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New Jersey Association of Family and Consumer Sciences

1.
COMMENT:  The commenter asked for the rationale underlying the proposed increases in qualifying scores and questioned the meaning of the increased scores in terms of the value-added of raising a score by three points, for example.  (F)

RESPONSE:  The overall goal of the proposed score increases is to bring New Jersey closer to the top tier of states in terms of qualifying scores.  The department first came before the State Board in 2004 under then-Commissioner Librera to address the Praxis test qualifying scores.  At that time, the qualifying scores were deemed to be too low and scores were raised slightly at that time with the intention that the department would come before the State Board again at a later date to make another incremental increase in the scores.  This second incremental increase is consistent with New Jersey’s efforts to ensure a high quality pool of teaching candidates.
2.
COMMENT:  The commenter asked why there are differences between the study panel’s recommended scores and the scores proposed to the Board.  (F)
RESPONSE:  The proposed revised scores are established through a two-step process administered by ETS.  First, a study panel composed of teachers certified in the field meets to review each test for appropriateness and to recommend a passing score.  Second, a score-setting panel composed of certified teachers and higher education professionals reviews the panel’s recommendation and provides the DOE with a final passing score recommendation which may differ from that of the study panel.  ETS has found that this two-stage process ensures both the reliability and legal defensibility of the passing scores.  In all cases, the DOE has proposed to the State Board the score-setting panel’s recommendations.   
3.
COMMENT:  The commenters stated that, based on the data reviewed, there are differences in passing rates between males and females, e.g., there is a significant difference in the passing rates of males and females on the sociology exam.  One might conclude from this that there is something wrong with the exam, rather than with the ability of either of those groups to comprehend the material.  The commenters stated further that an incremental increase in qualifying scores is a concern when there are differences in pass rates for males and females and, in some instances, differences in pass rates along ethnic lines.  In particular, passing rates on certain tests are considerably lower for African-American and Hispanic candidates, than for white candidates.  The commenters indicated that this matