the feedback was used in the revised
standards. In addition there was no follow up from any of the listening
sessions so the general public would know that their input was considered.

| am a also concerned about the lack of references to equity and equitable
access to all students in the document. It should be part of the entire
document.

There are inconsistencies, changes and omission of language throughout
the document that impacts the standards. For instance leaving off local
before competencies, local graduation requirements, and other areas
around local control should be reinstated.

Changing “shall” to “may” waters down the standards.

What happened to the Arts and PE certification standards at Elementary
level? It is crucial that these standards are put back in the document for
many of our students from diverse backgrounds the arts are the key to their
success.

As the 600’s are the standards for public education in NH taking away class
sizes makes no sense. We need those standards to assure that we have a
standard to guide us as we assure equitable access to all students
throughout the state.
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| urge you to consider feedback from citizens throughout the state and
strengthen these standards to assure that all students have equitable
access to a public school education no matter whether they live in
Manchester, the most diverse school district in the state, a small rural
community, or a suburban community. All students deserve the best we
can give them.

Respectfully,

Karen Soule
Citizen Manchester, NH
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Testimony before the NH State Board of Education, in opposition to changes in Ed 306.06

3 April 2024

Thank you to the Board for receiving this testimony.

My name is Dr. Jacob Bennett of Chester and I represent only myself in this testimony.

Last year I conducted research into the meaning and value of diversity in education
contexts, a project that resulted in the publication of 7he Belonging Case for Diversity, a focused
literature review that members of this board received last fall. One of my goals in The Belonging
Case was to review and present empirical studies focused on the impacts of diversity among
students and educators, but also, first and foremost, to grapple with and come to a clear and
practical understanding of what diversity means.

To begin with I sought to understand the legal case for diversity, so I turned to the
backbone of the historical and legal concept of diversity in American life: the 14th Amendment
to the US Constitution. Records on the debate and drafting of the 14th Amendment make clear
that the authors were concerned that the Constitution should protect the rights of all people to
have access to necessary public goods like free schools and open markets, which cultivate and
sustain a democratic society and its individual members.

I then considered the business case for diversity, which includes significant findings
among top-earning corporations that higher rates of diversity within a firm correlate to increased
innovation, efficiency, and profitability. These findings run alongside studies in the education
literature that show correlation between increased diversity and student outcomes. However,
there are also findings from a series of studies that indicate younger professionals and graduate
students, particularly those from underrepresented groups, find this instrumental approach to
diversity to be alienating. Rather than helping them feel like they belonged, the corporate
argument had the opposite effect.

This was the real “AHA!” moment of the research process, because that sense of
belonging is exactly what I was reading about in the education literature that indicated improved
outcomes for students of color who have even one single teacher of the same race or ethnic
background during their school careers. And it was exactly what I was reading about when I was
scouring debates about the necessity of equal protection and due process, which promote and
enforce the right of public accommodation or the legal right to enter a business open to the
public. In other words, diversity is the opposite of those signs that used to say, “No Blacks, No
Irish.” Diversity is a sign that says, “All Welcome!” A proper understanding of diversity, then, is
rooted in the constitutional right to be in and move around within our society, and this right is
nothing short of a right to belong.

With that in mind, it is vital to highlight the folly of removing the principle of diversity
from Ed 306.06, Culture and Climate. It is a mistake to assume that the purpose and scope of a
mandated “acknowledgement of diversity and respect for differences” can be collapsed into
mere “respect for differences” and not suffer tremendous loss of legal leverage to enact programs
benefiting underrepresented and/or disproportionately impacted groups. Even the addition of
language around “equitable opportunities” falls well short as a tool for educators and
policymakers to rely on, especially compared to the compelling state interest that grounds
diversity work.
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Testimony before the NH State Board of Education, in opposition to changes in Ed 306.06

The principles of equal protection and due process were designed to nurture diversity,
specifically, and in practical use require more than “respect for differences.” Deleting “diversity”
from existing language in Ed 306.06 cannot be understood as a mere editorial decision but a
fundamental shift away from requiring affirmative policy and toward allowing passive “respect
for differences.” Keep in mind, segregated school populations may learn respect for racial
differences, even if from afar, but it is unlikely that they would learn as easily the meaning and
value of diversity, which is shaped and urged by a fundamental human need to feel that sense of
belonging, that belief that our communities are not the same without us, and we are not the same
without them.

Diversity means belonging, and diversity belongs in the 306s.

Respectfully,
Jacob A. Bennett, Ph.D.
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From: Nicole Bump

To: Shea, Julie; Adams, Angela
Subject: Serious Concerns with Ed 306 Rules
Date: Wednesday, April 3, 2024 9:37:57 AM

EXTERNAL: Do not open attachments or click on links unless you recognize and trust the
sender.

Hello Ms. Shea and Ms. Adams,

I am writing to express my continued deep concern for the proposed changes to the Ed.
306 Rules. As the latest draft fromm Commissioner Edelblut stands, this standards

overhaul:

Redefines the purpose and structure of school
Hollows out instructional requirements
Removes local authority

Removes class size requirements

Removes educator certification requirements

Has serious potential school funding implications

Numerous professional organizations, local school boards, and Granite State residents
have also vocalized serious concerns about the potential impact of this proposal.

Failure to address these issues will lead to a public education system that is deeply
inequitable, where the value of a New Hampshire high school diploma is questioned.

New Hampshire's children and educators deserve much better.

| strongly urge the Department to reconsider the revisions made to Ed-306 AND to
instead reconsider the proposed revisions supported by the NEA-NH and the National
Center for Competency-Based Learning.

Thank you for your time and attention,
Nicole Bump
SAU 19 School Board Member
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IN SUPPORT OF NH’S PRE-K - 12 PuBLIC EDUCATION

March 30, 2024

To the esteemed members of the New Hampshire State Board of Education:

The mission and the vision of the NH State Board of Education (SBE) are incredibly lofty and integral to supporting the
excellent quality of life for NH’s residents, providing engaging, innovative, and diverse educational opportunities for all
of NH’s students and helping to create an enlightened, active, and caring citizenry. Thank you for your service to the
students, families, and learning communities in our great state. New Hampshire’s Pre-K — 12 public education system is
consistently ranked among the best in the Nation. While the ranking has slipped since 2017 (when NH was ranked #1),
the most recent US News and World Report ranks NH’s Pre-K — 12 education system as #6 in the US. New Hampshire’s
Pre-K — 12 public education system is indeed world class. With the continued support of the SBE, public schools can
evolve and continually improve, and public-school students and families will continue to receive a “personalized,
student-centered education in a flexible, innovative learning environment,” thus achieving the stated vision of the SBE.

A foundational and fundamental element to the SBE’s mission and vision are the Ed 306 Minimum Standards for Public
Schools Approval. Setting the minimum standards for a public education system that is already world class and highly
ranked is certainly a daunting task. New Hampshire is also renowned for being an early adopter of Competency-Based
Education (CBE). Updating the Ed 306 rules is a tremendous opportunity for the SBE to advance CBE and ensure all of
NH’s students and families, regardless of zip code, can readily access personalized and high-quality education
opportunities. Stripping out language and requirements, while simultaneously lowering standards is counter to the SBE’s
mission and vision. For nearly three years, the Ed 306 rules have been being updated. This process has included a
contract with an external organization, Ed 306 work groups, multiple public hearings, and significant volunteer efforts
from educators passionately seeking to ensure feedback from the field is brought forth and heard. Please respect this
process, voices from the field and communities, the labors of the Ed 306 work groups, and the tireless volunteer efforts of
educators.

Please adopt Ed 306 Minimum Standards for Public Approval that include the following:

e Definitions informed by peer-reviewed academic studies.

e Language and definitions that advance CBE and support ongoing CBE efforts by providing a framework for
local decisions, continued growth, and innovation.

e Language and definitions that ensure equitable access to a wide range of engaging educational opportunities.

e Language and definitions that ensure high standards and quality programming for students and teachers.

e A minimum number of high school courses that ensure all approved schools are required to offer NH’s students
with diverse choices in their academic journeys that provide them with new learning experiences, spark their
personal passion for continuous learning, help shape and inform future plans, and provide the required course of
study for a NH high school diploma.

o C(Class sizes that assist districts in creating budgets, allocating resources (personnel and supplies), and crafting
schedules where students are able to receive personalized, supportive, engaging, expert, and diverse learning.

Please respect and listen to the voices from the field, the public, and members of the 306 work groups. Your adoption of
the Ed 306 Minimum Standards for Public Schools Approval is significant to keeping NH as a highly ranked state overall
and for Pre-K — 12 public education. Standards that create inequities, remove choices, lower quality, de-value trained and
licensed teachers, and are not informed by peer-reviewed research should not be considered.

Respectfully,

IN SUPPORT OF NH’S PRE-K - 12 PuBLIC EDUCATION
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From: Carisa Corrow

To: Shea, Julie
Subject: Public Comment 306s
Date: Tuesday, April 30, 2024 7:31:15 AM

EXTERNAL: Do not open attachments or click on links unless you recognize and trust the sender.

The development and revision of the minimum standards has never been a truly inclusive process in New Hampshire. While I agree this time around has been
more public than ever before, it wasn't intentionally so. Absent from this update is an actual review of how the standards have been implemented with
feedback from a variety of students, graduates and drop outs from different parts of the state. Let's make it inclusive.

Recently, Aurora Institute, the national leader in competency based education, released a brief which outlined tried practices in reviewing and setting statewide
competency policy.

This is a quality blueprint that starts with asking the community to define outcomes, similar to the Portrait of a Graduate process. Please consider not making
adjustments to the current standards and taking time to do this a better way. You can help define a better process for the next update, which unfortunately
might go back to being more quietly revised, as it has in the past.

NH has one of the most flexible policies in the country and has for nearly two decades. It won't hurt to keep it a little longer.

While I actually agree with a lot of the changes that put learners in the driver's seat of their education, especially at the secondary level, the changes to the high
school graduation requirements are most troubling:

Logic and Rhetoric are ELA skills.

Civility is not something one can assess and is not clearly defined.

Why is NH History listed twice with a separate 1/2 credit as well as combined with US history?
Please define economics more clearly.

1'd also encourage the board to look at Minnesota's policy on innovative schools. What if you changed nothing, but offered schools an easier path to
innovation? So, if a school wanted to exceed class size maximum, it could if the plan was intentional. Allow public schools flexibility to operate nimbly.

Thank you for your considerations,

Carisa Corrow
Penacook
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New Hampshire State Board of Education
25 Hall Street
Concord, NH 03301

Dear Members of the Board of Education,

As the former chair of the board that oversees the state’s largest school district, | am deeply
invested in the welfare and educational prospects of our state. | write to express my serious
concerns regarding the proposed revisions to educational standards currently under
consideration.

First and foremost, | must address the glaring issue of disregarding community feedback. The
numerous listening sessions held across New Hampshire, including those held in Manchester,
provided invaluable insights into the concerns of our community. However, the current draft fails
to adequately address the feedback garnered from these sessions, undermining the credibility
and effectiveness of the entire process. By initiating these forums and subsequently
disregarding the input received, the State Board of Education has diminished the transparency
and inclusivity essential for meaningful educational reform.

The process around the drafting of these revisions is deeply troubling, but far more alarming is
the impact that they will have on our students and our schools. Firstly, the removal of class size
maximums for K-12 settings is deeply concerning. Research unequivocally demonstrates the
pivotal role of class size in facilitating effective teaching and learning, and reinstating these caps
is imperative for the well-being of our students.

Equally troubling is the erosion of local authority in educational decision-making. The removal of
references to local competencies, graduation requirements, and assessments undermines the
autonomy of districts in tailoring education to suit the needs of their communities. Preserving
local control ensures that educators can best serve the unique needs of their students and
foster a thriving learning environment.

The elimination of requirements for certified art, music, and physical education teachers in
elementary schools is a disservice to our students. These subjects are integral components of a
well-rounded education and must be reinstated to ensure the holistic development of every
child.

Additionally, the removal of requirements for differentiated student support and the weakening of
competency terminology are deeply concerning. Differentiated instruction is essential for
addressing the diverse needs of students, and robust competency standards are crucial for
ensuring educational excellence.

It is incumbent upon us to advocate for the best interests of our students. These concerns must
be earnestly addressed before final approval is granted. | implore the Board of Education to
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reconsider the proposed revisions and strive to formulate standards that truly benefit all New
Hampshire students.

Thank you for your attention to this matter.

Sincerely,

Joyce Craig
Manchester, NH
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From: Magaie Forrestall

To: Adams, Angela
Subject: Minimum Standards for Public School Approval: Teacher Testimony
Date: Monday, April 1, 2024 10:33:32 PM

EXTERNAL: Do not open attachments or click on links unless you recognize and trust the
sender.

Hello Ms. Adams,
I'd like to submit the following public testimony in regards to the proposed Ed 306 Rules:

| agree with experienced educators across the state that these proposed rules do not improve the
quality of education in public schools. In fact, they weaken, distort, and dilute it to a worrisome
degree. The language is very vague and misleading. These proposed rules will lead to increased
inequity in school funding within our state. These proposed rules will also result in putting more
power in the hands of outside companies that do not have New Hampshire's best interests and
students' best interests in mind.

When it comes specifically to the Social Studies section of the proposed Ed 306 Rules:

| agree with many educators from across the state that the proposed rules omit many of the ways
of knowing that are unique to the field of Social Studies. They undermine the rigor and academic
integrity of this discipline. This seems deeply problematic, given that Social Studies instruction is
responsible for providing our community with the foundation of our ability to function as a
successful democratic society.

It is ironic that the knowledge, understanding, skills, and ways of knowing that are unique to this
discipline are exactly the skills that we need to utilize to improve the proposed rules. This is
exactly why this work matters!

| would strongly recommend utilizing nationally recognized resources such as the C3 framework
in order to add deeper, more meaningful, and more rigorous requirements for Social Studies
knowledge, skills, and dispositions that all students deserve the opportunity to develop. We would
like to strengthen the language of the proposed rules to reinforce the importance of Social
Studies instruction having dedicated, required time at each academic level, not just high school.
Finally, we would like to establish stronger connections in the instructional requirements across
elementary, middle, and high school to demonstrate the importance of developing a progression
of learning opportunities that build gradually over time. All of these changes better reflect best
practices within this discipline, as well as our commitment to prepare students more holistically
for successful participation in a democratic society.

Some questions that I'm still wondering about the Social Studies standards:

Why do the proposed rules not reflect best practices for Social Studies instruction, as supported
by numerous national organizations and teacher preparation programs?
Why are we still waiting for the Social Studies framework to be updated after all these years?

Do these Social Studies rules have any grounding or basis without established state academic
standards?
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Why is there no example of Social Studies competencies and state academic standards to
support local districts in this work like there is for other content areas?

Even though we don't assess this subject area in state standardized tests, and even though this
discipline doesn't always lend itself well to standardization, why can't we expect more of our
Social Studies instruction?

Why can't the model from Holocaust and Genocide Studies serve as an exemplar for all other
content areas for how to center teacher expertise when revising these rules?

Doesn't New Hampshire expect better of itself? Why not hold ourselves to a higher standard
rather than a lower one?

What risks are we taking as a society by sticking with the status quo of the proposed rules, as
currently written?

Please consider my testimony in this critical decision-making process, along with the testimony of
hundreds of other concerned educators and community members who are deeply invested in the
health and wellbeing of our students and our state community. Thank you for your consideration!

Sincerely,

Maggie Forrestall

Grade 5 Teacher

James Faulkner Elementary School
Stoddard, NH
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From: Kim Marie Fudge

To: Shea, Julie

Cc: Adams, Angela

Subject: Minimum Standards Overhaul
Date: Friday, April 26, 2024 3:20:13 PM

EXTERNAL: Do not open attachments or click on links unless you recognize and trust the
sender.

Good Day,

As a retired public school educator, former special needs advocate, and parent of grown
children who are graduates of a rigorous public education, I find the proposed standards
overhaul to be an assault on a foundational institution of our democracy.

One does not need to have the experience that I have had to notice the gutting of the
standards. The visual appearance due to the amount of red lines throughout the document says
it all.

Despite the visual appearance and its near foregone conclusion, I went ahead anyway and read
the document.

The proposal does away with nearly every aspect of public education, including local control
over schools, especially in the area of policy.

It eliminates the words "instructional" (for materials and curriculum), "certified" for

school personnel, has no play based learning in kindergarten (ignoring young child
development completely), eliminates facility requirements down to even having custodians,
never mind healthy and safe buildings, and essentially guts school psychologists, and
eliminates Holocaust education.

It also eliminates guided reading instruction, an essential and evidenced-based component to
any reading program. Guided reading instruction not only helps students with basic strategies
such as literal comprehension. It also provides instruction to any and all students in the various
levels of reading comprehension such as inferencing, synthesis, and evaluation.

The word "opportunity” seems to take the place of "requirement" and the document eliminates
the words "program" and "education" from many subjects.

It seems like the department is proposing Gestapo-like tactics when it says that the
"department shall appoint a qualified individual to conduct school audits to verify the
information and documentation submitted to verify that a school complies with Ed 306."

There seems to be no requirement for co-curricular programs. I cannot even imagine any
school experience without these for students.

It appears that CTE programs are being gutted in high schools. CTE education offers those
students who are not college bound specialized instruction and even experience in these
professions. I should know. One of my children has been working in the trades for nearly 14

years. His entire education was well-rounded in the academic as well as the vocational sphere.
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He can analyse any text, solve a math problem (his trade actually requires this skill), speak
intelligently about history, think critically, and lay pipe because of the rigorous standards the
state required.

It is unfortunate that the department is choosing this path for NH families. It does not bode
well for any of our citizens and a future workforce for this state. I hope you will consider my
comments and amend the proposal. We don't need minimum standards. We need maximum
standards with evidence-based instruction delivered by professional educators.

Sincerely,

Kim Fudge
Conway
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Testimony Submitted by Dr. Sydney Leggett
SAU 32 and 100
April 3, 2024

“Every kid, everywhere, and all means all.”

| imagine even if you haven’t seen the film, you’re familiar with the phrase “Everything
Everywhere All At Once.” Here, | propose a similar phrase — Every kid. Everywhere. All means
all.

Every Kid:

Even though kids often don't like rules, kids would like these — they offer the guarantee that
every kid has the same access and opportunity to make their life what they want and need it to
be. More than anyone, kids know that one size does not fit all. Offering a strong, adequate
education to EVERY KID means that student differences can be honored and appreciated while
there are common standards across the state to ensure quality.

Every kid deserves high quality standards with elements such as required program elements,
class size limits, certification standards for educators, and differentiation for all.

Everywhere:

As many across New Hampshire are already aware, funding our schools falls on the backs of
local taxpayers. Our communities and schools are victims of the zipcode lottery and budgets are
created by balancing the will and the tax burden on local taxpayers. Having just completed
another budget season in NH | can attest to how hard this is on our communities. Changes to
the 306s in terms of what is required vs what is optional will make this much worse, depending
on where you live.

In the current rules, a New Hampshire high school diploma has a fundamental consistent
meaning, that the student has achieved the same requirements for an adequate education as
every other New Hampshire school. Eliminating common adequacy for high standards puts this
in jeopardy.

As one of my colleagues recently stated, the 306s were never intended to be something you trip
over when you walk into the room. They are intended to be rigorous, meaningful, and something

NH should feel proud of.

Please be sure to only approve 306 rules that create a strong foundation EVERYWHERE.

All Means All:
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So, if the proposed rules get approved, will a NH high school diploma mean the same thing
among our state’s schools? Will it still mean the same thing in other states? To colleges and
universities? To employers? Weakening the requirements of the 306s widens the gap to access
and opportunity, putting every child’s future in jeopardy. As an educator, | want everyone to see
a NH diploma and know that it means quality.

Public schools are the great equalizer and these rules hold us to that. The proposed rules are
written to open the door to businesses to sell credit. For the record, | am completely in favor of
business partnerships, which happen all over the state at no cost through ELOs or extended
learning opportunities. In fact, the high school where most of our district students attend have
well over 300 of these business connections per year — and they are available to all, for free.

Kids are not customers. We cannot allow any family’s financial resources to dictate an
education.

Our public schools need to be the level-playing-field sanctuary that protects our future. It's
critical that all across NH we support rigorous, fair, and comprehensive education rules that
keep our state among the best in the nation. Our kids and our communities deserve nothing

less.

| believe we’ve all made a promise to NH kids, to — once again — serve every kid, everywhere,
when all means all.

| ask the State Board to hold to this promise.
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From: Marie Morgan

To: Shea, Julie

Cc: Adams, Angela

Subject: NH Minimum Standards for Public School Approval Proposed Changes
Date: Monday, April 29, 2024 10:10:28 PM

EXTERNAL: Do not open attachments or click on links unless you recognize and trust the
sender.

To the NH State Board of Education

Prior to my retirement from the NH Department of Education in 2014, I worked in the Office
of School Approval for many years. My coworker and I were responsible for recommending
the approval or conditional approval for public and nonpublic schools. Each school
administrator was required to submit health and fire reports every 3 years plus complete
checklists regarding adherence to the minimum standards (ED 306). During my last few years
in the position, I scheduled a team of specialists to visit schools in many districts and oversaw
the final report sent to the district superintendent and DOE Commissioner. I remember
visiting numerous districts including: Hollis-Brookline, Manchester, Hampton, Bartlett,
Kearsage, Keene, Hanover, and Berlin. The team met with teachers and other staff to verify
the schools were meeting the minimum requirements for approval. Each of these districts
differed in several ways from the others, but they also were very much alike as they all worked
to meet or exceed the state's minimum standards.

Recently I have read newspaper accounts of superintendents and others who are concerned
about the proposed changes to the minimum standards. I tend to agree with the concerns raised
by Reaching Higher NH, a state nonprofit which studies the state's educational issues. Their
concerns regarding the revised draft include:

1. It redefines the purpose and structure of schools;

2. It hollows out instructional requirements;

3. It removes many aspects from local authority control;

4. Some lawmaking is occurring in the Rules; and

5. Future school funding and statewide equity could be jeopardized if districts are not required
to meet a clearly defined minimum standard.

Having reviewed your biographies on the Department's website, it appears that all of you have
had positions where listening to others' feedback is absolutely critical to making key decisions
in your organizations.

I did not see in your biographies that any of you had taught in NH schools for any substantial
period of time. Perhaps this lack of experience may lead you to wonder whose opinion to

trust...the contractor or numerous superintendents who have spent their lives in public school
systems working to improve the education and training of each child placed in their care.

I certainly hope you make an educated decision regarding the proposed changes to Ed 306,
Minimum Standards for the Approval of Public Schools.

Sincerely,

Marie B. Morgan, USAF, Major, Retired
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New Hampshire School Boards Association

Barrett M. Christina, Executive Director 25 Triangle Park Drive, Suite 101
Tim Dow, President, Franklin Concord, NH 03301
Matt Pappas, First Vice President, Rochester Phone: (603) 228-2061
Holly Kennedy, Past-President www.nhsba.org

April 29, 2024
State Board of Education
New Hampshire Department of Education
25 Hall Street
Concord, NH 03301
Re: Minimum Standards for Public School Approval
Sent via e-mail
Dear Members of the State Board of Education:
Please accept this correspondence as official comments on behalf of the New
Hampshire School Boards Association relative to the proposed Ed 306 Rules — Minimum
Standards for Public School Approval. NHSBA’s testimony does not address the entirety of the

proposed draft but will rather focus on areas impacting school board governance.

School Board Policies under proposed Ed 306.04

NHSBA believes that the reorganization of the required school board policies, both in
this section and throughout the proposed changes, are assistive in helping local school boards
identify their important policy needs. The current version of the Minimum Standards has policy
requirements littered throughout. Combining them into one section is sensible.

NHSBA notes a few concerns relative to these policy requirements.

First, while some of the policy requirements are removed, much of the proposed
language seems to be writing the policy for local school boards by dictating what the policy
“shall include.” NHSBA finds much of the proposed language to be too prescriptive. While
NHSBA does not object to the Minimum Standards having broad policy requirements, we
believe that the content and wording of these policies should be left to local school boards,
recognizing that the policy needs in Manchester will be different than the policy needs in
Colebrook.
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Second, NHSBA respectfully asks the State Board to amend the proposed Minimum
Standards to delay implementation or effective dates of these amended policy requirements by
six months. To be done using appropriate processes, local school board policy development
takes a few months. Policies are often introduced by the administration to a policy committee.
The committee works on the policy then brings an initial proposal to the full school board.
Depending on the nature and content of the policy, it may be sent back to the committee for
review and amendment before the full school board formally adopts the policy.

There is precedent for this, as the 2014 version of the Minimum Standards delayed

implementation of new and revised required policies to allow school boards to implement
numerous policy changes. NHSBA asks that this practice continue.

Changes to vital words and without clear rationale or definition.

One of NHSBA'’s largest concerns with this draft is the significant change in vital terms
and phrases without a clear rationale or a clear definition of those new terms and phrases.

For example, Ed 306.08 is changed from “Instructional Resources” to “Learning
Resources” or “Learning Opportunities”. Similar changes from “instructional” to “learning” are
noticed throughout the draft. While there is some reasoned support for language change in
RSA 193-E, Adequate Public Education, it marks as a sharp contrast to what public schools do.
Public schools, through a system of highly qualified, licensed educators, instruct children.
However, the definition of “Learning opportunities” in proposed Ed 306.02(r) focuses less on
classroom instruction and more so on instruction via other means.

Another example of significant language changes come in the form of changing
“courses” and “classes” to “facilitating learning”. Similarly, the phrase “teaching” currently
appears 10 times in the current version of Ed 306, whereas the draft all but eliminates that
word.

Further, current Ed 306.21 speaks to “Alternative Programs” and defines these
programs as “the regular delivery of the majority of a student’s instruction through classroom
or other methods designed to address the needs of individual students or particular groups of
students that might be different from the methods of instruction used by the standard schools
of the district.”

This definition implies that “alternative programs” are just that — alternatives to regular
school programs. However, the proposed draft of the Minimum Standards inserts replaces
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“program” with “course of study”. NHSBA believes a program and a course of study are
distinct and different. Further, NHSBA also believes that this proposed language changes the
original and primary intent of “alternative programs”.

NHSBA respectfully asks the state board to clarify why these significant changes to the
above-referenced language are being made.

Impact of the proposed rules on local credit-earning requirements.

NHSBA continues to have concerns with proposed requirements that diminish local
graduation standards, especially those that are replaced by standards developed by non-
educators who may or may not align certain competencies with competencies developed by
local school districts.

For example, the draft eliminates the requirement that local school boards have a policy
on how credit is earned and how credit is used to track achievement of graduation
competencies. Rather, the revised section states that school districts must award credit to
students regardless of the student’s enrollment status. NHSBA questions whether local school
boards will be issuing credit and diplomas to students who are not enrolled in the district.

Also, though not specifically related to the earning of credit, the proposed rules
eliminate wording from the definition of “educator” that the educator be certified by the state
board pursuant to RSA 189:39.

To be clear, NHSBA supports students learning outside of the classroom through
experiential learning via extended learning opportunities, independent study, performing
groups, internships, and the like, which are approved by the local school board. One key
difference between the current extended learning opportunity and experiential structures and
the proposed rule is that local school districts establish their own local standards, overseen by
credentialed educators, because it is the local school board that is issuing the diploma.

Related, NHSBA has concerns over the removal of “mastery” as it relates to local
competencies leading toward high school graduation. As the current rule states, mastery
means “means a high level of demonstrated proficiency with regard to a competency.” The
proposed rule turns this on its head by defining “proficiency” as the “minimum student
performance required.”
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Last, proposed rule 306.21(j) (Page 31 of the February 2024 draft) states “Credits shall
be awarded for achievement of competencies.” This proposal removes reference to “district
and or graduation” competencies and also removes language relative to the “level of rigor and
achievement necessary to master competencies.”

Again, NHSBA asks the state board to publicly state its rationale for these significant
changes.

How will these changes impact state and local funding?

In February 2008, a Joint Legislative Oversight Committee on Costing an Adequate
Education issued a report and findings of how to define, cost and fund the opportunity for an
adequate public education. In various places in that report, the Committee referenced the
Minimum Standards to determine required state adequacy funding. The report referenced
maximum class sizes, required elements of an adequate education (including art, music, health,
and physical education), certified teacher salaries, certified principal-to-student ratios,
technology, professional development costs for teacher, facilities and maintenance, and a host
of other necessities needed to operate a public school consistent with both state statute,
Department of Education regulations, and the mandates of the Claremont decisions.

Essentially, the Minimum Standards have long been a key component to determining
state funding. NHSBA has concerns that various aspects of the proposed rules may negatively
impact adequate education funding.

For example, the draft Minimum Standards eliminates class size maximums. The draft
eliminates various sections that speak to or otherwise require certified educators.

Also, the proposed rules state that “The school district shall provide, when necessary, all
equipment, software, internet connectivity necessary to participate in remote learning or
alternative courses of study or learning opportunities that are to be counted toward the
courses required...” (Page 33). This provision gives NHSBA significant cause for concern,
especially as it relates to Alternative Course of Study in proposed Ed 306.17 (Page 19).

Does this mean that the local school district will be required to pay for a student’s Learn
Everywhere program, if that program is being used to earn credit for one of the required
courses? Does this mean that a school district will have to pay for a student’s computer and
internet if the student is enrolled in a VLACS class to earn credit for one of the required
courses? NHSBA believes the state board should reconsider this particular provision.
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Impacts of pending legislation.

As the state board is likely aware, there are currently multiple bills pending before the New
Hampshire Legislature that directly impact adequate education and the minimum standards.
Those bills are:

e SB 378: relative to the performance-based school accountability system task force.

e HB 468: establishing a commission to recodify the education laws and making an
appropriation therefor.

e HB 1107: relative to public school curriculum frameworks.

e HB 1163: relative to review of public school minimum standards by the legislative
oversight commission.

e HB 1160: relative to school assessments of statewide academic areas.

e HB 274: relative to the administrative rulemaking process.

e SB 266: relative to administration of school assessment and accountability programs by
the department of education.

NHSBA suggests that it may be prudent for the state board to wait until this legislative
session ends before it adopts revised Minimum Standards, lest these bills have a significant
impact on RSA 193-E and other statutes that relate to school assessment and accountability.
NHSBA recognizes and understands that the state board is under statutory requirements in
terms of timing, delaying implementation, and the like. However, to the extent possible,
NHSBA believes waiting until the current legislative session ends before adopting new rules
would be prudent.

Last, NHSBA knows full well the time and effort spent in working through these rules. We
are appreciative of members of the initial task force for sharing their invaluable knowledge and
expertise, as well as Department staff who worked on this undertaking. It is NHSBA’s earnest
hope that the state board will give due consideration to all the public comments it receives
during this process and make changes consistent with those comments.

Thank you for your consideration.

Respectfully,

Gnuat . Clt™

Barrett M. Christina
Executive Director

DOE47_005



DOE48_001



DOE48_002



DOE48_003



DOE49 001



DOE49_002



April 2, 2024
Dear State Board of Education,

| would like to offer this public testimony to the hearing on April 4™ at 1pm for revision of the Ed 306.01-
Ed 306.25 Minimum Standards for Public School Approval. Please include this in the records, and
present this as public testimony as part of the hearing.

| feel that the definition of Rigor needs to remain the language from the original ED 306 rules. Rigor,
which means the depth with which students are expected to demonstrate, communicate, and apply
knowledge and skills aligned to competencies, is essentially a level of understanding in Bloom’s
Taxonomy which allows one to utilize knowledge in a variety of scenarios outside of the environment or
situation in which it is being learned. This should be the level of which we strive to teach our next
generation.

As the workgroup articulated in their proposed definition for “Achievement of Competencies,” and as is
in keeping with how the state monitors School Districts, it feels most appropriate that there should be a
requirement for a defensible body of learning evidence to demonstrate competencies; without this, it
could just be a nod and a handshake, which is meaningless and unprovable, not defendable, not
auditable. | also agree with the Workgroup’s inclusion of the language “at a proficient level associated
with local articulated curriculum for a course of study;” if local School Districts are awarding credit, then
the credits being awarded must be due to a student’s achievement of competencies at a level of rigor
that is expected at their local level, for their local School District, regardless of where the competency
was learned, regardless of where the defensible body of learning evidence was acquired or collected.
Local established curriculum expectations are what needs to be met in order to earn a public school
diploma.

The proposed NHED version of the definition for Competencies is weak and vague. | feel that either the
definition that currently exists, or the definition written by the Workgroup, are both of higher quality
and clarity, and that the NHED version is ineffectual.

The current rules definition for Credit includes the word “demonstrated,” whereas the proposed version
does not. Going back to the “Achievement of Competencies” definition, | feel strongly that any
definition of Credits should also include language related to demonstrated achievement, or defensible
body of learning evidence.

The definition of Work Study Practices | feel should be the version proposed by the Workgroup. This
definition should be explicit, and not only reference an RSA outside of these rules with minor supporting
language.

ED 306.4 (13); ED 306.4 (14) [Revised in the NHED version as ED 306.4(12); ED 306.4 (13)] | feel that the
Workgroup language should be used here. The NHED version supports providing alternative means to
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earn credit, whereas the Workgroup identifies it as alternative means of demonstrating achievement of
competencies towards the awarding of credit; the Workgroup’s language is more explicit, appropriate,
and in tune with what happens in real life.

| feel that the terms VLACS and Learn Everywhere programs should be removed from ED 306.4
(20)(d)(4); these are specific programs, which should not be explicitly identified in a general state rule.

Graduation competencies for the base expectation of all NH citizens should exist within this ruleset.
Please do not eliminate ED 306.4 (25); this rule is what guides the expected core curriculum that every
NH community member is exposed to. It will cheapen our society if we remove this explicit baseline of
knowledge every NH citizen is expected to have, which includes math, science, reading, history, arts
education, personal finance, digital literacy, and health/ physical education.

| do not agree that the language within the current rules ED 306.15 [in the NHED proposED 306.12 rules
should have language which changes certified to licensed. We are required by law to be certified by the
state of NH, not licensed by any other agency. It needs to stay that way; the state needs to maintain this
expectation, that NH educators are certified by the DOE.

| believe that this language is missing under ED 306.4, and feel that it should exist somewhere within
this policy section, “An organized plan for recording student progress in meeting district and graduation
competencies.”

I’d like to advocate for no change to the original rules regarding class sizes, ED 306.18 [in the NHED
proposed draft, ED 306.15]. The proposed draft does not have explicit student body sizes, which exists
to enforce a safe amount of students within one class. With rising behaviors and student need,
increasing class sizes past the pre-established numbers is unsafe.
Please reinstate this language;

ED 306.17 Class Size.

(a) Class size for instructional purposes, in each school shall be:

(1) Kindergarten — grade 2, 25 students or fewer per educator, provided that each school
shall strive to achieve the class size of 20 students or fewer per educator;

(2) Grades 3 — 5, 30 students or fewer per educator, provided that each school shall strive to
achieve the class size of 25 students or fewer per educator, and

(3) Middle and senior high school, 30 students or fewer per educator.

(b) These class size requirements may be exceeded for study halls, band and chorus, and other
types of large group instruction, including but not limited to, lectures, combined group instruction, and
showing of educational television and films.

(c) In the interest of safety, the maximum number of students in laboratory classes in such areas as
science and career and technical education shall be determined by the number of work stations and the
size and design of the area. In no case shall the number of students in laboratory classes exceed 24.
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| do not agree to deleting ED 306.19 School Calendar. Each school should be required to maintain a
school calendar; | feel that this is best practice.

ED 306.21 Alternative Programs; | endorse the Workgroup’s language for this section. Converting ED
306.21 Alternative Programs to ED 306.17 Alternative Course of Study is not equal, and creates
challenging technical inequities. Alternative Programs, as | believe is intended through the original ED
306 rules, is in regards to educational programs that are approved by the NH DOE. Courses of Study are
not approved by the NH DOE, and applying the same ruleset to something that is not monitored by the
DOE is not appropriate.

ED 306.24 Assessment should absolutely not be removed as a part of this ruleset. Again, going back to
requiring a defensible body of learning evidence, some form of assessment must take place. Again, if we
are required to produce the burden of proof when engaged in state audits, then we must require that
our education systems have concrete proof that competencies are being met for awarded credit. This in
no way should be stricken from the ED 306 rules.

Thank you,

Beth Page
Andover, NH
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From: Sean Parr - Ward 2

To: Kate.).Cassady@affiliate.doe.nh.gov; Lane, Ann; Philip.].Nazzaro@affiliate.doe.nh.gov; Cline, Andrew;
Ryan.A.Terrell@affiliate.doe.nh.gov; Sala, Richard; James.M.Fricchione@affiliate.doe.nh.gov

Cc: Adams, Angela; Edelblut, Louis (Frank); Brennan, Christine; Shea, Julie

Subject: Manchester"s Ed306 concerns

Date: Friday, March 29, 2024 12:47:34 PM

Attachments: BOSC 306 letter followup March 2024 signed.pdf

EXTERNAL: Do not open attachments or click on links unless you recognize and trust the
sender.

Dear Members of the State Board of Education,

I am writing on behalf of the Manchester School Board, which has authorized me to communicate our opposition
to the proposed revisions to the Ed 306 Minimum Standards that were accepted in draft form on February 15, 2024.
| have pasted below a letter outlining our concerns as this process moves forward. The signed letter is also attached-
-it was approved at our March full Board meeting.

Thank you very much for your consideration,

Sean M. Parr, PhD
Manchester Board of School Committee, Ward 2

Chair, Education Legislation Committee

Re: Proposed changes to Ed 306 minimum standards

To the State Board of Education:

We, the Manchester Board of School Committee, are opposed to the recently accepted draft of updated minimum
standards, from February 15, 2024. We are grateful to Fred Bramante for meeting with us to present proposed
changes. Nevertheless, after reviewing the latest draft of Ed 306 revisions we continue to have significant concerns,
in terms of both process and substance:

PROCESS CONCERNS
1) Ignoring Community feedback: Fred Bramante led many listening sessions across NH and the
feedback from these sessions—including those in Manchester—clearly articulated many concerns with the
proposed revisions. Unfortunately, the current draft has not satisfied these concerns. By initiating a
process to include these forums and then ignoring the feedback, the State Board of Education has negated
the openness and effectiveness of the process.
2) Lack of transparency: A group of education leaders worked with Mr. Bramante on revising the
standards in a way that did honor the community feedback. This January 22 draft had broad support, but it
has neither been released, nor has its content been used as the basis for the current draft of 306 revisions.

CONTENT CONCERNS
1) Class size maximums: The class size requirements for K-12 have been removed—we feel that these
caps on class size are essential for our students.
2) Maintain local authority: Current draft removes references to local competencies, local graduation
requirements, and local assessments. Minimum standards need to ensure that Districts are the final
arbiters of the role of educators, graduation requirements, and the assessment of competencies.
3) Arts and PE elementary education: The requirements for elementary schools to have certified art,
music, and physical education teachers have been removed. We feel these subjects are essential for all NH
students and that the requirements should be re-instated.
4) Differentiated Instruction: The requirements for differentiated student support have been removed.
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We feel these requirements are essential to ensure that direct instruction holds pride of place throughout
the standards as it is a key driver in building personalized systems for learning.

5) Competency terminology: The language surrounding competencies has been weakened. We
recommend strengthening the language, especially around direct instruction (instead of the revised
“learning opportunities”).

As the largest district in the state, we felt compelled to voice these concerns, and we feel they must be addressed
before final approval. We look forward to seeing an update that benefits all New Hampshire students. Thank you for
your consideration.

Sincerely,

Jay Ruais, Chair, Mayor of Manchester

James O’Connell, Vice Chair, Committee Member, At-Large
Peter Argeropoulos, Committee Member, At-Large

Julie Turner, Committee Member, Ward 1

Sean Parr, Committee Member, Ward 2 Karen Soule, Committee Member,
Ward 3
Leslie Want, Committee Member, Ward 4 Jason Bonilla, Committee

Member, Ward 5
Dan Bergeron, Committee Member, Ward 6
Chris Potter, Committee Member, Ward 7

Jessica Spillers, Committee Member, Ward 8 Robert Baines, Committee
Member, Ward 9

Joy Senecal,Committee Member, Ward 10 Elizabeth O’Neil, Committee
Member, Ward 11 Carlos Gonzalez, Committee Member, Ward 12
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From: Susanne Peace

To: Shea, Julie
Subject: 306 Rules
Date: Monday, April 29, 2024 8:54:57 PM

EXTERNAL: Do not open attachments or click on links unless you recognize and trust the
sender.

Hello,

| want to add my concerns and voice my objections to changes in the 306 rules. | am
a parent of two children who attended public school in New Hampshire and a big
supporter of public schools. | believe that we need to do everything we can to
maintain and strengthen the education provided to all of our children in the State.

| have not read any research based evidence that demonstrates that the proposed
changes will lead to better outcomes for all of our children. Without evidence, the
proposed changes dilute our educational standards and aim to eliminate limits on
class size rather than ensure equity and high and clear expectations for outcomes.

Our public schools need to be the pride of every community and we owe it to our
children to provide an education that prepares them to be informed and educated
citizens.

As a parent, | am following these proposed rule changes and | don't like the direction
that these changes are taking. | am wary of

the transfer educational decisions from local elected school boards to the appointed
members of the New Hampshire School Board.

Please count this letter as my opposition to the proposed changes to the 306 rules.

Susanne Peace, Dunbarton
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From: MaryEllen Reinsel

To: Adams, Angela
Subject: Testimony for April 3, 2024 public hearing related to 306 Rules
Date: Monday, April 1, 2024 9:16:28 PM

EXTERNAL: Do not open attachments or click on links unless you recognize and trust the
sender.

To the New Hampshire Department of Education;
Attention: Angela Adams

Dear Ms. Adams,

Please include these comments as written testimony submitted for the April 3, 2024 public
hearing.

| am a tax-paying resident of Enfield, New Hampshire, and | have been an educator in a
New Hampshire public school for fourteen years. | have grave concerns about the
NHDOE’s proposed revisions to the 306 Rules.

Specifically, it concerns me that some of the proposed revisions could reduce equitable
access to public education in general and content-area instruction in particular by changing
language in the Rules from “shall” to “may,” effectively transferring the responsibility for
determining many aspects of public education from the State to the local school board. This
also would mean that funding for various aspects of public education would become the
responsibility of the local community. This could reduce the State’s obligation to fund
aspects of public education and, in turn, could have a significant impact on local property
taxes if local school boards decide to maintain their high-quality public schools as they
currently exist.

Language related to maximum class sizes has been replaced with language that leaves the
“establishment of student-educator ratios” to the local school board. This could mean that in
an effort to reduce the punishing financial impact of school budgets on the local taxpayer,
class sizes could increase dramatically. A great deal of research shows that smaller class
sizes and quality teachers have a significant impact on student achievement.

Furthermore, at a time when the mental health of students is an area of nationwide
concern, the proposed revisions to the 306 Rules outline major changes and deletions
related to the provision of comprehensive school psychological services.

Language related to teacher certification has been replaced with language specifying
teacher licensure. What does this mean? In addition, the definitions of instructional time
and remote learning have been changed.
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When compared with other states, New Hampshire has a very strong national ranking for
the quality of its public education. These proposed revisions to the 306 Rules threaten to
eviscerate public education in New Hampshire. | strongly encourage you to maintain the
306 Rules as they currently exist, until a more comprehensive review process, one that
effectively incorporates the voices and expertise of experienced educators, can be
undertaken.

Respectfully submitted,

MaryEllen Reinsel
Enfield, New Hampshire
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From: Mary Shepardson

To: Adams, Angela
Subject: Public Hearing Comments and Concerns
Date: Monday, April 1, 2024 12:02:50 AM

EXTERNAL: Do not open attachments or click on links unless you recognize and trust the
sender.

In anticipation of the public hearing being held on April 3, 2024 to change the intent of
the 306 standards, | would like to voice my objections to the potential changes.

The points that | feel are problematic are:

1. 306 Standards: removal of foundational curriculum and content in place for
instruction. | feel setting minimal standards, or making standards and curriculum
optional to each school or district does not set the tone or expectations of rigor for all
students, and may lessen their readiness and success in secondary educational
pursuits or preparation to join the workforce.

2. The lessening of standards 306 foundation also changes the equality of education
for students across the state. The playing field will no longer be level for all students
in the state with the possibility of access less for some districts and more for others.
This could possibly limit opportunities for some students in some districts. | feel we
owe best practices to each child in our state.

3. While it is challenging to fill all teaching positions in our state currently, giving
districts the opportunity to hire noncertified, educated professionals to teach in our
classrooms is unfair to student success. Rather, we should be looking at incentives,
training opportunities and collaboration to build the instruction leading to certification
to individuals interested in becoming educators. Make the certification held in high
esteem and provide incentives and opportunities to achieve it, whether it be through
mentoring, online training while working in the classroom or coteaching scenarios.

Thank you for taking the time to read this and give some weight to the concerns.
Mary Shepardson, MEd.

Retired special educator

Monadnock Regional School District
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From: Tia Winter

To: Shea, Julie; Adams, Angela; Lilian Maughan; Mary Edes; John D"Entremont
Subject: Public Comment of Lebanon School Board
Date: Wednesday, April 3, 2024 9:29:19 AM

EXTERNAL: Do not open attachments or click on links unless you recognize and trust the
sender.

Hello Julie and Angela,

Due to the storm, members of the Lebanon School Board will not be able to attend today's
hearing in-person. We are providing you with our public comment regarding the topic of
today's meeting to submit electronically.

LSB Public Comment re: 306 Minimum Standards Draft

Thank you for your time with this.

Tia Winter
she/her/hers
School Board Member

The Right-To-Know Law provides that most e-mail communications, to or from Lebanon School District employees regarding the
business of the School District, are government records available to the public upon request. Therefore, this e-mail communication may
be subject to public disclosure. This e-mail is intended solely for the person or entity to which it is addressed and may contain
confidential and/or privileged information. Any review, dissemination, copying, printing, or other use of this e-mail by persons or entities
other than the addressee is strictly prohibited. If you receive this e-mail in error, please notify the sender immediately and delete the
material from any computer.

The Right-To-Know Law provides that most e-mail communications, to or from Lebanon School District employees regarding the
business of the School District, are government records available to the public upon request. Therefore, this e-mail communication may
be subject to public disclosure. This e-mail is intended solely for the person or entity to which it is addressed and may contain
confidential and/or privileged information. Any review, dissemination, copying, printing, or other use of this e-mail by persons or entities
other than the addressee is strictly prohibited. If you receive this e-mail in error, please notify the sender immediately and delete the
material from any computer.
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Wednesday, March 20, 2024

To the New Hampshire State Board of Education:

We, the Lebanon School Board, are opposed to the latest proposed revisions to the Ed 306 minimum standards,
made public on February 15, 2024. We continue to have significant concerns with both the process and
substance of the draft as currently proposed.

In regards to our concerns over the process, the LSB is dismayed by both the lack of transparency and
incorporation of community feedback. The LSB recognizes and appreciates the many listening sessions led by
Fred Bramante that have been held throughout the state of New Hampshire. We are also appreciative of the
numerous and thoughtful educator feedback/input sessions led by Christine Downing. Unfortunately, the current
draft does not include satisfactory response to the legitimate and detailed concerns and feedback provided by
these statewide sessions. Furthermore, the LSB is curious why the January 22nd revisions, which had more
broad community support and arose out of the listening sessions, have not yet been released to the public.

The LSB would like to take this opportunity to outline our largest concerns over the content of the current
proposed draft:

1. The LSB notes with apprehension that in the current draft, career and technical education and digital
literacy education continue to be mandated (eg “An approved CTE program shall include”) while the
component parts or program elements of all other subjects have been made optional (eg “English
Language Arts and Reading Curriculum...which may include”). Because these changes in language are
clearly selective, the LSB has concerns that these changes weaken the definition of all other academic
and elective subjects. We note that these changes will dilute all content areas outside career and
technical education and digital literacy, thereby diluting what constitutes an adequate education in the
state of New Hampshire.

2. We also strongly protest the potential negative impact on local taxpayers if the state does not identify and
mandate rigorous minimum educational standards which include all the program elements previously
included in the minimum standards.

3. We are concerned that the requirements for elementary schools to offer certified art, music, and physical
education have been removed.

4. We question the wisdom of removing all references to “certified” educators, which we worry will open the
door for less-qualified teachers in New Hampshire classrooms.

5. We worry that the removal of class size maximums potentially puts undue stress on New Hampshire
certified educators and contradicts years of research about the benefits of smaller class sizes.

6. We have strong misgivings about the removal of the word “local” with reference to school board control
throughout the proposed revisions, which potentially puts local education decision-making in New
Hampshire at risk. As proposed, the current draft removes references to local competencies, local
graduation requirements, and local assessments, all hallmarks of locally-directed education in the state.

7. We object to the removal of the word “equity” throughout the proposed revisions. This change removes
protections to ensure fairness for all students regardless of race, gender, or other protected class.

8. We further object to the removal of requirements for differentiated student support. This contradicts with
the state’s movement toward competency-based learning. Differentiated student support provides
students more ownership and autonomy of their learning while connecting to their personal interests and
passions, enhances local control of education, and makes assessments more meaningful due to its
ongoing and formative nature.
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The Lebanon School Board wants to thank the New Hampshire State Board of Education for taking the time to
consider our concerns and insights. We hope to see an updated draft that includes community support and the
educator feedback that has been provided around the state of New Hampshire. We believe doing so will
ultimately pave a pathway to minimum educational standards that benefit all New Hampshire students.
Sincerely,

The Lebanon School Board
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From: L Beelle

To: Adams, Angela
Subject: Keep 306 Standards High
Date: Monday, April 1, 2024 11:12:19 AM

EXTERNAL: Do not open attachments or click on links unless you recognize and trust the

sender.

Ms Adams, please pass on to the board that NH must keep the 306 Standards high and NOT
lower them. It's best for all students!

Thank you, Lisa

Lisa Beelle
Concord NH
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From: Pammy D.

To: Adams, Angela
Subject: Protect NH Education Standards
Date: Monday, April 1, 2024 6:44:02 PM

EXTERNAL: Do not open attachments or click on links unless you recognize and trust the

sender.

Dear State Board of Education.

I am writing to express my strong concerns regarding the potential amendment and reduction
of NH 306 standards for public education. As a concerned citizen, I urge the State Board of
Education to prioritize and protect these standards for the betterment of our education system
in New Hampshire.

It is crucial that we maintain high standards in public education to ensure that our students
receive the quality education they deserve. Any efforts to diminish these standards would have
a detrimental impact on the future of our students and the overall education system in our state
as well as diminishing property values while grossly increasing the property taxes in some
communities.

I implore you to take action to safeguard NH 306 Standards and prevent any reduction of these
essential benchmarks. Our students' success and the integrity of our education system depend
on it.

Thank you for your attention to this urgent matter. I trust that you will do everything in your
power to uphold and protect our public education standards.

Sincerely,
Pam Boyer
Goffstown, NH
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From: Angela Broscoe

To: Adams, Angela
Subject: Rule 306
Date: Monday, April 1, 2024 2:50:58 PM

EXTERNAL: Do not open attachments or click on links unless you recognize and trust the
sender.

I am in favor of keeping Rule 306. Changes that would lower the Adequate standards and the
value of the education our children now receive should not be considered. Education is the
right of each and every New Hampshire student., and should not depend on where that student
lives.

Angela Broscoe
Paraprofessional
Profile School

691 Profile Road
Bethlehem, NH 03574
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From: Dean Cascadden

To: Adams, Angela

Subject: My Testimony for the 306 rules
Date: Tuesday, April 2, 2024 11:28:42 AM
Attachments: 603 testimony.pdf

EXTERNAL: Do not open attachments or click on links unless you recognize and trust the

sender.

Hi Angela,

Here is my written testimony for the hearing tomorrow. I hope to speak alaso.
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Testimony for ED 603 Rules hearing

Dean S.T. Cascadden, Meredith NH

I am a lifelong NH resident and | love NH Public Education.

| graduated from Littleton High School in 1979, attended Dartmouth College and began a career
in the Upper Valley in both private and public schools. | have experienced high end private
education, frugal Faith based schools and local public schools in the North Country, the Lakes
Region, the Upper Valley and the Capital Region. NH public schools are locally controlled and
locally funded mostly by property tax leading to wide variation in educational opportunity.

In my experience the local public school is the hub for our communities. We cheer on our
children in sports and activities, we gather at them when tragedy strikes, and we rely on them to
transmit our cultural values and educate the future generations of citizens.

When the government funds a public good, like education, it is imperative that it is distributed
equitably and without discrimination. In theory, public Schools are committed to equitable
access to an adequate education for all students everywhere. In my experience, NH public
schools have worked towards that ideal.

Property valuation is unevenly distributed, and it is fundamentally an inequitable way to fairly
fund a common good. This has been known and litigated in NH since 1993 when the original
Claremont decision mandated the legislature to define an adequate education, cost it out and
then to fund it in an equitable way across communities in NH. That has never happened and
the present day Rand and Conval Lawsuits attest to this continued failure.

The legislature makes laws known as RSAs and the state school board promulgates rules
known as ED’s. The practical basis of defining and costing an adequate education is a set of
educational rules known as the ED 306’s. Rules should support and implement Laws, not
legislate on their own. Presently the courts have ruled the amount of money the state of NH
provides per student is inadequate, but the 306 rules were used to attempt to bring equity to an
inherently unfair system. Students in rich towns have abundance of opportunities, while
students in poor towns struggle to have basic educational needs met. However, there was
always the “minimum standards” that could be referenced to ensure a base level of services and
opportunities for all regardless of zip code.

The present inadequate and inequitable funding splits communities and municipalities often
have controversy surrounding hard decisions pitting town services like fire and police against
supporting schools. Other communities have adopted SB 2 and default budgets that further
starve services. | have worked in a variety of places with traditional town meetings and with
deliberative sessions. | have worked in Cooperative SAUs where poor and rich towns fight over
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funding and what is fair, tinkering with formulas involving per pupil ADM vs property valuation
involving Equalized Valuation.

The system is broken.

The State Board of Education in the last few years has responded to these issues by bypassing
localities and sending money directly to individual consumers via the vouchers called EFAs and
other programs. The state board has spent much of its time promoting charter schools and
other options for school choice, but has not addressed the fundamental issues of equity for
public schooling. The revision of the 306 rules has not been transparent and has focused on
issues such as competencies that are not critical to the core issues of equitable funding.

| am retiring and | am tired. This cost avoidance dance has been going on too long.

| am tired of fighting culture wars about library books, and Divisive Concepts. | am tired of
fighting discrimination against women, against non-white citizens, against those who are
non-conforming to identity and orientation norms. | am tired of fighting for fair and equitable
resources for all our students. | have worked hard to ensure equitable treatment and access for
all and leading schools that do not discriminate on the basis of sex, gender, orientation,
disability, national origin, ethnicity or economic status.

| have tried to speak my truth to power in legislative and board hearings. The NH | grew up in
was “Live Free or Die,” we respected Liberty and others freedom to be, think and act. We came
together, despite our differences, and collaborated to solve problems. | now see partisan
politics and extreme individualism dominating our discussions. It is often us against them and
win at all costs. However, it seems our students are the losers.

For me, education is not a private commaodity, but rather a public good. | believe that Public
Education is the economic driver of our prosperity. We celebrate and support ALL who are in
our community and we distribute our resources equally so that each student has an equitable
opportunity for an adequate education. No student should be marginalized because each has
value to contribute to our future.

The Ed 306 rules will not solve our inequitable funding issues, but the present drafts have the
potential for making it worse. | urge the board to listen to the feedback provided by educators
and citizens, and not destroy or weaken the Minimum Standards that have been critical to our
communities in providing an equitable and adequate education.

I love NH public Education, but | fear for its future. We have always had exceptional, locally
controlled public schools accountable to their citizens, but that can be lost when our state
government tries to mandate programs and content instead of ensuring adequacy of opportunity
for all. The ED 306 rules should flesh out how local communities can provide the opportunity for
an adequate and equitable education for all students.

DOE70_003



From: kate coon

To: Adams, Angela
Subject: Proposed changes to standards
Date: Monday, April 1, 2024 9:49:49 PM

EXTERNAL: Do not open attachments or click on links unless you recognize and trust the

sender.

Dear members of the State Board of Education,

I have been a teacher and educational administrator for more than 40 years, in both public and
private schools; a New Hampshire resident for the last ten. I have two beloved grandchildren
in New Hampshire's public elementary schools, and I am very involved in my town.

The changes that you are about to consider are extremely misguided and, I think, dangerous to
this state. You are weakening the foundation of what should be rigorous, clear, bedrock
responsibilities of a universal education system. Not to be cynical, but it seems to "enable" the
systematic undercutting of the financial stability of our schools. Pushing vouchers ( proving to
be quite the budget buster!, contesting true adequacy funding, slowly (or for some towns, not
slowly at all) starving state aid to property-tax-hurting towns, and now watering down the
standards in place to provide a strong baseline of expectation is unacceptable.

I urge you not to go down that road.

Kate Coon
Peterbrough, NH
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April 1st, 2024

New Hampshire State Board of Education
25 Hall Street
Concord, NH 03301

To the State Board of Education:

I am writing to express concern regarding the current draft of revisions to the minimum standards for
public education in New Hampshire. I urge the State Board of Education to direct that further revisions be
undertaken and that these revisions incorporate the feedback from communities, families, and educators
around the state.

In brief, my concerns include:

Process Concerns: The current draft does not address the concerns expressed by educators, families, and
communities in recent weeks. Feedback from “listening sessions™ and educator forums has not been
reflected in the revisions thus far. Drafts developed in conjunction with educators in January have not
been brought forth publicly for consideration. The latest version of the proposed revisions was released
publicly just today, April 1st, providing inadequate time for educators and communities to review and
respond in advance of the Board’s meeting on April 3rd.

Content Concerns: Many educators, school boards, community members, and professional organizations
in the state have already enumerated concerns regarding content shifts. I share these concerns, in
particular regarding the lowering of rigor in the program requirements for most content areas, the
elimination of several requirements in elementary schools, the removal of requirements for certified
teachers, and the erosion of local authority. These shifts lower the standards for schools, teachers, and
students.

At a minimum, significant shifts such as these should be presented transparently with an accompanying
evidence-based rationale, so that families, communities, and educators can understand why significant
changes are being undertaken and have the opportunity to see the peer-reviewed research that informed
the shifts. No such research- and evidence-based rationale has been provided to explain these concerning
content changes.

Again, [ urge the Board to direct that further revisions take place before approval of the draft of the Ed
306 standards. We share a common goal to ensure that all New Hampshire students receive an excellent
education that will equip them for the future. Thank you for taking the time to consider these concerns.

Kajen DuBois
District Director of Equity, Curriculum, Instruction, and Assessment

Lebanon School District (SAU #88)
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From: Kim Frye

To: Shea, Julie
Subject: 306 Rules
Date: Monday, April 29, 2024 8:43:44 PM

EXTERNAL: Do not open attachments or click on links unless you recognize and trust the
sender.

Hi Julie,

| am writing in regards to the proposed changes to the 306 Rules. These changes will water
down educational requirements, threaten the NEASC accreditation of the public schools,
and cause further inequities in the education system beyond what already exists.

Furthermore, with the change in requirements, it seems likely that there will be reduced
funding from the state to the public schools. If maximum class sizes are no longer required,
and if specific coursework is no longer required, then it is likely that the state will no longer
consider these as part of the adequate education that the state constitution mandates. This
will impact the base adequacy rate and in turn the amount of money schools receive from
the state.

Finally, during this revision process, teachers were largely left out of the process. As one of
the key stakeholders, it is unjustifiable that the 306 Rules should be changed without any
input from them.

| am against the proposed changes to the 306 Rules.
Thanks,
Kim Frye
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From: Maria Gendron

To: Adams, Angela
Subject: 306 standards
Date: Tuesday, April 2, 2024 10:38:35 AM

EXTERNAL: Do not open attachments or click on links unless you recognize and trust the
sender.

Hello Angela,
Thank you for working on behalf of our NH schools!

I am very concerned about the move to change the 306 standards for NH students. As a
taxpayer in my town and as an educator, we need to continue high standards so that students
will have access to quality education by certified teachers, preparing them for their futures!

Lowering the expectations will lower our students chances of getting into college or being
prepared for a variety of job opportunities.

It is already difficult to find enough certified teachers to fill the openings left by retiring
teachers and teachers who are leaving the profession due to the rise in dangerous behaviors

demonstrated regularly by students. Lowering standards will lower the qualify of education.

Instead, the DOE should be looking at what can be done to curb the outrageous behaviors

being displayed in schools and the lack of consequences that teachers could impose. Our

hands have been tied and the behaviors keep increasing. Provide the resources we need to
provide for all students!

Thank you very much,

Maria Gendron

Bennington, NH
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From: Emily Ginsberg

To: Adams, Angela
Subject: Re NH 306
Date: Tuesday, April 2, 2024 11:12:01 AM

EXTERNAL: Do not open attachments or click on links unless you recognize and trust the sender.

Dear State Board of Education.

I am writing to express my strong concerns regarding the potential amendment and reduction of NH 306 standards
for public education. As a concerned citizen and former teacher, I urge the State Board of Education to prioritize and
protect these standards for the betterment of our education system in New Hampshire.

It is crucial that we maintain high standards in public education to ensure that our students receive the quality
education they deserve. Any efforts to diminish these standards would have a detrimental impact on the future of our
students and the overall education system in our state as well as diminishing property values while grossly
increasing the property taxes in some communities.

I implore you to take action to safeguard NH 306 Standards and prevent any reduction of these essential
benchmarks. Our students' success and the integrity of our education system depend on it.

Thank you for your attention to this urgent matter. I trust that you will do everything in your power to uphold and
protect our public education standards.

Sincerely,
Emily LaVoy, M.Ed
Goffstown, NH

Sent from my iPhone
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From: Isabelle

To: Adams, Angela
Subject: 306 rules
Date: Saturday, March 30, 2024 8:09:28 PM

EXTERNAL: Do not open attachments or click on links unless you recognize and trust the

sender.

Dear Ms. Adams,
Please note that I am against the changes currently being considered to the current 306 Rules.

Sincerely,
Isabelle Grenier
Bedford, NH Resident
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From: Hinesley. Michael

To: Adams, Angela
Subject: Ed 306 Hearing
Date: Monday, April 1, 2024 10:56:05 AM

EXTERNAL: Do not open attachments or click on links unless you recognize and trust the
sender.

Please do NOT move forward with any changes that would lower the expectations of NH
students. Please do NOT move forward with any changes that would reduce the
qualifications of instructors. Please do NOT allow the use of private companies' curriculum

such as Prager.
Thank you

Michael Hinesley

Digital Learning Specialist
Chesterfield School, Chesterfield, NH

Prepare the child for the path,

not the path for the child.

Environmental awareness message
Please do not print this email unless you have to

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: ) o )
This_message is intended only for the designated reC|B!ent(s). It may contain_
confidential or proprietary information and may be subject to the attorney-client
privilege or other_confldentlalltx protections. If the reader of this message is not
the_intended recipient, or an_authorized employee or agent of the intended }
reC|R!ent, you_are_hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution_or copying
of this communication is_strictly prohibited and may_subject you to civil action
and/or criminal prosecution. If you have received this_communication in error,
please notify us by replying to this message and deleting it from your computer and
any network to which your computer is connected. Thank you.
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Environmental awareness message

Please do not print this email unless you have to

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: ) o )
This_message is intended only for the designated recipient(s). It may contain_
confidential or proprietary information and may be subject to the attorney-client
privilege or other_confldentlalltx protections. If the reader of this message is not
the_intended recipient, or an_authorized employee or agent of the intended }
reC|R!ent, you_are_hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution_or copying
of this communication is_strictly prohibited and may_subject you to civil action
and/or criminal prosecution. If you have received this_communication in error,
please notify us by replying to this message and deleting it from your computer and
any network to which your computer is connected. Thank you.
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From: Catharine Hyson

To: Adams, Angela
Subject: ED 306 Written Testimony
Date: Sunday, March 31, 2024 9:41:46 PM

EXTERNAL: Do not open attachments or click on links unless you recognize and trust the

sender.

I would like my statement below to be included as written public testimony regarding the
revisions to ED 306. Thank you.

Historically, regulations have played a crucial role in upholding quality and safety
standards for the public. In the proposed revisions to 306 standards these assurances
have been eroded. The students of New Hampshire deserve to be guaranteed a public
education that provides them the skills and knowledge to be contributing citizens.

In the proposed revisions, all academic areas have changed language from “...shall
require that ____ program in each school provides....” to “shall provide ____ curriculum in
each school, consistent with competencies determined pursuant to ED 306.24, which may
include...” This effectively makes any of the academic content listed after “may include”
optional. Imagine that the regulations for car manufacturers were revised from being
“required to provide” brakes to “may include” brakes. This small change in language has a
large impact.

Minimum standards set a basic level that we need to require for the benefit of all
New Hampshire students and not leave it up to individual districts which core content to
teach.

Here are some of the areas currently required by ED 306 standards that only may be
included with the proposed standards:

“Opportunities for all students to build and construct knowledge and understanding of
mathematical concepts through developmentally appropriate activities”

“Course offerings in each of the following areas in physics, biology, chemistry, earth
space science, physical science.”

“Instruction in history and government and the constitutions of the United States and
New Hampshire.”
"Opportunities for each child to become literate"

If this language is changed then a school that does not offer “opportunities for each child to
become literate” would still be meeting the minimum standards. These changes to ED 306
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are a step backwards. The students of our state deserve a guarantee of access to the
fundamentals of an education. In order for the minimum standards to set a true baseline it
needs to keep the language “shall require a ___ program which provides...”

| encourage all those involved in the revision of the ED 306 minimum standards to ensure a
systematic review from educators in their designated fields and incorporation of their
informed revisions. | urge you to push for minimum standards that guarantee no student in
New Hampshire is deprived of the essential elements of a public education.

Catharine Hyson
Warner, NH
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From: Nate Jones

To: Adams, Angela
Subject: 306 hearing input
Date: Sunday, March 31, 2024 10:55:24 AM

EXTERNAL: Do not open attachments or click on links unless you recognize and trust the
sender.

Hi Ms. Adames,

| am writing regarding the upcoming hearings on the NHED 306 updates. | want to strongly
encourage the state board to maintain a high minimum standard of education for students in
NH. | am a school psychologist in our state and work with many students who are in many
ways only kept on track by the reality imposed by the minimum standards. Without the
pressure of the standards on the districts and the students, many of these students would not
end up receiving a similar level of education.

Please maintain the minimum standards for our students. Without them, | fear too many
school districts will not provide our students that education they need to be successful in their
chosen paths and our state will not have the workforce we need to thrive.

Thank you,
Nate Jones

Nathaniel Jones, PhD
NH Licensed Psychologist & School Psychologist
Brentwood, NH
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From: R & D Lengyel

To: Adams, Angela
Subject: revising minimum standards
Date: Monday, April 1, 2024 9:27:47 AM

EXTERNAL: Do not open attachments or click on links unless you recognize and trust the sender.

I cannot understand why the minimum standards for the public school curriculum are being revised without teacher
input. Aren’t the teachers constantly using the curriculum in the classroom and wouldn’t it be important for them to
help tell the committee what they feel should be revised? Unless the committee is in the classroom frequently
throughout the school year consulting with the teachers, it just doesn’t make sense for only them to make these
decisions. Dorene Lengyel, former teacher
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From: Sara Lewis

To: Adams, Angela
Subject: opposition to changing 306 standards on April 3rd
Date: Monday, April 1, 2024 3:00:44 PM

EXTERNAL: Do not open attachments or click on links unless you recognize and trust the
sender.

Hi Angela,

I've recently become aware of the some of the 306 standards that are considering
being changed at the DOE on Wednesday, April 3rd and I'm very disappointed and
concerned. Please do let us go backwards in history and lower the standards for
education, create even more divisions and inequities amongst students with lower
access to high-quality education, and take away students' protections from
discrimination and bias. Especially when our neighbors in Vermont are doing just the
opposite -- increasing funding to put MORE money toward students who have been
historically marginalized and discriminated against.

Please hear educators' voices and their lack of support for these changes.
Thank you so much,

Sara Lewis

Sara Lewis

Music Teacher

Josiah Bartlett Elementary School
(Mon/Tues/Thurs)

Interim Principal

Pine Tree Elementary School
(Wed/Fri)

(603) 447-2882

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE:

The contents of this email message and any attachments are intended solely for the addressee(s)
and may contain confidential and/or privileged information and may be legally protected from
disclosure. If you are not the intended recipient of this message or their agent, or if this message
has been addressed to you in error, please immediately alert the sender by reply email and then
delete this message and any attachments. If you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby
notified that any use, dissemination, copying, or storage of this message or its attachments is
strictly prohibited.
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From: Sarah Murray

To: Adams, Angela
Subject: NH 306 Rules
Date: Monday, April 1, 2024 12:19:12 PM

EXTERNAL: Do not open attachments or click on links unless you recognize and trust the
sender.

Good afternoon, | would like to just say | am opposed to the changes that are being presented in the Rule
306 changes. We as educators should never reduce our expectations and requirements for our

students and teachers. If we do not hold everyone to the highest standards we will be failing our children,
our state and our future.

Thank you for your attention to this matter.

Sarah Murray M.ED

Digital Learning Specialist

Dunbarton Elementary School

DOES88_001


mailto:smurray@desnet.org
mailto:Angela.M.Adams@doe.nh.gov

DOE89_001



DOE89_002



From: Bill Palmer

To: Shea, Julie

Cc: Angrla.Adams@doe.nh.gov
Subject: ED 306 Rules

Date: Tuesday, April 30, 2024 7:54:58 AM

EXTERNAL: Do not open attachments or click on links unless you recognize and trust the sender.

To whom it may concern,

I am a former Cornish School Board Chair and currently represent Sullivan District 2 in the New Hampshire
House and am very disappointed in the process that seems to have discounted input from many of the stakeholders
who know education. I keep hearing that New Hampshire has such good public schools but what I fear, with these
proposed rules, the EFA accounts, and lack of public school funding, is a significant decline in public education at a
time when an excellent education is essential to our children’s future.

My daughter and son in law were planning to move back to New Hampshire but are now thinking Vermont is more
likely to support education as well as human rights. I hope the commission will reconsider these rules and listen to
their constituents.

Sincerely,

Rep. William Palmer

Sullivan District 2

Sent from my iPhone
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From: Roark, Erin

To: Adams, Angela
Subject: Stop gutting 306 standards
Date: Monday, April 1, 2024 11:40:46 AM
Attachments: image.png
image.png

EXTERNAL: Do not open attachments or click on links unless you recognize and trust the

sender.

Dear Angela,

I am saddened to hear that our beautiful state is considering taking equity out of public
education. Please relay to the judges of this decision that I oppose the gutting to the 306

standards. If you want to cut tax dollars, then stop giving public money to private schools.

We need to keep these minimum standards in public education.

Cordiales Saludos,
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Erin Roark

"Intelligence plus character- that is the goal of true education."’- Martin Luther King Jr.

Environmental awareness message

Please do not print this email unless you have to

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE:

This message is intended only for the designated recipient(s). It may contain
confidential or proprietary information and may be subject to the attorney-client
privilege or other confidentiality protections. If the reader of this message is not
the intended recipient, or an authorized employee or agent of the intended
recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution or copying
of this communication is strictly prohibited and may subject you to civil action
and/or criminal prosecution. If you have received this communication in error,
please notify us by replying to this message and deleting it from your computer and
any network to which your computer is connected. Thank you.
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From: Kimberly Sell

To: Adams, Angela
Subject: NH 306 Rules
Date: Monday, April 1, 2024 2:03:47 PM

EXTERNAL: Do not open attachments or click on links unless you recognize and trust the
sender.

Hello Angela,

I am writing to you to express my opinion against NH 306 Rules changes. Please do not
approve the recommendations for changes to these rules. We need high standards for our
students, not lower standards that make educating our students even harder. We also do not
need any more funds passed on to the taxpayers. The State seems to enjoy underfunding
school districts as it is, we don't need to be reminded of the unfairness yet again. I do not
understand how the state government feels good about claiming to be a "Tax-Free" state when
it is the state government's fault that the property taxes are so high. I make it a point to inform
people in other states about the farse that is "NH, the tax-free state."

Please do not approve the new changes to the NH 306 Rules!

Kimberly Sell
Administrative Assistant
Temple Elementary School

"To appreciate the beauty of a snowflake it is necessary to stand out in the
cold." — Aristotle

The Right-To-Know Law provides that most e-mail communications, to or from ConVal School District employees regarding the
business of the School District, are government records available to the public upon request. Therefore, this e-mail communication may
be subject to public disclosure. This e-mail is intended solely for the person or entity to which it is addressed and may contain
confidential and/or privileged information. Any review, dissemination, copying, printing, or other use of this e-mail by persons or entities
other than the addressee is strictly prohibited. If you receive this e-mail in error, please notify the sender immediately and delete the
material from any computer.
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From: Erin Sweeney

To: Adams, Angela
Subject: ED 306
Date: Tuesday, April 2, 2024 8:20:10 AM

EXTERNAL: Do not open attachments or click on links unless you recognize and trust the

sender.

Hello Angela,

I want my written testimony to be part of the public record in regard to proposed changes to
the ED 306 rules for minimum standards for NH schools. I am a high school teacher who
taught through the pandemic. What I learned from that is that all "learning opportunities" are
not created equal. Please do not replace "courses" with "learning opportunities," for there is no
substitute for good teachers and their carefully designed courses. Many students can not learn
from online courses, especially "self-guided" courses without a live teacher. We already have
Extended Learning Opportunities built into our school program, and we do not need to replace
our high standards for the content areas with vague and unregulated "learning opportunities."
Thank you,

=
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From: Liz Tentarelli

To: Adams, Angela
Subject: 306 administrative rules
Date: Monday, April 1, 2024 3:43:35 PM

EXTERNAL: Do not open attachments or click on links unless you recognize and trust the sender.

To the NH State Board of Education
From Liz Tentarelli, Newbury NH

The weather forecast for Wednesday prevents me from attending the public
hearing on the 306 rules. Here is testimony I would have given.

The members of the state board of education are beholden to the students
and schools of New Hampshire, not to the Commissioner of Education. It
was your responsibility to see that these revised rules were developed

with input from teachers, school administrators, experts in curriculum
development and educational theory. Allowing an untrained commissioner,
with no personal commitment to public education except that it pays his
salary, to develop these standards on his own, disregarding those
developed by a consultant (and that process was not without its flaws),

is failing to do your duty.

You have the opportunity to turn down these suggestions and instead hire
a consulting firm to begin anew, with clear instructions to consult with
experts and the school personnel most involved. If you rubber-stamp Mr.
Edelblut's plan you are voting to weaken NH's school expectations for
learning. By removing the current standards you harm students that may
move from district to district because curriculum is no longer
standardized among schools. "Learning opportunities" has to be the most
weasel-y part of this, clearly based on Mr. Edelblut's allegiance to
commercial instructional programs over professionally developed courses
and programs in the public schools

Competency based education is being used successfully by many schools,
my district of Kearsarge included. These proposed standards leave
assessing competency up in the air.

If a diploma from a NH high school is to stand for anything, you need to
discard these vague 306 standards and start anew, with expert and
professional input from those who will use them to teach. Remember where
your responsibility lies: with the schools and the students, not with

Mr. Edelblut.
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From: Laura Vincent

To: Shea, Julie
Subject: 306 Rules Hearing
Date: Tuesday, April 2, 2024 5:30:51 PM

EXTERNAL: Do not open attachments or click on links unless you recognize and trust the

sender.

As a long time school board member with familiarity with the minimum standards since the
early 1990s revision , I am concerned about many of the changes being proposed. Students
deserve an opportunity to be actually instructed by someone with knowledge in the subject
area and teaching skills, not just notification of learning opportunities available. Students
deserve to receive instruction in many different areas, not just ELA, math, science, and social
studies. Students also deserve to be in classes with numbers of students small enough that they
are recognized as individuals and receive teaching tailored to their needs.

Thank you,
Laura Vincent
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From: Thomas Meredith

To: Shea, Julie
Subject: 306 minimum school standards
Date: Monday, April 29, 2024 5:03:33 PM

EXTERNAL: Do not open attachments or click on links unless you recognize and trust the
sender.

Sirs: I am deeply concerned that the 306 rules revision as currently construed will severely
weaken state educational standards, rather than strengthening them. I am also concerned that
it will be another step towards avoiding providing an adequate public education for places like
the Berlin-Milan area, where I live. I think it is particularly important to hire teachers who
have been certified and to not have unlimited class sizes. I also think that it is of critical
importance to strengthen our public school system- not proceed along a path to privatizing it.
Sincerely, Laurie Wunder, Milan, NH
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From: Eredrick Bramante

To: Edelblut, Louis (Frank); Andrew Cline; Nathan Harris; Val Zanchuk; Robert McLaughlin; Shea. Julie; Brown
Elizabeth; Irv Richardson; Mark MaclLean; Megan Tuttle

Cc: Houghton, Kimberly C

Subject: Fwd: Latest Draft of the 306s

Date: Tuesday, April 2, 2024 10:24:58 AM

EXTERNAL: Do not open attachments or click on links unless you recognize and trust the
sender.

This note from Elizabeth Cardine is what I hoped for and expect from folks who understand
and care about CBE. Some of you may know Elizabeth and MC2 which was started by former
NH Teacher of the Year Kim Carter. Kim was also part of the original group that brought us
the EDies. Kim was also a part of Dr. Bob's Summiteers who brought us the 2010 Educator
Preparation for the 21st Century conference at SNHU, maybe the best of its kind our state has
seen. Elizabeth has been doing CBE for a long time at a level among the highest quality in
NH. When I chaired the state board Paul Leather used to show off MC2 as what education
could become. I have spoken about my experience at MC2's Graduation Gateway all around
the country.

Just my thoughts, Fred

---------- Forwarded message ---------

From: elizabeth cardine <elizabeth.cardine@mc2school.org>
Date: Tue, Apr 2, 2024 at 9:55 AM

Subject: Re: Latest Draft of the 306s

To: Fredrick Bramante <fbramante(@nccbl.org>

The proposed draft for the new minimum standards for public schools are a welcome continuation of the
cutting-edge work New Hampshire is doing to provide a truly competency-based education for all young
learners. We here at the Making Community Connections Charter School have developed, promoted, and
prototyped competency-based learning for almost 20 years (originally as part of the Monadnock
Community Connections Charter School) and while the work is challenging, it is certainly beneficial to our
diverse learning population. During and post-COVID, schools have had to adapt to more personalized and
creative approaches to recognizing and rewarding learning, and these regulations will help all educators
prepare our graduates to be informed, active, and empowered citizens.

On Tue, Apr 2, 2024 at 9:38 AM Fredrick Bramante <fbramante@nccbl.org> wrote:
Elizabeth, please just send it to me and I will make sure that it gets to the right place.
Thanks, Fred
Sent from my iPhone

On Apr 2, 2024, at 8:35 AM, elizabeth cardine
<elizabeth.cardine@mc2school.org> wrote:

Thanks, Fred, this was great to get to review with you. Do you have a link to a website |
can use to provide testimonials about these proposals?
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On Mon, Apr 1, 2024 at 9:57 AM Fredrick Bramante <fbramante@nccbl.org>

wrote:
This is the latest draft of the 306s which will be brought forward on April 3rd
at the Department of Education. It was agreed upon by Team 306 #2 which
included NEA President Megan Tuttle, Irv Richardson, NHSAA Ex.Director
Dr. Mark MacLeam, Bob McLaughlin, Nate Harris and me working with
Commissioner Edelblut, and Chairman of the State Board Drew Cline. There
are still some pieces to be worked on including Class Size and the curriculum
areas in the back of the document. I feel very good about where we are at this

point. I’'m confident that this is going to be a great document when completed.

That said, if anyone has ideas to make the document better, please let us
know.

I want to thank all of you for your involvement, whether it was just

encouragement,or advice, or direct involvement. This effort has been the most

inclusive process in the history of the 306 combined! We're almost there.

Fred

Fred Bramante, President
NATIONAL CENTER FOR COMPETENCY-BASED LEARNING

Fred Bramante, President
NATIONAL CENTER FOR COMPETENCY-BASED LEARNING
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From: Adams, Angela

To: Melissa St Pierre
Subject: RE: Concerns around 306 Rules
Date: Wednesday, April 24, 2024 9:34:19 AM

The New Hampshire Department of Education has received your written testimony regarding the
Minimum Standards for Public School Approval (Ed 306.01-306.25 and/or Ed. 306.31-306.46). The
written testimony will be provided to the State Board of Education and will be considered in
preparing the report of public comments received on the rule pursuant to RSA 541-A:12.
Additional information regarding the Minimum Standards for Public Schools Approval can be found
on our website and information regarding the rulemaking process can be found here
https://www.gencourt.state.nh.us/rules/manual/amendedmanualeffective5-1-16amended8-1-

19.pdf.

Thank you,

Angela

Angela M. Adams | Administrator
New Hampshire Department of Education
Office of the Commissioners

The contents of this message are confidential. Any unauthorized disclosure, reproduction, use or dissemination
(either whole or in part) is prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient of this message, please notify the sender
immediately and delete the message and any attachments from your system.

From: Melissa St Pierre <bounce@list.granitestateprogress.org>
Sent: Tuesday, April 23, 2024 5:53 PM

To: Adams, Angela <Angela.Adams@doe.nh.gov>

Subject: Concerns around 306 Rules

|EXTERNAL: Do not open attachments or click on links unless you recognize and trust the sender.

As a New Hampshire resident who wants the highest quality public schools, I am concerned
about the current draft of the 306 Rules revision. All students need access to public schools
where they can learn, grow, and thrive.

Specifically, I am concerned about draft changes that:

Lower academic standards, by changing “programs” and “courses” to “learning
opportunities.”

Lower the value of teaching by replacing “teaching” with “facilitated learning,” removing the
responsibility of certified educators to approve students’ demonstration of competency and
pushing students toward online learning options that do not allow for a teacher to check work
and answer questions.

Remove local decision-making to determine how courses, credits, and other elements lead to a
diploma, instead “ensuring” that learning opportunities lead to graduation even if they lack
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rigor.

Establish law through rulemaking by using language changes to strip requirements for
academic content areas, making more content optional through shifting language from “shall”
to “may.”

Instead, the 306 Rules should:

Include equity and student protections, including requirements that guarantee opportunity for
all students and rules that create safe, supportive, and nurturing learning environments.

Restore program elements to ensure that school boards and school leaders have the framework
they need to build robust, comprehensive learning programs that are responsive to student
needs.

Empower local leaders and schools and allow school districts to design high-quality local
competencies that align with state academic standards. Update state academic standards so
that all students, regardless of place, are taught the same core fundamental skills and
knowledge.

Raise standards for students and teachers by removing language that dilutes and privatizes
learning, and instead recenter high-quality instruction and materials and institute consistent,
clear, and actionable rules by establishing definitions of key terms.

I urge you to re-approve the current 306 Rules, then revisit the editing process and make
updates as necessary. The 306 rules already in existence do a fine job of helping schools run at
present. Reverting to the existing language and being more intentional with the editing process
by making sure we have qualified educators, parents, and other stakeholders helping to write
and approve the updated rules is a crucial step forward in giving the public and school leaders
confidence in the results— and above all, ensuring high standards and opportunities for every
student.

We all benefit from high quality public education, and I am counting on you to advocate for
every New Hampshire public school student by listening to these concerns.

Sincerely,

Melissa St Pierre
Warner, NH
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From: Adams, Angela

To: Charles Rhoades
Subject: RE: Concerns around 306 Rules
Date: Wednesday, April 24, 2024 9:32:35 AM

The New Hampshire Department of Education has received your written testimony regarding the
Minimum Standards for Public School Approval (Ed 306.01-306.25 and/or Ed. 306.31-306.46). The
written testimony will be provided to the State Board of Education and will be considered in
preparing the report of public comments received on the rule pursuant to RSA 541-A:12.
Additional information regarding the Minimum Standards for Public Schools Approval can be found
on our website and information regarding the rulemaking process can be found here
https://www.gencourt.state.nh.us/rules/manual/amendedmanualeffective5-1-16amended8-1-

19.pdf.

Thank you,

Angela

Angela M. Adams | Administrator
New Hampshire Department of Education
Office of the Commissioners

The contents of this message are confidential. Any unauthorized disclosure, reproduction, use or dissemination
(either whole or in part) is prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient of this message, please notify the sender
immediately and delete the message and any attachments from your system.

From: Charles Rhoades <bounce@list.granitestateprogress.org>
Sent: Tuesday, April 23, 2024 6:53 PM

To: Adams, Angela <Angela.Adams@doe.nh.gov>

Subject: Concerns around 306 Rules

EXTERNAL: Do not open attachments or click on links unless you recognize and trust the sender.

As a retired public-school teacher and parent whose children benefitted greatly from NH
public schools, I am extremely concerned about the reduction in standards being proposed in
the 306 Rules.

Lowering our standards in this day and age is unconscionable, short-sighted, and just plain
foolish.

This weakening of our public schools seems to me to be part of a national campaign by
extremists to dismantle one of the cornerstones of our democracy.

[ urge you to dismantle these proposed changes.
Sincerely,
Charles Rhoades

Charles Rhoades
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Dover, NH
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From: Adams, Angela

To: Barbara Ann Mee
Subject: RE: Concerns around 306 Rules
Date: Wednesday, April 24, 2024 9:36:03 AM

The New Hampshire Department of Education has received your written testimony regarding the
Minimum Standards for Public School Approval (Ed 306.01-306.25 and/or Ed. 306.31-306.46). The
written testimony will be provided to the State Board of Education and will be considered in
preparing the report of public comments received on the rule pursuant to RSA 541-A:12.
Additional information regarding the Minimum Standards for Public Schools Approval can be found
on our website and information regarding the rulemaking process can be found here
https://www.gencourt.state.nh.us/rules/manual/amendedmanualeffective5-1-16amended8-1-

19.pdf.

Thank you,

Angela

Angela M. Adams | Administrator
New Hampshire Department of Education
Office of the Commissioners

The contents of this message are confidential. Any unauthorized disclosure, reproduction, use or dissemination
(either whole or in part) is prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient of this message, please notify the sender
immediately and delete the message and any attachments from your system.

From: Barbara Ann Mee <bounce@list.granitestateprogress.org>
Sent: Tuesday, April 23, 2024 5:25 PM

To: Adams, Angela <Angela.Adams@doe.nh.gov>

Subject: Concerns around 306 Rules

|EXTERNAL: Do not open attachments or click on links unless you recognize and trust the sender.

As a New Hampshire resident who wants the highest quality public schools, I am concerned
about the current draft of the 306 Rules revision. All students need access to public schools
where they can learn, grow, and thrive.

Specifically, I am concerned about draft changes that:

Lower academic standards, by changing “programs” and “courses” to “learning
opportunities.”

Lower the value of teaching by replacing “teaching” with “facilitated learning,” removing the
responsibility of certified educators to approve students’ demonstration of competency and
pushing students toward online learning options that do not allow for a teacher to check work
and answer questions.

Remove local decision-making to determine how courses, credits, and other elements lead to a
diploma, instead “ensuring” that learning opportunities lead to graduation even if they lack
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rigor.

Establish law through rulemaking by using language changes to strip requirements for
academic content areas, making more content optional through shifting language from “shall”
to “may.”

Instead, the 306 Rules should:

Include equity and student protections, including requirements that guarantee opportunity for
all students and rules that create safe, supportive, and nurturing learning environments.

Restore program elements to ensure that school boards and school leaders have the framework
they need to build robust, comprehensive learning programs that are responsive to student
needs.

Empower local leaders and schools and allow school districts to design high-quality local
competencies that align with state academic standards. Update state academic standards so
that all students, regardless of place, are taught the same core fundamental skills and
knowledge.

Raise standards for students and teachers by removing language that dilutes and privatizes
learning, and instead recenter high-quality instruction and materials and institute consistent,
clear, and actionable rules by establishing definitions of key terms.

I urge you to re-approve the current 306 Rules, then revisit the editing process and make
updates as necessary. The 306 rules already in existence do a fine job of helping schools run at
present. Reverting to the existing language and being more intentional with the editing process
by making sure we have qualified educators, parents, and other stakeholders helping to write
and approve the updated rules is a crucial step forward in giving the public and school leaders
confidence in the results— and above all, ensuring high standards and opportunities for every
student.

We all benefit from high quality public education, and I am counting on you to advocate for
every New Hampshire public school student by listening to these concerns.

Sincerely,

Barbara Ann Mee
Londonderry, NH
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From: Adams, Angela

To: Leigh Prince
Subject: RE: Concerns around 306 Rules
Date: Wednesday, April 24, 2024 9:32:25 AM

The New Hampshire Department of Education has received your written testimony regarding the
Minimum Standards for Public School Approval (Ed 306.01-306.25 and/or Ed. 306.31-306.46). The
written testimony will be provided to the State Board of Education and will be considered in
preparing the report of public comments received on the rule pursuant to RSA 541-A:12.
Additional information regarding the Minimum Standards for Public Schools Approval can be found
on our website and information regarding the rulemaking process can be found here
https://www.gencourt.state.nh.us/rules/manual/amendedmanualeffective5-1-16amended8-1-

19.pdf.

Thank you,

Angela

Angela M. Adams | Administrator
New Hampshire Department of Education
Office of the Commissioners

The contents of this message are confidential. Any unauthorized disclosure, reproduction, use or dissemination
(either whole or in part) is prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient of this message, please notify the sender
immediately and delete the message and any attachments from your system.

From: Leigh Prince <bounce@list.granitestateprogress.org>
Sent: Tuesday, April 23, 2024 6:56 PM

To: Adams, Angela <Angela.Adams@doe.nh.gov>

Subject: Concerns around 306 Rules

|EXTERNAL: Do not open attachments or click on links unless you recognize and trust the sender.

Please do not water down our public education system with the proposed language changes to
Ed 306. As a New Hampshire resident I am proud of the education my children have gotten
and as a school board member want to maintain the highest quality public schools for future
generations, I am concerned about the current draft of the 306 Rules revision. All students
need access to public schools where they can learn, grow, and thrive.

Specifically, I am concerned about draft changes that:

Lower academic standards, by changing “programs” and “courses” to “learning
opportunities.”

Lower the value of teaching by replacing “teaching” with “facilitated learning,” removing the
responsibility of certified educators to approve students’ demonstration of competency and
pushing students toward online learning options that do not allow for a teacher to check work
and answer questions.
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Remove local decision-making to determine how courses, credits, and other elements lead to a
diploma, instead “ensuring” that learning opportunities lead to graduation even if they lack
rigor.

Establish law through rulemaking by using language changes to strip requirements for
academic content areas, making more content optional through shifting language from “shall”
to “may.”

Instead, the 306 Rules should:

Include equity and student protections, including requirements that guarantee opportunity for
all students and rules that create safe, supportive, and nurturing learning environments.

Restore program elements to ensure that school boards and school leaders have the framework
they need to build robust, comprehensive learning programs that are responsive to student
needs.

Empower local leaders and schools and allow school districts to design high-quality local
competencies that align with state academic standards. Update state academic standards so
that all students, regardless of place, are taught the same core fundamental skills and
knowledge.

Raise standards for students and teachers by removing language that dilutes and privatizes
learning, and instead recenter high-quality instruction and materials and institute consistent,
clear, and actionable rules by establishing definitions of key terms.

I urge you to re-approve the current 306 Rules, then revisit the editing process and make
updates as necessary. The 306 rules already in existence do a fine job of helping schools run at
present. Reverting to the existing language and being more intentional with the editing process
by making sure we have qualified educators, parents, and other stakeholders helping to write
and approve the updated rules is a crucial step forward in giving the public and school leaders
confidence in the results— and above all, ensuring high standards and opportunities for every
student.

We all benefit from high quality public education, and I am counting on you to advocate for
every New Hampshire public school student by listening to these concerns.

Sincerely,
Leigh Prince

Leigh Prince
Lyme, NH
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From: Adams, Angela

To: Tiffany Gagnon
Subject: RE: Concerns around 306 Rules
Date: Wednesday, April 24, 2024 9:32:07 AM

The New Hampshire Department of Education has received your written testimony regarding the
Minimum Standards for Public School Approval (Ed 306.01-306.25 and/or Ed. 306.31-306.46). The
written testimony will be provided to the State Board of Education and will be considered in
preparing the report of public comments received on the rule pursuant to RSA 541-A:12.
Additional information regarding the Minimum Standards for Public Schools Approval can be found
on our website and information regarding the rulemaking process can be found here
https://www.gencourt.state.nh.us/rules/manual/amendedmanualeffective5-1-16amended8-1-

19.pdf.

Thank you,

Angela

Angela M. Adams | Administrator
New Hampshire Department of Education
Office of the Commissioners

The contents of this message are confidential. Any unauthorized disclosure, reproduction, use or dissemination
(either whole or in part) is prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient of this message, please notify the sender
immediately and delete the message and any attachments from your system.

From: Tiffany Gagnon <bounce@list.granitestateprogress.org>
Sent: Tuesday, April 23, 2024 7:13 PM

To: Adams, Angela <Angela.Adams@doe.nh.gov>

Subject: Concerns around 306 Rules

|EXTERNAL: Do not open attachments or click on links unless you recognize and trust the sender.

As a New Hampshire resident who wants the highest quality public schools, I am concerned
about the current draft of the 306 Rules revision. All students need access to public schools
where they can learn, grow, and thrive.

Specifically, I am concerned about draft changes that:

Lower academic standards, by changing “programs” and “courses” to “learning
opportunities.”

Lower the value of teaching by replacing “teaching” with “facilitated learning,” removing the
responsibility of certified educators to approve students’ demonstration of competency and
pushing students toward online learning options that do not allow for a teacher to check work
and answer questions.

Remove local decision-making to determine how courses, credits, and other elements lead to a
diploma, instead “ensuring” that learning opportunities lead to graduation even if they lack
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rigor.

Establish law through rulemaking by using language changes to strip requirements for
academic content areas, making more content optional through shifting language from “shall”
to “may.”

Instead, the 306 Rules should:

Include equity and student protections, including requirements that guarantee opportunity for
all students and rules that create safe, supportive, and nurturing learning environments.

Restore program elements to ensure that school boards and school leaders have the framework
they need to build robust, comprehensive learning programs that are responsive to student
needs.

Empower local leaders and schools and allow school districts to design high-quality local
competencies that align with state academic standards. Update state academic standards so
that all students, regardless of place, are taught the same core fundamental skills and
knowledge.

Raise standards for students and teachers by removing language that dilutes and privatizes
learning, and instead recenter high-quality instruction and materials and institute consistent,
clear, and actionable rules by establishing definitions of key terms.

I urge you to re-approve the current 306 Rules, then revisit the editing process and make
updates as necessary. The 306 rules already in existence do a fine job of helping schools run at
present. Reverting to the existing language and being more intentional with the editing process
by making sure we have qualified educators, parents, and other stakeholders helping to write
and approve the updated rules is a crucial step forward in giving the public and school leaders
confidence in the results— and above all, ensuring high standards and opportunities for every
student.

We all benefit from high quality public education, and I am counting on you to advocate for
every New Hampshire public school student by listening to these concerns.

Sincerely,

Tiffany Gagnon
Londonderry, NH
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From: Adams, Angela

To: Sherri Averill
Subject: RE: Concerns around 306 Rules
Date: Wednesday, April 24, 2024 9:31:59 AM

The New Hampshire Department of Education has received your written testimony regarding the
Minimum Standards for Public School Approval (Ed 306.01-306.25 and/or Ed. 306.31-306.46). The
written testimony will be provided to the State Board of Education and will be considered in
preparing the report of public comments received on the rule pursuant to RSA 541-A:12.
Additional information regarding the Minimum Standards for Public Schools Approval can be found
on our website and information regarding the rulemaking process can be found here
https://www.gencourt.state.nh.us/rules/manual/amendedmanualeffective5-1-16amended8-1-

19.pdf.

Thank you,

Angela

Angela M. Adams | Administrator
New Hampshire Department of Education
Office of the Commissioners

The contents of this message are confidential. Any unauthorized disclosure, reproduction, use or dissemination
(either whole or in part) is prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient of this message, please notify the sender
immediately and delete the message and any attachments from your system.

From: Sherri Averill <bounce@list.granitestateprogress.org>
Sent: Tuesday, April 23, 2024 7:15 PM

To: Adams, Angela <Angela.Adams@doe.nh.gov>

Subject: Concerns around 306 Rules

|EXTERNAL: Do not open attachments or click on links unless you recognize and trust the sender.

As a New Hampshire resident who wants the highest quality public schools, I am concerned
about the current draft of the 306 Rules revision. All students need access to public schools
where they can learn, grow, and thrive.

Specifically, I am concerned about draft changes that:

Lower academic standards, by changing “programs” and “courses” to “learning
opportunities.”

Lower the value of teaching by replacing “teaching” with “facilitated learning,” removing the
responsibility of certified educators to approve students’ demonstration of competency and
pushing students toward online learning options that do not allow for a teacher to check work
and answer questions.

Remove local decision-making to determine how courses, credits, and other elements lead to a
diploma, instead “ensuring” that learning opportunities lead to graduation even if they lack
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rigor.

Establish law through rulemaking by using language changes to strip requirements for
academic content areas, making more content optional through shifting language from “shall”
to “may.”

Instead, the 306 Rules should:

Include equity and student protections, including requirements that guarantee opportunity for
all students and rules that create safe, supportive, and nurturing learning environments.

Restore program elements to ensure that school boards and school leaders have the framework
they need to build robust, comprehensive learning programs that are responsive to student
needs.

Empower local leaders and schools and allow school districts to design high-quality local
competencies that align with state academic standards. Update state academic standards so
that all students, regardless of place, are taught the same core fundamental skills and
knowledge.

Raise standards for students and teachers by removing language that dilutes and privatizes
learning, and instead recenter high-quality instruction and materials and institute consistent,
clear, and actionable rules by establishing definitions of key terms.

I urge you to re-approve the current 306 Rules, then revisit the editing process and make
updates as necessary. The 306 rules already in existence do a fine job of helping schools run at
present. Reverting to the existing language and being more intentional with the editing process
by making sure we have qualified educators, parents, and other stakeholders helping to write
and approve the updated rules is a crucial step forward in giving the public and school leaders
confidence in the results— and above all, ensuring high standards and opportunities for every
student.

We all benefit from high quality public education, and I am counting on you to advocate for
every New Hampshire public school student by listening to these concerns.

Sincerely,

Sherri Averill
Plaistow, NH
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From: Adams, Angela

To: Wiltrud R. Mott-Smith
Subject: RE: Concerns around 306 Rules
Date: Wednesday, April 24, 2024 9:31:32 AM

The New Hampshire Department of Education has received your written testimony regarding the
Minimum Standards for Public School Approval (Ed 306.01-306.25 and/or Ed. 306.31-306.46). The
written testimony will be provided to the State Board of Education and will be considered in
preparing the report of public comments received on the rule pursuant to RSA 541-A:12.
Additional information regarding the Minimum Standards for Public Schools Approval can be found
on our website and information regarding the rulemaking process can be found here
https://www.gencourt.state.nh.us/rules/manual/amendedmanualeffective5-1-16amended8-1-

19.pdf.

Thank you,

Angela

Angela M. Adams | Administrator
New Hampshire Department of Education
Office of the Commissioners

The contents of this message are confidential. Any unauthorized disclosure, reproduction, use or dissemination
(either whole or in part) is prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient of this message, please notify the sender
immediately and delete the message and any attachments from your system.

From: Wiltrud R. Mott-Smith <bounce@list.granitestateprogress.org>
Sent: Tuesday, April 23, 2024 7:24 PM

To: Adams, Angela <Angela.Adams@doe.nh.gov>

Subject: Concerns around 306 Rules

|EXTERNAL: Do not open attachments or click on links unless you recognize and trust the sender.

As a New Hampshire resident who wants the highest quality public schools, I am concerned
about the current draft of the 306 Rules revision. All students need access to public schools
where they can learn, grow, and thrive.

Specifically, I am concerned about draft changes that:

Lower academic standards, by changing “programs” and “courses” to “learning
opportunities.”

Lower the value of teaching by replacing “teaching” with “facilitated learning,” removing the
responsibility of certified educators to approve students’ demonstration of competency and
pushing students toward online learning options that do not allow for a teacher to check work
and answer questions.

Remove local decision-making to determine how courses, credits, and other elements lead to a
diploma, instead “ensuring” that learning opportunities lead to graduation even if they lack
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rigor.

Establish law through rulemaking by using language changes to strip requirements for
academic content areas, making more content optional through shifting language from “shall”
to “may.”

Instead, the 306 Rules should:

Include equity and student protections, including requirements that guarantee opportunity for
all students and rules that create safe, supportive, and nurturing learning environments.

Restore program elements to ensure that school boards and school leaders have the framework
they need to build robust, comprehensive learning programs that are responsive to student
needs.

Empower local leaders and schools and allow school districts to design high-quality local
competencies that align with state academic standards. Update state academic standards so
that all students, regardless of place, are taught the same core fundamental skills and
knowledge.

Raise standards for students and teachers by removing language that dilutes and privatizes
learning, and instead recenter high-quality instruction and materials and institute consistent,
clear, and actionable rules by establishing definitions of key terms.

I urge you to re-approve the current 306 Rules, then revisit the editing process and make
updates as necessary. The 306 rules already in existence do a fine job of helping schools run at
present. Reverting to the existing language and being more intentional with the editing process
by making sure we have qualified educators, parents, and other stakeholders helping to write
and approve the updated rules is a crucial step forward in giving the public and school leaders
confidence in the results— and above all, ensuring high standards and opportunities for every
student.

We all benefit from high quality public education, and I am counting on you to advocate for
every New Hampshire public school student by listening to these concerns.

Sincerely,

Wiltrud R. Mott-Smith
Loudon, NH
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From: Adams, Angela

To: Sandy Steel
Subject: RE: Concerns around 306 Rules
Date: Wednesday, April 24, 2024 9:31:10 AM

The New Hampshire Department of Education has received your written testimony regarding the
Minimum Standards for Public School Approval (Ed 306.01-306.25 and/or Ed. 306.31-306.46). The
written testimony will be provided to the State Board of Education and will be considered in
preparing the report of public comments received on the rule pursuant to RSA 541-A:12.
Additional information regarding the Minimum Standards for Public Schools Approval can be found
on our website and information regarding the rulemaking process can be found here
https://www.gencourt.state.nh.us/rules/manual/amendedmanualeffective5-1-16amended8-1-

19.pdf.

Thank you,

Angela

Angela M. Adams | Administrator
New Hampshire Department of Education
Office of the Commissioners

The contents of this message are confidential. Any unauthorized disclosure, reproduction, use or dissemination
(either whole or in part) is prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient of this message, please notify the sender
immediately and delete the message and any attachments from your system.

From: Sandy Steel <bounce@list.granitestateprogress.org>
Sent: Tuesday, April 23, 2024 7:25 PM

To: Adams, Angela <Angela.Adams@doe.nh.gov>

Subject: Concerns around 306 Rules

|EXTERNAL: Do not open attachments or click on links unless you recognize and trust the sender.

As a New Hampshire resident who wants the highest quality public schools, I am concerned
about the current draft of the 306 Rules revision. All students need access to public schools
where they can learn, grow, and thrive.

Specifically, I am concerned about draft changes that:

Lower academic standards, by changing “programs” and “courses” to “learning
opportunities.”

Lower the value of teaching by replacing “teaching” with “facilitated learning,” removing the
responsibility of certified educators to approve students’ demonstration of competency and
pushing students toward online learning options that do not allow for a teacher to check work
and answer questions.

Remove local decision-making to determine how courses, credits, and other elements lead to a
diploma, instead “ensuring” that learning opportunities lead to graduation even if they lack

DOE111_001


mailto:Angela.M.Adams@doe.nh.gov
mailto:selizabethsteel@gmail.com
https://www.education.nh.gov/who-we-are/deputy-commissioner/office-governance/administrative-rules/minimum-standards
https://www.gencourt.state.nh.us/rules/manual/amendedmanualeffective5-1-16amended8-1-19.pdf
https://www.gencourt.state.nh.us/rules/manual/amendedmanualeffective5-1-16amended8-1-19.pdf

rigor.

Establish law through rulemaking by using language changes to strip requirements for
academic content areas, making more content optional through shifting language from “shall”
to “may.”

Instead, the 306 Rules should:

Include equity and student protections, including requirements that guarantee opportunity for
all students and rules that create safe, supportive, and nurturing learning environments.

Restore program elements to ensure that school boards and school leaders have the framework
they need to build robust, comprehensive learning programs that are responsive to student
needs.

Empower local leaders and schools and allow school districts to design high-quality local
competencies that align with state academic standards. Update state academic standards so

that all students, regardless of place, are taught the same core fundamental skills and
knowledge.

Raise standards for students and teachers by removing language that dilutes and privatizes
learning, and instead recenter high-quality instruction and materials and institute consistent,
clear, and actionable rules by establishing definitions of key terms.

I urge you to re-approve the current 306 Rules, then revisit the editing process and make
updates as necessary. The 306 rules already in existence do a fine job of helping schools run at
present. Reverting to the existing language and being more intentional with the editing process
by making sure we have qualified educators, parents, and other stakeholders helping to write
and approve the updated rules is a crucial step forward in giving the public and school leaders
confidence in the results— and above all, ensuring high standards and opportunities for every
student.

We all benefit from high quality public education, and I am counting on you to advocate for
every New Hampshire public school student by listening to these concerns.

Sincerely,
Sandy Steel

Sandy Steel
PLAINFIELD, NH
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From: Adams, Angela

To: Ronald E Brown
Subject: RE: Concerns around 306 Rules
Date: Wednesday, April 24, 2024 9:34:11 AM

The New Hampshire Department of Education has received your written testimony regarding the
Minimum Standards for Public School Approval (Ed 306.01-306.25 and/or Ed. 306.31-306.46). The
written testimony will be provided to the State Board of Education and will be considered in
preparing the report of public comments received on the rule pursuant to RSA 541-A:12.
Additional information regarding the Minimum Standards for Public Schools Approval can be found
on our website and information regarding the rulemaking process can be found here
https://www.gencourt.state.nh.us/rules/manual/amendedmanualeffective5-1-16amended8-1-

19.pdf.

Thank you,

Angela

Angela M. Adams | Administrator
New Hampshire Department of Education
Office of the Commissioners

The contents of this message are confidential. Any unauthorized disclosure, reproduction, use or dissemination
(either whole or in part) is prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient of this message, please notify the sender
immediately and delete the message and any attachments from your system.

From: Ronald E Brown <bounce@list.granitestateprogress.org>
Sent: Tuesday, April 23, 2024 5:57 PM

To: Adams, Angela <Angela.Adams@doe.nh.gov>

Subject: Concerns around 306 Rules

|EXTERNAL: Do not open attachments or click on links unless you recognize and trust the sender.

Attending a high school with rigorous standards and dedicated, caring teachers paved the way
for me to attend selective colleges for my Bachelors and Masters degrees. This in turn led to a
40 year career in high tech. The foundation of my career was public education. I don't take that
for granted and I hope the NH BoE doesn't take public education for granted by weakening the
minimum standards.

As a New Hampshire resident who wants the highest quality public schools, I am concerned
about the current draft of the 306 Rules revision. All students need access to public schools
where they can learn, grow, and thrive.

Specifically, I am concerned about draft changes that:

Lower academic standards, by changing “programs” and “courses” to “learning
opportunities.”

Lower the value of teaching by replacing “teaching” with “facilitated learning,” removing the
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responsibility of certified educators to approve students’ demonstration of competency and
pushing students toward online learning options that do not allow for a teacher to check work
and answer questions.

Remove local decision-making to determine how courses, credits, and other elements lead to a
diploma, instead “ensuring” that learning opportunities lead to graduation even if they lack
rigor.

Establish law through rulemaking by using language changes to strip requirements for
academic content areas, making more content optional through shifting language from ““shall”
to “may.”

Instead, the 306 Rules should:

Include equity and student protections, including requirements that guarantee opportunity for
all students and rules that create safe, supportive, and nurturing learning environments.

Restore program elements to ensure that school boards and school leaders have the framework
they need to build robust, comprehensive learning programs that are responsive to student
needs.

Empower local leaders and schools and allow school districts to design high-quality local
competencies that align with state academic standards. Update state academic standards so
that all students, regardless of place, are taught the same core fundamental skills and
knowledge.

Raise standards for students and teachers by removing language that dilutes and privatizes
learning, and instead recenter high-quality instruction and materials and institute consistent,
clear, and actionable rules by establishing definitions of key terms.

I urge you to re-approve the current 306 Rules, then revisit the editing process and make
updates as necessary. The 306 rules already in existence do a fine job of helping schools run at
present. Reverting to the existing language and being more intentional with the editing process
by making sure we have qualified educators, parents, and other stakeholders helping to write
and approve the updated rules is a crucial step forward in giving the public and school leaders
confidence in the results— and above all, ensuring high standards and opportunities for every
student.

We all benefit from high quality public education, and I am counting on you to advocate for
every New Hampshire public school student by listening to these concerns.

Sincerely,

Ronald E Brown
WILTON, NH
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From: Adams, Angela

To: William and Wendy Thomas

Subject: RE: Concerns around 306 Rules

Date: Wednesday, April 24, 2024 9:29:22 AM
Attachments: image001.png

The New Hampshire Department of Education has received your written testimony regarding the
Minimum Standards for Public School Approval (Ed 306.01-306.25 and/or Ed. 306.31-306.46). The
written testimony will be provided to the State Board of Education and will be considered in
preparing the report of public comments received on the rule pursuant to RSA 541-A:12.
Additional information regarding the Minimum Standards for Public Schools Approval can be found
on our website and information regarding the rulemaking process can be found here
https://www.gencourt.state.nh.us/rules/manual/amendedmanualeffective5-1-16amended8-1-

19.pdf.

Thank you,

Angela

Angela M. Adams | Administrator
New Hampshire Department of Education
Office of the Commissioners

Phone: 603-271-3144

25 Hall Street, Concord NH 03301

Email: angela.m.adams@doe.nh.gov

The contents of this message are confidential. Any unauthorized disclosure, reproduction, use or dissemination
(either whole or in part) is prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient of this message, please notify the sender
immediately and delete the message and any attachments from your system.

From: William and Wendy Thomas <bounce@list.granitestateprogress.org>
Sent: Tuesday, April 23, 2024 7:29 PM

To: Adams, Angela <Angela.Adams@doe.nh.gov>

Subject: Concerns around 306 Rules

EXTERNAL: Do not open attachments or click on links unless you recognize and trust the sender.

As a resident of Auburn, NH, and as a retired teacher who wants the highest quality public
schools, I am concerned about the current draft of the 306 Rules revision. All students in NH
need access to public schools where they can learn, grow, and thrive.

My wife and I, both former educators, are deeply concerned about draft changes that:

Lower academic standards, by changing “programs” and “courses” to “learning
opportunities.”

Lower the value of teaching by replacing “teaching” with “facilitated learning,” removing the
responsibility of certified educators to approve students’ demonstration of competency and
pushing students toward online learning options that do not allow for a teacher to check work
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and answer questions.

Remove local decision-making to determine how courses, credits, and other elements lead to a
diploma, instead “ensuring” that learning opportunities lead to graduation even if they lack
rigor.

Establish law through rulemaking by using language changes to strip requirements for
academic content areas, making more content optional through shifting language from “shall”
to “may.”

Instead, the 306 Rules should:

Include equity and student protections, including requirements that guarantee opportunity for
all students and rules that create safe, supportive, and nurturing learning environments.

Restore program elements to ensure that school boards and school leaders have the framework
they need to build robust, comprehensive learning programs that are responsive to student
needs.

Empower local leaders and schools and allow school districts to design high-quality local
competencies that align with state academic standards. Update state academic standards so
that all students, regardless of place, are taught the same core fundamental skills and
knowledge.

Raise standards for students and teachers by removing language that dilutes and privatizes
learning, and instead recenter high-quality instruction and materials and institute consistent,
clear, and actionable rules by establishing definitions of key terms.

[ urge you to re-approve the current 306 Rules, then revisit the editing process and make
updates as necessary. The 306 rules already in existence do a fine job of helping schools run at
present. Reverting to the existing language and being more intentional with the editing process
by making sure we have qualified educators, parents, and other stakeholders helping to write
and approve the updated rules is a crucial step forward in giving the public and school leaders
confidence in the results— and above all, ensuring high standards and opportunities for every
student.

We all benefit from high quality public education, and I am counting on you to advocate for
every New Hampshire public school student by listening to these concerns.

Sincerely,

William and Wendy Thomas
Auburn, NH
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From: Adams, Angela

To: Debra Rodd

Subject: RE: Concerns around 306 Rules

Date: Wednesday, April 24, 2024 9:29:14 AM
Attachments: image001.png

The New Hampshire Department of Education has received your written testimony regarding the
Minimum Standards for Public School Approval (Ed 306.01-306.25 and/or Ed. 306.31-306.46). The
written testimony will be provided to the State Board of Education and will be considered in
preparing the report of public comments received on the rule pursuant to RSA 541-A:12.
Additional information regarding the Minimum Standards for Public Schools Approval can be found
on our website and information regarding the rulemaking process can be found here
https://www.gencourt.state.nh.us/rules/manual/amendedmanualeffective5-1-16amended8-1-

19.pdf.

Thank you,

Angela

Angela M. Adams | Administrator
New Hampshire Department of Education
Office of the Commissioners

Phone: 603-271-3144

25 Hall Street, Concord NH 03301

Email: angela.m.adams@doe.nh.gov

The contents of this message are confidential. Any unauthorized disclosure, reproduction, use or dissemination
(either whole or in part) is prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient of this message, please notify the sender
immediately and delete the message and any attachments from your system.

From: Debra Rodd <bounce@list.granitestateprogress.org>
Sent: Tuesday, April 23, 2024 7:33 PM

To: Adams, Angela <Angela.Adams@doe.nh.gov>

Subject: Concerns around 306 Rules

|EXTERNAL: Do not open attachments or click on links unless you recognize and trust the sender.

As a New Hampshire resident who wants the highest quality public schools, I am concerned
about the current draft of the 306 Rules revision. All students need access to public schools
where they can learn, grow, and thrive.

Specifically, I am concerned about draft changes that:

Lower academic standards, by changing “programs” and “courses” to “learning
opportunities.”

Lower the value of teaching by replacing “teaching” with “facilitated learning,” removing the
responsibility of certified educators to approve students’ demonstration of competency and
pushing students toward online learning options that do not allow for a teacher to check work
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and answer questions.

Remove local decision-making to determine how courses, credits, and other elements lead to a
diploma, instead “ensuring” that learning opportunities lead to graduation even if they lack
rigor.

Establish law through rulemaking by using language changes to strip requirements for
academic content areas, making more content optional through shifting language from “shall”
to “may.”

Instead, the 306 Rules should:

Include equity and student protections, including requirements that guarantee opportunity for
all students and rules that create safe, supportive, and nurturing learning environments.

Restore program elements to ensure that school boards and school leaders have the framework
they need to build robust, comprehensive learning programs that are responsive to student
needs.

Empower local leaders and schools and allow school districts to design high-quality local
competencies that align with state academic standards. Update state academic standards so
that all students, regardless of place, are taught the same core fundamental skills and
knowledge.

Raise standards for students and teachers by removing language that dilutes and privatizes
learning, and instead recenter high-quality instruction and materials and institute consistent,
clear, and actionable rules by establishing definitions of key terms.

[ urge you to re-approve the current 306 Rules, then revisit the editing process and make
updates as necessary. The 306 rules already in existence do a fine job of helping schools run at
present. Reverting to the existing language and being more intentional with the editing process
by making sure we have qualified educators, parents, and other stakeholders helping to write
and approve the updated rules is a crucial step forward in giving the public and school leaders
confidence in the results— and above all, ensuring high standards and opportunities for every
student.

We all benefit from high quality public education, and I am counting on you to advocate for
every New Hampshire public school student by listening to these concerns.

Sincerely,
Debra Rodd

Debra Rodd
Ambherst, NH
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From: Adams, Angela

To: Doreen Desmarais
Subject: RE: Concerns around 306 Rules
Date: Wednesday, April 24, 2024 9:35:50 AM

The New Hampshire Department of Education has received your written testimony regarding the
Minimum Standards for Public School Approval (Ed 306.01-306.25 and/or Ed. 306.31-306.46). The
written testimony will be provided to the State Board of Education and will be considered in
preparing the report of public comments received on the rule pursuant to RSA 541-A:12.
Additional information regarding the Minimum Standards for Public Schools Approval can be found
on our website and information regarding the rulemaking process can be found here
https://www.gencourt.state.nh.us/rules/manual/amendedmanualeffective5-1-16amended8-1-

19.pdf.

Thank you,

Angela

Angela M. Adams | Administrator
New Hampshire Department of Education
Office of the Commissioners

The contents of this message are confidential. Any unauthorized disclosure, reproduction, use or dissemination
(either whole or in part) is prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient of this message, please notify the sender
immediately and delete the message and any attachments from your system.

From: Doreen Desmarais <bounce@list.granitestateprogress.org>
Sent: Tuesday, April 23, 2024 5:30 PM

To: Adams, Angela <Angela.Adams@doe.nh.gov>

Subject: Concerns around 306 Rules

|EXTERNAL: Do not open attachments or click on links unless you recognize and trust the sender.

As a New Hampshire resident who wants the highest quality public schools, I am concerned
about the current draft of the 306 Rules revision. All students need access to public schools
where they can learn, grow, and thrive.

Specifically, I am concerned about draft changes that:

Lower academic standards, by changing “programs” and “courses” to “learning
opportunities.”

Lower the value of teaching by replacing “teaching” with “facilitated learning,” removing the
responsibility of certified educators to approve students’ demonstration of competency and
pushing students toward online learning options that do not allow for a teacher to check work
and answer questions.

Remove local decision-making to determine how courses, credits, and other elements lead to a
diploma, instead “ensuring” that learning opportunities lead to graduation even if they lack
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rigor.

Establish law through rulemaking by using language changes to strip requirements for
academic content areas, making more content optional through shifting language from “shall”
to “may.”

Instead, the 306 Rules should:

Include equity and student protections, including requirements that guarantee opportunity for
all students and rules that create safe, supportive, and nurturing learning environments.

Restore program elements to ensure that school boards and school leaders have the framework
they need to build robust, comprehensive learning programs that are responsive to student
needs.

Empower local leaders and schools and allow school districts to design high-quality local
competencies that align with state academic standards. Update state academic standards so
that all students, regardless of place, are taught the same core fundamental skills and
knowledge.

Raise standards for students and teachers by removing language that dilutes and privatizes
learning, and instead recenter high-quality instruction and materials and institute consistent,
clear, and actionable rules by establishing definitions of key terms.

I urge you to re-approve the current 306 Rules, then revisit the editing process and make
updates as necessary. The 306 rules already in existence do a fine job of helping schools run at
present. Reverting to the existing language and being more intentional with the editing process
by making sure we have qualified educators, parents, and other stakeholders helping to write
and approve the updated rules is a crucial step forward in giving the public and school leaders
confidence in the results— and above all, ensuring high standards and opportunities for every
student.

We all benefit from high quality public education, and I am counting on you to advocate for
every New Hampshire public school student by listening to these concerns.

Sincerely,

Doreen Desmarais
Northwood, NH
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From: Adams, Angela

To: Brenda Diederich
Subject: RE: Concerns around 306 Rules
Date: Wednesday, April 24, 2024 9:35:43 AM

The New Hampshire Department of Education has received your written testimony regarding the
Minimum Standards for Public School Approval (Ed 306.01-306.25 and/or Ed. 306.31-306.46). The
written testimony will be provided to the State Board of Education and will be considered in
preparing the report of public comments received on the rule pursuant to RSA 541-A:12.
Additional information regarding the Minimum Standards for Public Schools Approval can be found
on our website and information regarding the rulemaking process can be found here
https://www.gencourt.state.nh.us/rules/manual/amendedmanualeffective5-1-16amended8-1-

19.pdf.

Thank you,

Angela

Angela M. Adams | Administrator
New Hampshire Department of Education
Office of the Commissioners

The contents of this message are confidential. Any unauthorized disclosure, reproduction, use or dissemination
(either whole or in part) is prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient of this message, please notify the sender
immediately and delete the message and any attachments from your system.

From: Brenda Diederich <bounce@list.granitestateprogress.org>
Sent: Tuesday, April 23, 2024 5:32 PM

To: Adams, Angela <Angela.Adams@doe.nh.gov>

Subject: Concerns around 306 Rules

|EXTERNAL: Do not open attachments or click on links unless you recognize and trust the sender.

As a New Hampshire resident who wants the highest quality public schools, I am concerned
about the current draft of the 306 Rules revision. All students need access to public schools
where they can learn, grow, and thrive.

Specifically, I am concerned about draft changes that:

Lower academic standards, by changing “programs” and “courses” to “learning
opportunities.”

Lower the value of teaching by replacing “teaching” with “facilitated learning,” removing the
responsibility of certified educators to approve students’ demonstration of competency and
pushing students toward online learning options that do not allow for a teacher to check work
and answer questions.

Remove local decision-making to determine how courses, credits, and other elements lead to a
diploma, instead “ensuring” that learning opportunities lead to graduation even if they lack
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rigor.

Establish law through rulemaking by using language changes to strip requirements for
academic content areas, making more content optional through shifting language from “shall”
to “may.”

Instead, the 306 Rules should:

Include equity and student protections, including requirements that guarantee opportunity for
all students and rules that create safe, supportive, and nurturing learning environments.

Restore program elements to ensure that school boards and school leaders have the framework
they need to build robust, comprehensive learning programs that are responsive to student
needs.

Empower local leaders and schools and allow school districts to design high-quality local
competencies that align with state academic standards. Update state academic standards so
that all students, regardless of place, are taught the same core fundamental skills and
knowledge.

Raise standards for students and teachers by removing language that dilutes and privatizes
learning, and instead recenter high-quality instruction and materials and institute consistent,
clear, and actionable rules by establishing definitions of key terms.

I urge you to re-approve the current 306 Rules, then revisit the editing process and make
updates as necessary. The 306 rules already in existence do a fine job of helping schools run at
present. Reverting to the existing language and being more intentional with the editing process
by making sure we have qualified educators, parents, and other stakeholders helping to write
and approve the updated rules is a crucial step forward in giving the public and school leaders
confidence in the results— and above all, ensuring high standards and opportunities for every
student.

We all benefit from high quality public education, and I am counting on you to advocate for
every New Hampshire public school student by listening to these concerns.

Sincerely,

Brenda Diederich
Bristol, NH
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From: Adams, Angela

To: Janice Kelble
Subject: RE: Concerns around 306 Rules
Date: Wednesday, April 24, 2024 9:35:30 AM

The New Hampshire Department of Education has received your written testimony regarding the
Minimum Standards for Public School Approval (Ed 306.01-306.25 and/or Ed. 306.31-306.46). The
written testimony will be provided to the State Board of Education and will be considered in
preparing the report of public comments received on the rule pursuant to RSA 541-A:12.
Additional information regarding the Minimum Standards for Public Schools Approval can be found
on our website and information regarding the rulemaking process can be found here
https://www.gencourt.state.nh.us/rules/manual/amendedmanualeffective5-1-16amended8-1-

19.pdf.

Thank you,

Angela

Angela M. Adams | Administrator
New Hampshire Department of Education
Office of the Commissioners

The contents of this message are confidential. Any unauthorized disclosure, reproduction, use or dissemination
(either whole or in part) is prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient of this message, please notify the sender
immediately and delete the message and any attachments from your system.

From: Janice Kelble <bounce@list.granitestateprogress.org>
Sent: Tuesday, April 23, 2024 5:38 PM

To: Adams, Angela <Angela.Adams@doe.nh.gov>

Subject: Concerns around 306 Rules

EXTERNAL: Do not open attachments or click on links unless you recognize and trust the sender.

As a New Hampshire resident who wants the highest quality public schools, I am concerned
about the current draft of the 306 Rules revision. All students need access to public schools
where they can learn, grow, and thrive.

Specifically, I am concerned about draft changes that:

Lower academic standards, by changing “programs” and “courses” to “learning
opportunities.”

Lower the value of teaching by replacing “teaching” with “facilitated learning,” removing the
responsibility of certified educators to approve students’ demonstration of competency and
pushing students toward online learning options that do not allow for a teacher to check work
and answer questions.

Remove local decision-making to determine how courses, credits, and other elements lead to a
diploma, instead “ensuring” that learning opportunities lead to graduation even if they lack
rigor.

DOE117_001


mailto:Angela.M.Adams@doe.nh.gov
mailto:jkreflection@gmail.com
https://www.education.nh.gov/who-we-are/deputy-commissioner/office-governance/administrative-rules/minimum-standards
https://www.gencourt.state.nh.us/rules/manual/amendedmanualeffective5-1-16amended8-1-19.pdf
https://www.gencourt.state.nh.us/rules/manual/amendedmanualeffective5-1-16amended8-1-19.pdf

Establish law through rulemaking by using language changes to strip requirements for
academic content areas, making more content optional through shifting language from “shall”
to “may.”

Instead, the 306 Rules should:

Include equity and student protections, including requirements that guarantee opportunity for
all students and rules that create safe, supportive, and nurturing learning environments.

Restore program elements to ensure that school boards and school leaders have the framework
they need to build robust, comprehensive learning programs that are responsive to student
needs.

Empower local leaders and schools and allow school districts to design high-quality local
competencies that align with state academic standards. Update state academic standards so
that all students, regardless of place, are taught the same core fundamental skills and
knowledge.

Raise standards for students and teachers by removing language that dilutes and privatizes
learning, and instead recenter high-quality instruction and materials and institute consistent,
clear, and actionable rules by establishing definitions of key terms.

[ urge you to re-approve the current 306 Rules, then revisit the editing process and make
updates as necessary. The 306 rules already in existence do a fine job of helping schools run at
present. Reverting to the existing language and being more intentional with the editing process
by making sure we have qualified educators, parents, and other stakeholders helping to write
and approve the updated rules is a crucial step forward in giving the public and school leaders
confidence in the results— and above all, ensuring high standards and opportunities for every
student.

We all benefit from high quality public education, and I am counting on you to advocate for
every New Hampshire public school student by listening to these concerns.

Sincerely,

Janice Kelble
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From: Adams, Angela

To: Jennifer LeBlanc
Subject: RE: Concerns around 306 Rules
Date: Wednesday, April 24, 2024 9:34:54 AM

The New Hampshire Department of Education has received your written testimony regarding the
Minimum Standards for Public School Approval (Ed 306.01-306.25 and/or Ed. 306.31-306.46). The
written testimony will be provided to the State Board of Education and will be considered in
preparing the report of public comments received on the rule pursuant to RSA 541-A:12.
Additional information regarding the Minimum Standards for Public Schools Approval can be found
on our website and information regarding the rulemaking process can be found here
https://www.gencourt.state.nh.us/rules/manual/amendedmanualeffective5-1-16amended8-1-

19.pdf.

Thank you,

Angela

Angela M. Adams | Administrator
New Hampshire Department of Education
Office of the Commissioners

The contents of this message are confidential. Any unauthorized disclosure, reproduction, use or dissemination
(either whole or in part) is prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient of this message, please notify the sender
immediately and delete the message and any attachments from your system.

From: Jennifer LeBlanc <bounce@list.granitestateprogress.org>
Sent: Tuesday, April 23, 2024 5:44 PM

To: Adams, Angela <Angela.Adams@doe.nh.gov>

Subject: Concerns around 306 Rules

|EXTERNAL: Do not open attachments or click on links unless you recognize and trust the sender.

As a New Hampshire resident who wants the highest quality public schools, I am concerned
about the current draft of the 306 Rules revision. All students need access to public schools
where they can learn, grow, and thrive.

Specifically, I am concerned about draft changes that:

Lower academic standards, by changing “programs” and “courses” to “learning
opportunities.”

Lower the value of teaching by replacing “teaching” with “facilitated learning,” removing the
responsibility of certified educators to approve students’ demonstration of competency and
pushing students toward online learning options that do not allow for a teacher to check work
and answer questions.

Remove local decision-making to determine how courses, credits, and other elements lead to a
diploma, instead “ensuring” that learning opportunities lead to graduation even if they lack
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rigor.

Establish law through rulemaking by using language changes to strip requirements for
academic content areas, making more content optional through shifting language from “shall”
to “may.”

Instead, the 306 Rules should:

Include equity and student protections, including requirements that guarantee opportunity for
all students and rules that create safe, supportive, and nurturing learning environments.

Restore program elements to ensure that school boards and school leaders have the framework
they need to build robust, comprehensive learning programs that are responsive to student
needs.

Empower local leaders and schools and allow school districts to design high-quality local
competencies that align with state academic standards. Update state academic standards so
that all students, regardless of place, are taught the same core fundamental skills and
knowledge.

Raise standards for students and teachers by removing language that dilutes and privatizes
learning, and instead recenter high-quality instruction and materials and institute consistent,
clear, and actionable rules by establishing definitions of key terms.

I urge you to re-approve the current 306 Rules, then revisit the editing process and make
updates as necessary. The 306 rules already in existence do a fine job of helping schools run at
present. Reverting to the existing language and being more intentional with the editing process
by making sure we have qualified educators, parents, and other stakeholders helping to write
and approve the updated rules is a crucial step forward in giving the public and school leaders
confidence in the results— and above all, ensuring high standards and opportunities for every
student.

We all benefit from high quality public education, and I am counting on you to advocate for
every New Hampshire public school student by listening to these concerns.

Sincerely,

Jennifer LeBlanc
Lebanon, NH
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From: Adams, Angela

To: Andrea Thorn
Subject: RE: Concerns around 306 Rules
Date: Wednesday, April 24, 2024 9:34:39 AM

The New Hampshire Department of Education has received your written testimony regarding the
Minimum Standards for Public School Approval (Ed 306.01-306.25 and/or Ed. 306.31-306.46). The
written testimony will be provided to the State Board of Education and will be considered in
preparing the report of public comments received on the rule pursuant to RSA 541-A:12.
Additional information regarding the Minimum Standards for Public Schools Approval can be found
on our website and information regarding the rulemaking process can be found here
https://www.gencourt.state.nh.us/rules/manual/amendedmanualeffective5-1-16amended8-1-

19.pdf.

Thank you,

Angela

Angela M. Adams | Administrator
New Hampshire Department of Education
Office of the Commissioners

The contents of this message are confidential. Any unauthorized disclosure, reproduction, use or dissemination
(either whole or in part) is prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient of this message, please notify the sender
immediately and delete the message and any attachments from your system.

From: Andrea Thorn <bounce@list.granitestateprogress.org>
Sent: Tuesday, April 23, 2024 5:49 PM

To: Adams, Angela <Angela.Adams@doe.nh.gov>

Subject: Concerns around 306 Rules

EXTERNAL: Do not open attachments or click on links unless you recognize and trust the sender.

As a New Hampshire resident who wants the highest quality public schools, I am concerned
about the current draft of the 306 Rules revision. All students need access to public schools
where they can learn, grow, and thrive.

Specifically, I am concerned about draft changes that:

Lower academic standards, by changing “programs” and “courses” to “learning
opportunities.”

Lower the value of teaching by replacing “teaching” with “facilitated learning,” removing the
responsibility of certified educators to approve students’ demonstration of competency and
pushing students toward online learning options that do not allow for a teacher to check work
and answer questions.

Remove local decision-making to determine how courses, credits, and other elements lead to a
diploma, instead “ensuring” that learning opportunities lead to graduation even if they lack
rigor.
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Establish law through rulemaking by using language changes to strip requirements for
academic content areas, making more content optional through shifting language from “shall”
to “may.”

Instead, the 306 Rules should:

Include equity and student protections, including requirements that guarantee opportunity for
all students and rules that create safe, supportive, and nurturing learning environments.

Restore program elements to ensure that school boards and school leaders have the framework
they need to build robust, comprehensive learning programs that are responsive to student
needs.

Empower local leaders and schools and allow school districts to design high-quality local
competencies that align with state academic standards. Update state academic standards so
that all students, regardless of place, are taught the same core fundamental skills and
knowledge.

Raise standards for students and teachers by removing language that dilutes and privatizes
learning, and instead recenter high-quality instruction and materials and institute consistent,
clear, and actionable rules by establishing definitions of key terms.

[ urge you to re-approve the current 306 Rules, then revisit the editing process and make
updates as necessary. The 306 rules already in existence do a fine job of helping schools run at
present. Reverting to the existing language and being more intentional with the editing process
by making sure we have qualified educators, parents, and other stakeholders helping to write
and approve the updated rules is a crucial step forward in giving the public and school leaders
confidence in the results— and above all, ensuring high standards and opportunities for every
student.

We all benefit from high quality public education, and I am counting on you to advocate for
every New Hampshire public school student by listening to these concerns.

Sincerely,

Andrea Thorn
Newmarket, NH
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From: Adams, Angela

To: Tina Kriebel
Subject: RE: Concerns around 306 Rules
Date: Wednesday, April 24, 2024 9:36:23 AM

The New Hampshire Department of Education has received your written testimony regarding the
Minimum Standards for Public School Approval (Ed 306.01-306.25 and/or Ed. 306.31-306.46). The
written testimony will be provided to the State Board of Education and will be considered in
preparing the report of public comments received on the rule pursuant to RSA 541-A:12.
Additional information regarding the Minimum Standards for Public Schools Approval can be found
on our website and information regarding the rulemaking process can be found here
https://www.gencourt.state.nh.us/rules/manual/amendedmanualeffective5-1-16amended8-1-

19.pdf.

Thank you,

Angela

Angela M. Adams | Administrator
New Hampshire Department of Education
Office of the Commissioners

The contents of this message are confidential. Any unauthorized disclosure, reproduction, use or dissemination
(either whole or in part) is prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient of this message, please notify the sender
immediately and delete the message and any attachments from your system.

From: Tina Kriebel <bounce@list.granitestateprogress.org>
Sent: Tuesday, April 23, 2024 5:17 PM

To: Adams, Angela <Angela.Adams@doe.nh.gov>

Subject: Concerns around 306 Rules

|EXTERNAL: Do not open attachments or click on links unless you recognize and trust the sender.

As a New Hampshire resident who wants the highest quality public schools, I am concerned
about the current draft of the 306 Rules revision. All students need access to public schools
where they can learn, grow, and thrive.

Specifically, I am concerned about draft changes that:

Lower academic standards, by changing “programs” and “courses” to “learning
opportunities.”

Lower the value of teaching by replacing “teaching” with “facilitated learning,” removing the
responsibility of certified educators to approve students’ demonstration of competency and
pushing students toward online learning options that do not allow for a teacher to check work
and answer questions.

Remove local decision-making to determine how courses, credits, and other elements lead to a
diploma, instead “ensuring” that learning opportunities lead to graduation even if they lack
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rigor.

Establish law through rulemaking by using language changes to strip requirements for
academic content areas, making more content optional through shifting language from “shall”
to “may.”

Instead, the 306 Rules should:

Include equity and student protections, including requirements that guarantee opportunity for
all students and rules that create safe, supportive, and nurturing learning environments.

Restore program elements to ensure that school boards and school leaders have the framework
they need to build robust, comprehensive learning programs that are responsive to student
needs.

Empower local leaders and schools and allow school districts to design high-quality local
competencies that align with state academic standards. Update state academic standards so
that all students, regardless of place, are taught the same core fundamental skills and
knowledge.

Raise standards for students and teachers by removing language that dilutes and privatizes
learning, and instead recenter high-quality instruction and materials and institute consistent,
clear, and actionable rules by establishing definitions of key terms.

I urge you to re-approve the current 306 Rules, then revisit the editing process and make
updates as necessary. The 306 rules already in existence do a fine job of helping schools run at
present. Reverting to the existing language and being more intentional with the editing process
by making sure we have qualified educators, parents, and other stakeholders helping to write
and approve the updated rules is a crucial step forward in giving the public and school leaders
confidence in the results— and above all, ensuring high standards and opportunities for every
student.

We all benefit from high quality public education, and I am counting on you to advocate for
every New Hampshire public school student by listening to these concerns.

Sincerely,

Tina Kriebel
Peterborough, NH
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From: Adams, Angela

To: Bill Kingston
Subject: RE: Concerns around 306 Rules
Date: Wednesday, April 24, 2024 9:34:05 AM

The New Hampshire Department of Education has received your written testimony regarding the
Minimum Standards for Public School Approval (Ed 306.01-306.25 and/or Ed. 306.31-306.46). The
written testimony will be provided to the State Board of Education and will be considered in
preparing the report of public comments received on the rule pursuant to RSA 541-A:12.
Additional information regarding the Minimum Standards for Public Schools Approval can be found
on our website and information regarding the rulemaking process can be found here
https://www.gencourt.state.nh.us/rules/manual/amendedmanualeffective5-1-16amended8-1-

19.pdf.

Thank you,

Angela

Angela M. Adams | Administrator
New Hampshire Department of Education
Office of the Commissioners

The contents of this message are confidential. Any unauthorized disclosure, reproduction, use or dissemination
(either whole or in part) is prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient of this message, please notify the sender
immediately and delete the message and any attachments from your system.

From: Bill Kingston <bounce@list.granitestateprogress.org>
Sent: Tuesday, April 23, 2024 5:58 PM

To: Adams, Angela <Angela.Adams@doe.nh.gov>

Subject: Concerns around 306 Rules

|EXTERNAL: Do not open attachments or click on links unless you recognize and trust the sender.

As a New Hampshire resident who wants the highest quality public schools, I am concerned
about the current draft of the 306 Rules revision. All students need access to public schools
where they can learn, grow, and thrive.

Specifically, I am concerned about draft changes that:

Lower academic standards, by changing “programs” and “courses” to “learning
opportunities.”

Lower the value of teaching by replacing “teaching” with “facilitated learning,” removing the
responsibility of certified educators to approve students’ demonstration of competency and
pushing students toward online learning options that do not allow for a teacher to check work
and answer questions.

Remove local decision-making to determine how courses, credits, and other elements lead to a
diploma, instead “ensuring” that learning opportunities lead to graduation even if they lack
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rigor.

Establish law through rulemaking by using language changes to strip requirements for
academic content areas, making more content optional through shifting language from “shall”
to “may.”

Instead, the 306 Rules should:

Include equity and student protections, including requirements that guarantee opportunity for
all students and rules that create safe, supportive, and nurturing learning environments.

Restore program elements to ensure that school boards and school leaders have the framework
they need to build robust, comprehensive learning programs that are responsive to student
needs.

Empower local leaders and schools and allow school districts to design high-quality local
competencies that align with state academic standards. Update state academic standards so
that all students, regardless of place, are taught the same core fundamental skills and
knowledge.

Raise standards for students and teachers by removing language that dilutes and privatizes
learning, and instead recenter high-quality instruction and materials and institute consistent,
clear, and actionable rules by establishing definitions of key terms.

I urge you to re-approve the current 306 Rules, then revisit the editing process and make
updates as necessary. The 306 rules already in existence do a fine job of helping schools run at
present. Reverting to the existing language and being more intentional with the editing process
by making sure we have qualified educators, parents, and other stakeholders helping to write
and approve the updated rules is a crucial step forward in giving the public and school leaders
confidence in the results— and above all, ensuring high standards and opportunities for every
student.

We all benefit from high quality public education, and I am counting on you to advocate for
every New Hampshire public school student by listening to these concerns.

Sincerely,

Bill Kingston
New Castle, NH
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From: Adams, Angela

To: Shawn Yager
Subject: RE: Concerns around 306 Rules
Date: Wednesday, April 24, 2024 9:33:43 AM

The New Hampshire Department of Education has received your written testimony regarding the
Minimum Standards for Public School Approval (Ed 306.01-306.25 and/or Ed. 306.31-306.46). The
written testimony will be provided to the State Board of Education and will be considered in
preparing the report of public comments received on the rule pursuant to RSA 541-A:12.
Additional information regarding the Minimum Standards for Public Schools Approval can be found
on our website and information regarding the rulemaking process can be found here
https://www.gencourt.state.nh.us/rules/manual/amendedmanualeffective5-1-16amended8-1-

19.pdf.

Thank you,

Angela

Angela M. Adams | Administrator
New Hampshire Department of Education
Office of the Commissioners

The contents of this message are confidential. Any unauthorized disclosure, reproduction, use or dissemination
(either whole or in part) is prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient of this message, please notify the sender
immediately and delete the message and any attachments from your system.

From: Shawn Yager <bounce@list.granitestateprogress.org>
Sent: Tuesday, April 23, 2024 6:00 PM

To: Adams, Angela <Angela.Adams@doe.nh.gov>

Subject: Concerns around 306 Rules

|EXTERNAL: Do not open attachments or click on links unless you recognize and trust the sender.

As a New Hampshire resident who wants the highest quality public schools, I am concerned
about the current draft of the 306 Rules revision. All students need access to public schools
where they can learn, grow, and thrive.

Specifically, I am concerned about draft changes that:

Lower academic standards, by changing “programs” and “courses” to “learning
opportunities.”

Lower the value of teaching by replacing “teaching” with “facilitated learning,” removing the
responsibility of certified educators to approve students’ demonstration of competency and
pushing students toward online learning options that do not allow for a teacher to check work
and answer questions.

Remove local decision-making to determine how courses, credits, and other elements lead to a
diploma, instead “ensuring” that learning opportunities lead to graduation even if they lack
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rigor.

Establish law through rulemaking by using language changes to strip requirements for
academic content areas, making more content optional through shifting language from “shall”
to “may.”

Instead, the 306 Rules should:

Include equity and student protections, including requirements that guarantee opportunity for
all students and rules that create safe, supportive, and nurturing learning environments.

Restore program elements to ensure that school boards and school leaders have the framework
they need to build robust, comprehensive learning programs that are responsive to student
needs.

Empower local leaders and schools and allow school districts to design high-quality local
competencies that align with state academic standards. Update state academic standards so
that all students, regardless of place, are taught the same core fundamental skills and
knowledge.

Raise standards for students and teachers by removing language that dilutes and privatizes
learning, and instead recenter high-quality instruction and materials and institute consistent,
clear, and actionable rules by establishing definitions of key terms.

I urge you to re-approve the current 306 Rules, then revisit the editing process and make
updates as necessary. The 306 rules already in existence do a fine job of helping schools run at
present. Reverting to the existing language and being more intentional with the editing process
by making sure we have qualified educators, parents, and other stakeholders helping to write
and approve the updated rules is a crucial step forward in giving the public and school leaders
confidence in the results— and above all, ensuring high standards and opportunities for every
student.

We all benefit from high quality public education, and I am counting on you to advocate for
every New Hampshire public school student by listening to these concerns.

Sincerely,

Shawn Yager
Keene, NH
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From: Adams, Angela

To: Barbara Fitzgerald
Subject: RE: Concerns around 306 Rules
Date: Wednesday, April 24, 2024 9:33:24 AM

The New Hampshire Department of Education has received your written testimony regarding the
Minimum Standards for Public School Approval (Ed 306.01-306.25 and/or Ed. 306.31-306.46). The
written testimony will be provided to the State Board of Education and will be considered in
preparing the report of public comments received on the rule pursuant to RSA 541-A:12.
Additional information regarding the Minimum Standards for Public Schools Approval can be found
on our website and information regarding the rulemaking process can be found here
https://www.gencourt.state.nh.us/rules/manual/amendedmanualeffective5-1-16amended8-1-

19.pdf.

Thank you,

Angela

Angela M. Adams | Administrator
New Hampshire Department of Education
Office of the Commissioners

The contents of this message are confidential. Any unauthorized disclosure, reproduction, use or dissemination
(either whole or in part) is prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient of this message, please notify the sender
immediately and delete the message and any attachments from your system.

From: Barbara Fitzgerald <bounce@list.granitestateprogress.org>
Sent: Tuesday, April 23, 2024 6:04 PM

To: Adams, Angela <Angela.Adams@doe.nh.gov>

Subject: Concerns around 306 Rules

|EXTERNAL: Do not open attachments or click on links unless you recognize and trust the sender.

As a New Hampshire resident who wants the highest quality public schools, I am concerned
about the current draft of the 306 Rules revision. All students need access to public schools
where they can learn, grow, and thrive.

Specifically, I am concerned about draft changes that:

Lower academic standards, by changing “programs” and “courses” to “learning
opportunities.”

Lower the value of teaching by replacing “teaching” with “facilitated learning,” removing the
responsibility of certified educators to approve students’ demonstration of competency and
pushing students toward online learning options that do not allow for a teacher to check work
and answer questions.

Remove local decision-making to determine how courses, credits, and other elements lead to a
diploma, instead “ensuring” that learning opportunities lead to graduation even if they lack
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rigor.

Establish law through rulemaking by using language changes to strip requirements for
academic content areas, making more content optional through shifting language from “shall”
to “may.”

Instead, the 306 Rules should:

Include equity and student protections, including requirements that guarantee opportunity for
all students and rules that create safe, supportive, and nurturing learning environments.

Restore program elements to ensure that school boards and school leaders have the framework
they need to build robust, comprehensive learning programs that are responsive to student
needs.

Empower local leaders and schools and allow school districts to design high-quality local
competencies that align with state academic standards. Update state academic standards so
that all students, regardless of place, are taught the same core fundamental skills and
knowledge.

Raise standards for students and teachers by removing language that dilutes and privatizes
learning, and instead recenter high-quality instruction and materials and institute consistent,
clear, and actionable rules by establishing definitions of key terms.

I urge you to re-approve the current 306 Rules, then revisit the editing process and make
updates as necessary. The 306 rules already in existence do a fine job of helping schools run at
present. Reverting to the existing language and being more intentional with the editing process
by making sure we have qualified educators, parents, and other stakeholders helping to write
and approve the updated rules is a crucial step forward in giving the public and school leaders
confidence in the results— and above all, ensuring high standards and opportunities for every
student.

We all benefit from high quality public education, and I am counting on you to advocate for
every New Hampshire public school student by listening to these concerns.

Sincerely,

Barbara Fitzgerald
Sunapee, NH
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From: Adams, Angela

To: Robert Seavey
Subject: RE: Concerns around 306 Rules
Date: Wednesday, April 24, 2024 9:33:16 AM

The New Hampshire Department of Education has received your written testimony regarding the
Minimum Standards for Public School Approval (Ed 306.01-306.25 and/or Ed. 306.31-306.46). The
written testimony will be provided to the State Board of Education and will be considered in
preparing the report of public comments received on the rule pursuant to RSA 541-A:12.
Additional information regarding the Minimum Standards for Public Schools Approval can be found
on our website and information regarding the rulemaking process can be found here
https://www.gencourt.state.nh.us/rules/manual/amendedmanualeffective5-1-16amended8-1-

19.pdf.

Thank you,

Angela

Angela M. Adams | Administrator
New Hampshire Department of Education
Office of the Commissioners

The contents of this message are confidential. Any unauthorized disclosure, reproduction, use or dissemination
(either whole or in part) is prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient of this message, please notify the sender
immediately and delete the message and any attachments from your system.

From: Robert Seavey <bounce@list.granitestateprogress.org>
Sent: Tuesday, April 23, 2024 6:11 PM

To: Adams, Angela <Angela.Adams@doe.nh.gov>

Subject: Concerns around 306 Rules

|EXTERNAL: Do not open attachments or click on links unless you recognize and trust the sender.

As a New Hampshire resident who wants the highest quality public schools, I am concerned
about the current draft of the 306 Rules revision. All students need access to public schools
where they can learn, grow, and thrive.

Specifically, I am concerned about draft changes that:

Lower academic standards, by changing “programs” and “courses” to “learning
opportunities.”

Lower the value of teaching by replacing “teaching” with “facilitated learning,” removing the
responsibility of certified educators to approve students’ demonstration of competency and
pushing students toward online learning options that do not allow for a teacher to check work
and answer questions.

Remove local decision-making to determine how courses, credits, and other elements lead to a
diploma, instead “ensuring” that learning opportunities lead to graduation even if they lack
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rigor.

Establish law through rulemaking by using language changes to strip requirements for
academic content areas, making more content optional through shifting language from “shall”
to “may.”

Instead, the 306 Rules should:

Include equity and student protections, including requirements that guarantee opportunity for
all students and rules that create safe, supportive, and nurturing learning environments.

Restore program elements to ensure that school boards and school leaders have the framework
they need to build robust, comprehensive learning programs that are responsive to student
needs.

Empower local leaders and schools and allow school districts to design high-quality local
competencies that align with state academic standards. Update state academic standards so
that all students, regardless of place, are taught the same core fundamental skills and
knowledge.

Raise standards for students and teachers by removing language that dilutes and privatizes
learning, and instead recenter high-quality instruction and materials and institute consistent,
clear, and actionable rules by establishing definitions of key terms.

I urge you to re-approve the current 306 Rules, then revisit the editing process and make
updates as necessary. The 306 rules already in existence do a fine job of helping schools run at
present. Reverting to the existing language and being more intentional with the editing process
by making sure we have qualified educators, parents, and other stakeholders helping to write
and approve the updated rules is a crucial step forward in giving the public and school leaders
confidence in the results— and above all, ensuring high standards and opportunities for every
student.

We all benefit from high quality public education, and I am counting on you to advocate for
every New Hampshire public school student by listening to these concerns.

Sincerely,

Robert Seavey
Newport, NH
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From: Adams, Angela

To: Timothy Gearin
Subject: RE: Concerns around 306 Rules
Date: Wednesday, April 24, 2024 9:32:54 AM

The New Hampshire Department of Education has received your written testimony regarding the
Minimum Standards for Public School Approval (Ed 306.01-306.25 and/or Ed. 306.31-306.46). The
written testimony will be provided to the State Board of Education and will be considered in
preparing the report of public comments received on the rule pursuant to RSA 541-A:12.
Additional information regarding the Minimum Standards for Public Schools Approval can be found
on our website and information regarding the rulemaking process can be found here
https://www.gencourt.state.nh.us/rules/manual/amendedmanualeffective5-1-16amended8-1-

19.pdf.

Thank you,

Angela

Angela M. Adams | Administrator
New Hampshire Department of Education
Office of the Commissioners

The contents of this message are confidential. Any unauthorized disclosure, reproduction, use or dissemination
(either whole or in part) is prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient of this message, please notify the sender
immediately and delete the message and any attachments from your system.

From: Timothy Gearin <bounce@list.granitestateprogress.org>
Sent: Tuesday, April 23, 2024 6:19 PM

To: Adams, Angela <Angela.Adams@doe.nh.gov>

Subject: Concerns around 306 Rules

|EXTERNAL: Do not open attachments or click on links unless you recognize and trust the sender.

As a New Hampshire resident who wants the highest quality public schools, I am concerned
about the current draft of the 306 Rules revision. All students need access to public schools
where they can learn, grow, and thrive.

Specifically, I am concerned about draft changes that:

Lower academic standards, by changing “programs” and “courses” to “learning
opportunities.”

Lower the value of teaching by replacing “teaching” with “facilitated learning,” removing the
responsibility of certified educators to approve students’ demonstration of competency and
pushing students toward online learning options that do not allow for a teacher to check work
and answer questions.

Remove local decision-making to determine how courses, credits, and other elements lead to a
diploma, instead “ensuring” that learning opportunities lead to graduation even if they lack
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rigor.

Establish law through rulemaking by using language changes to strip requirements for
academic content areas, making more content optional through shifting language from “shall”
to “may.”

Instead, the 306 Rules should:

Include equity and student protections, including requirements that guarantee opportunity for
all students and rules that create safe, supportive, and nurturing learning environments.

Restore program elements to ensure that school boards and school leaders have the framework
they need to build robust, comprehensive learning programs that are responsive to student
needs.

Empower local leaders and schools and allow school districts to design high-quality local
competencies that align with state academic standards. Update state academic standards so
that all students, regardless of place, are taught the same core fundamental skills and
knowledge.

Raise standards for students and teachers by removing language that dilutes and privatizes
learning, and instead recenter high-quality instruction and materials and institute consistent,
clear, and actionable rules by establishing definitions of key terms.

I urge you to re-approve the current 306 Rules, then revisit the editing process and make
updates as necessary. The 306 rules already in existence do a fine job of helping schools run at
present. Reverting to the existing language and being more intentional with the editing process
by making sure we have qualified educators, parents, and other stakeholders helping to write
and approve the updated rules is a crucial step forward in giving the public and school leaders
confidence in the results— and above all, ensuring high standards and opportunities for every
student.

We all benefit from high quality public education, and I am counting on you to advocate for
every New Hampshire public school student by listening to these concerns.

Sincerely,

Timothy Gearin
Milford, NH
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From: Adams, Angela

To: Brenda Cannon
Subject: RE: Concerns around 306 Rules
Date: Wednesday, April 24, 2024 9:36:15 AM

The New Hampshire Department of Education has received your written testimony regarding the
Minimum Standards for Public School Approval (Ed 306.01-306.25 and/or Ed. 306.31-306.46). The
written testimony will be provided to the State Board of Education and will be considered in
preparing the report of public comments received on the rule pursuant to RSA 541-A:12.
Additional information regarding the Minimum Standards for Public Schools Approval can be found
on our website and information regarding the rulemaking process can be found here
https://www.gencourt.state.nh.us/rules/manual/amendedmanualeffective5-1-16amended8-1-

19.pdf.

Thank you,

Angela

Angela M. Adams | Administrator
New Hampshire Department of Education
Office of the Commissioners

The contents of this message are confidential. Any unauthorized disclosure, reproduction, use or dissemination
(either whole or in part) is prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient of this message, please notify the sender
immediately and delete the message and any attachments from your system.

From: Brenda Cannon <bounce@list.granitestateprogress.org>
Sent: Tuesday, April 23, 2024 5:21 PM

To: Adams, Angela <Angela.Adams@doe.nh.gov>

Subject: Concerns around 306 Rules

|EXTERNAL: Do not open attachments or click on links unless you recognize and trust the sender.

As a New Hampshire resident who wants the highest quality public schools, I am concerned
about the current draft of the 306 Rules revision. All students need access to public schools
where they can learn, grow, and thrive.

Specifically, I am concerned about draft changes that:

Lower academic standards, by changing “programs” and “courses” to “learning
opportunities.”

Lower the value of teaching by replacing “teaching” with “facilitated learning,” removing the
responsibility of certified educators to approve students’ demonstration of competency and
pushing students toward online learning options that do not allow for a teacher to check work
and answer questions.

Remove local decision-making to determine how courses, credits, and other elements lead to a
diploma, instead “ensuring” that learning opportunities lead to graduation even if they lack
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rigor.

Establish law through rulemaking by using language changes to strip requirements for
academic content areas, making more content optional through shifting language from “shall”
to “may.”

Instead, the 306 Rules should:

Include equity and student protections, including requirements that guarantee opportunity for
all students and rules that create safe, supportive, and nurturing learning environments.

Restore program elements to ensure that school boards and school leaders have the framework
they need to build robust, comprehensive learning programs that are responsive to student
needs.

Empower local leaders and schools and allow school districts to design high-quality local
competencies that align with state academic standards. Update state academic standards so
that all students, regardless of place, are taught the same core fundamental skills and
knowledge.

Raise standards for students and teachers by removing language that dilutes and privatizes
learning, and instead recenter high-quality instruction and materials and institute consistent,
clear, and actionable rules by establishing definitions of key terms.

I urge you to re-approve the current 306 Rules, then revisit the editing process and make
updates as necessary. The 306 rules already in existence do a fine job of helping schools run at
present. Reverting to the existing language and being more intentional with the editing process
by making sure we have qualified educators, parents, and other stakeholders helping to write
and approve the updated rules is a crucial step forward in giving the public and school leaders
confidence in the results— and above all, ensuring high standards and opportunities for every
student.

We all benefit from high quality public education, and I am counting on you to advocate for
every New Hampshire public school student by listening to these concerns.

Sincerely,

Brenda Cannon
Ambherst, NH
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Good afternoon. My name is Irv Richardson. | am the Coordinator for Public
Education and school Support for NEA-New Hampshire. | also teach in Southern
New Hampshire University’s doctoral program in educational leadership. | have
experience as a classroom teacher, principal, as well as working in the Maine
Department of Education and as the Director of Shared Leadership for the
Council of Chief State School Officers. President Megan Tuttle and | were
honored to work with the National Center for Competency Based Education and
the NH DOE since last November to make recommendations about what should
be in the Minimum standards.

While working for the Council of Chief State School Officers, | was a member of
collaborative committees of educators from throughout the country who
developed National Teacher Standards and the Professional Standards for
Educational Leaders. | came away from my work on those committees
understanding what a challenge it is to reach consensus with a document such
as New Hampshire’s Minimum standards. From my work on standards
documents, | took away several lessons that can be applied to New Hampshire’s
306s.

One of the first lessons is the need for current, updated standards. | commend
the NH DOE and the National Center for Competency-Based education and the
306 workgroup for their efforts to update the standards. As we are al aware,
the contexts surrounding education are rapidly changing due to changes in
society, technology, and even in our youth. My belief in the utility of updated,
current standards makes me concerned about the age of some of our current
college and career standards which are represented in the second half of the
306s. Christine Downing, the Director of curriculum, Instruction, and
Assessment for the Cornish, Granthan, and Plainfield School Districts and the
Volunteer Facilitator for Educator Review Sessions of 306 Rules will likely
address the age of our current standards and the need to update them in her
testimony about her work on the content sections of the 306s.

From my work on standards, | also learned the importance of clearly articulating
what is required versus what is optional. One of the discussions we had in the
306 workgroup was whether curricular requirements should be permissive or
required. | believe there are concepts and knowledge that every graduate from
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a New Hampshire high school should possess. By inserting permissive language
that a curriculum area may contain certain concepts and topics makes it
possible for districts to pick and choose what graduating students should know
and be able to do instead of clearly indicating the required knowledge, skills,
and habits of mind. Imagine each of us starting driver’s education schools. As
drivers, we know that there are certain concepts and knowledge that every
driver must know and follow in order to be licensed and keep us drivel safely.
Imagine what our roads would be like if each of our driver’s education schools
were permitted to choose our own curriculum. Maybe you might decide that
since there is only one traffic light in your town, you choose to skip that part of
the regulations. Driving in your town, the graduates from your school might be
okay, but they would at a great disadvantage when they went to cities and
towns with many traffic lights.

Within the last couple of weeks, almost 500 New Hampshire educators have
signed a petition indicated that they want the rules that you adopt to ensure
clarity around what students should know and be able to do upon graduation. |
urge you clearly articulate what knowledge and skills New Hampshire graduates
must have and not permit local school boards to pick and choose what students
should know.

Another lesson | took from my standards work is the wisdom of practitioners
and others potentially affected by regulations. The public educators who will
implement these standards have valuable knowledge of curriculum, pedagogy,
and what students should know and be able to do. | am very encouraged that
over 250 New Hampshire educators provided input into what should be in the
curricular areas of the minimum standards during the sessions led by Christine
Downing. | also hope that the voices of students and parents will also be heard
to ensure that the minimum standards that you adopt are informed by their
ideas and opinions as well.

For a variety of reasons, there is currently great interest in this revision of the
306s. | think this is a good thing. If the State Board adopts a set of minimum
standards that truly represents what educators, students, parents, and policy
makers want to be accountable for, then we can leverage the current interest
and focus on these minimum standards and translate that interest into the
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positive energy and inertia New Hampshire will need to implement the new
minimum standards.

Thank you for your time this afternoon.
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different school districts, as they were not asked to participate in the draft process. These
proposed rules also fail to include feedback from parents and parent groups (like
PTA/PTOs), as they were also prevented from participating in the draft process.
Furthermore, the proposed rules disregard the concerns brought up by educators, parents,
and experts, who have grave concerns with the current proposal.

| am urging you to reverse course on this massive rewrite. We will only accept revised 306
Rules that strengthen public education in New Hampshire.

Thank you,
Samantha

Samantha Duk

Newmarket , New Hampshire 03857
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They also fail to include feedback from representatives who can speak to the needs of
different school districts, as they were not asked to participate in the draft process. These
proposed rules also fail to include feedback from parents and parent groups (like
PTA/PTOs), as they were also prevented from participating in the draft process.
Furthermore, the proposed rules disregard the concerns brought up by educators, parents,
and experts, who have grave concerns with the current proposal.

| am urging you to reverse course on this massive rewrite. We will only accept revised 306
Rules that strengthen public education in New Hampshire!

Kara Sullivan

Exeter , New Hampshire 03833
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different school districts, as they were not asked to participate in the draft process. These
proposed rules also fail to include feedback from parents and parent groups (like
PTA/PTOs), as they were also prevented from participating in the draft process.
Furthermore, the proposed rules disregard the concerns brought up by educators, parents,
and experts, who have grave concerns with the current proposal.

| am urging you to reverse course on this massive rewrite. We will only accept revised 306
Rules that strengthen public education in New Hampshire!

Martha Burtis
I
I

Plymouth, New Hampshire 03264
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The proposed rules as currently written remove certification requirements for educators.
They also fail to include feedback from representatives who can speak to the needs of
different school districts, as they were not asked to participate in the draft process. These
proposed rules also fail to include feedback from parents and parent groups (like
PTA/PTOs), as they were also prevented from participating in the draft process.
Furthermore, the proposed rules disregard the concerns brought up by educators, parents,
and experts, who have grave concerns with the current proposal.

| am urging you to reverse course on this massive rewrite. We will only accept revised 306
Rules that strengthen public education in New Hampshire!

Michael Boucher
I
I

Atkinson, New Hampshire 03811
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April 5, 2024

RE: Upcoming Public Hearing 11, 2024 NHDOE Ed 306 Administrative Rules for
Public School Approval - Minimum Standards for Public School Approval

Dear Angela Adams:

| hope this letter finds you well. Kindly permit this letter to serve as written testimony for
the upcoming hearing on April 11, 2024, regarding the minimum standards for public
school. My name is Eva Mohr, and | am a NH state World Language Educator who
resides in Strafford County. | am writing to urge you to review the comments and
suggested wording submitted by Christine Downing as per the Educator Review
Sessions. Close to 300 certified educators reviewed these proposed changes and have
put forth their testimony as well.

As NH state certified educators, we teachers have deep concerns regarding some of
the language contained namely: Requirements vs expectations, May vs shall, Program
vs curriculum, Student right to choose electives, Removal of class size capping, Local
vs State control, Defining Adequate Education, ALL students to have a Personal
Learning Plan (PLP), Accountability.

Here is a short list that the New Hampshire World Language Educators would like to
share with you in hopes that you will revise these Rules and support a full scope for an
inclusive and competent public education program:

1. Reducing student electives from 6 to 2.5 presents a clear and present danger to
students and educators as this is a vast decrease with detrimental effects.

2. Removal of career ed. programs will have a large negative impact on hundreds
of students statewide.

3. Alternative courses of study necessitate a review to maintain quality curriculum
and instruction.

Your attention to this important matter is vital to the future of our children in the state of
New Hampshire and your time is greatly acknowledged and appreciated.

Sincerely,

Eva Mohr
World Language Educator
Strafford County
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My name is Sean Parr and | am on the Manchester School Board where | Chair the
Education Legislation Committee. Today | am speaking on behalf of the Manchester School
Board, which has authorized me to express our opposition to the proposed changes to New
Hampshire’s minimum standards for public education. We as a Board have expressed our
concerns several times, via letters, listening sessions, and in-person. The proposed 306
revisions threaten to undermine the education all our students deserve.

To begin with, the State Board of Education has ignored our concerns, and those of
hundreds of constituents who have also participated in listening sessions across the state.
In spite of reaching a consensus draft version that accounted for these concerns and had
the support of many education stakeholders, the State Board of Education chose to accept
a version that lacks broad public support. The most substantive and concerning revisions
remain in the document. It’s time to listen to our educators, school boards, and citizens.
Strengthening our public schools has broad public support. Providing the best education
for all students has broad public support. These are the non-partisan values that should be
guiding the revision of our minimum standards.

Instead, the changes, if implemented, will significantly weaken public education in New
Hampshire, lowering standards. In fact, the proposed 306 revisions remove requirements
that protect our students, such as class size maximums, teacher certification,
differentiated instruction, and basic instructional standards. The proposed revisions also
weaken the purpose and structure of schools as well as lowering the expectations for all
students. And the revisions subvert the authority of local schools boards.

Finally, these revisions threaten to hurt our students by redefining and watering down what
is considered an essential, required, and adequate education in New Hampshire. We want
to maintain high standards, high expectations for our students’ learning. We want to close
learning gaps from the pandemic, raise graduation rates, raise test scores. We want to
ensure all students have access to the best education possible. But these 306 revisions will
worsen inequities across the state because weakening minimum standards weakens what
is considered an adequate education. And weakening how we view adequacy will
significantly reduce the funding that public school districts qualify for. By lowering
standards and reducing requirements and expectations, the State would disavow its
obligation to adequately fund public schools, and this has serious implications for the
future of public education in New Hampshire.

Even with so many voices speaking out against these revisions, | personally remain
skeptical that you will adjust course. The onus is on you to revise the Ed 306s in a way that
incorporates the feedback we have offered. Until then, the only conclusion that remains is
that this process of listening forums, working groups, consultants, and public hearings has
all been for show. Until then, we can only conclude that you do not want to ensure the best
education for all NH students. Until then, we have to doubt your commitment to your
mission: “to ensure that every individual acquires the skills and knowledge to succeed.”
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NHCTA, the statewide professional association representing Career and Technical Education
administrators acts on a statewide level to create, support, and advocate for the most robust
environment for the success of New Hampshire CTE. We serve 400 teachers and staff statewide and
support nearly 9,500 students. We are compelled to testify today as we are concerned about the
direction of the current Ed 306 Minimum Standards for Public School Approval. As currently drafted in
the February 15th, 2024 proposal these rules will have a detrimental impact on the delivery of career
and technical education statewide.

Our concerns fall into 3 major themes.
1. Barriers that will prevent the successful implementation of CTE for NH students and families.
2. The lack of clarity that sits in the current proposed rules.
3. Significant issues with equity and access for each and every student in the Granite State.

Evidence/Citation Supporting Each Theme

Barriers that will prevent the successful implementation of CTE for NH students and families. -
Enhancing access to high quality CTE has been a policy priority of the NHED as well as our state
legislature for the last several years. The current proposal of the Minimum Standards dated February
15, 2024 reverses and consequently impacts the successful implementation of CTE in many ways.
While there are numerous examples of problems in the current rule proposal NHCTA prioritizes the
following issues under this theme:

a. The complete elimination of “minor assignment” under Provision of Staff and Staff
Qualifications. The ability for a school principal or CTE Director to assign a professional
educator outside their certification area will limit the programming and flexibility CTE Centers
need to deliver high quality programs. It is not unusual for an engineering teacher to have a
minor assignment to teach math or a criminal justice teacher to teach a class in law or civics.
These teachers have the requisite knowledge to teach outside their certification areas
enabling CTE centers and their high schools to offer meaningful programming to students.
This flexibility and local decision making is essential for centers and schools.

b. “Required Courses of Study,” under this section of rules a new “course of study” is proposed
for the 20 credit high school diploma. Many students enrolled in CTE complete high school
with the 20 credit diploma. As currently drafted, the new required course of study alters
electives from 6 to 2.5. This change is dramatic for students. The impact on CTE will be felt
across all centers. Students enrolled in CTE will no longer be able to graduate with a 20
credit diploma as a CTE pathway assumes more than 2.5 elective credits. The impact of this
policy change could impact enroliments, student voice and choice, and more importantly deter
students from pursuing programming aligned to their passions.

c. Lastly, the latest draft requires a new school district policy which states, “How high school
credit is awarded to students based upon demonstrated proficiency of competencies
regardless of age and enroliment status.” Will CTE centers along with high schools be
awarding credit to students for learning in programs they are not enrolled in? How is CTE
credit awarded without enrollment? Does this provision align with requirements under Perkins
V? Perkins V requires CTE concentrators to complete at least two courses in a single program
or program of study. This new policy will critically impact the quality of CTE programs in NH
and likely has significant implications to federal regulations under Perkins V and the
associated funding.
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2. Lack of Clarity - Rules by their very nature are intended to offer clarity and not confusion. This set of
rules is designed to support schools in implementing minimum standards consistent across all schools.
Instead they create confusion and offer very little direction to the people charged with implementing
them - school and district administrators.

a. Vague language is used with limited definitions and little to no context. Examples of this
includes terminology such as “learning opportunities” as a replacement for “courses and
programs,” the removal of “teaching” and replacing it with “facilitating learning.” These are

just a few examples but they invite quite a bit of ambiguity for school/district leaders and our
educators.

b. There are also inconsistent edits in the current document. “Programs of study” have been
eliminated and replaced with “course of study” yet programs of study continue to be
referenced under ED 306.21. Again, this is just one example but demonstrates these rules
have inconsistencies, contradictions and lack of clarity underscoring that they are not ready to
be adopted (Special Note - the strategy here is to communicate the message that the rules
are not ready and to delay the process).

3. Access and Equity
Our final area concern involves access and equity for our students, their families and our communities.
Our three themes are interrelated and the detail we offer in themes 1 and 2 raise our concerns about
access and equity. The Minimum Standards for Public School Approval are foundational standards
that all public schools must follow. The proposed changes create the real opportunity for unequal
application of these rules widening the opportunity gap from one community to another. Additionally,
the current proposal seems to make most programming optional.

The overall effect of these changes is stripping of quality and credibility from the attainment of a high school
diploma in New Hampshire.
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Good afternoon.

Please find attached my written testimony of the 306 draft rules.
Respectfully,

Nick Germana

State Representative

Keene, Cheshire 1
Environment and Agriculture Committee

Those who can make you believe absurdities, can make you commit atrocities. -Voltaire
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Members of the New Hampshire Board of Education,

Reading through the draft rules, I cannot avoid the conclusion that the proposed changes
are tied to Commissioner Edelblut’s professed inability (April 2023) to define what a
constitutionally mandated “adequate” education would consist of, as well as the recent Superior
Court ruling regarding state funding for public education. The primary purpose of the proposed
changes would seem to be to lower the bar so far that “adequacy” could be defined in such a way
as to justify lower levels of per pupil spending. The result of these changes would be to
exacerbate inequities between school districts by tacitly encouraging communities with a smaller
tax base to eliminate programs and services that will continue to be available to more affluent
communities.

When specific changes are made to the language of the rules, one must always ask what
motivation lies behind the decision. While it is understandable that a competency-based
curriculum would seek to provide an array of educational opportunities for students, the change
in the draft rules to ill-defined “learning opportunities” falls far short of constituting a standard
that can be applied across the state. I cannot imagine a professional educator using such
ambiguous language to define what is supposed to be a standard. Perhaps I should not be
surprised, as the draft rules appear to envision a significantly reduced role for professional
educators in defining what criteria should be used to define competency and which assessment
tools should be used to evaluate it. All of this appears aimed to not just encourage but actively
facilitate a dramatic increase in “learning opportunities” outside of schools overseen by people
who are not professional educators.

I am profoundly concerned about the removal in 306.06(a)(1) of the language regarding
“the acknowledgement of diversity.” I understand that some will argue that the language in
306.06(a)(4) about nondiscrimination implicitly covers diversity, but (by definition) we cannot
begin to discuss discrimination without acknowledging diversity. I cannot credibly conceive of
an argument for the removal of the reference to diversity that is not driven by political
considerations.

Among the most troubling changes in the proposed rules is the elimination of an actual
standard for class sizes. This will unquestionably lead to much larger class sizes and poorer
educational experiences for kids in our less affluent communities. Granite Staters, already
overburdened by property taxes because of the state’s refusal to live up to its obligation to
properly fund public education, will find it easier to cut school funding because not as many staft
will be needed as class sizes grow.

I am puzzled and disturbed by the change in 306.19 away from “comprehensive”
psychological services at a time when our students are struggling more than ever with anxiety
and a wide variety of mental and emotional disorders. Why would the work of school
psychologists no longer be expected to conform to the standards established by the National
Association of School Psychologists? I have to assume the answer is that once the work of
school psychologists has been hollowed out, as it is in the changes proposed in this section, they
will no longer be able to meet NASP’s standards. The striking of section (f) reinforces this
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impression. This appears, once again, to be a lowering of standards designed to minimize the
definition of “adequacy” at the expense of the well-being of our children.

I am likewise troubled by the changes in 306.35 to school counseling services. Why
would we not require school counselors to conform to the professional standards articulated by
the American School Counselor Association? Is this because requiring them to do so adds too
much of burden to our definition of adequacy?

These are not my only concerns about the proposed rules, just the ones that alarm me
most. Because of our dysfunctional school funding model, we already see vast systemic
inequities between schools in New Hampshire. These proposed rules will make that situation
worse and, frankly, almost appear designed to do so.

Respectfully,

Rep. Nicholas Germana
Keene, Cheshire 1
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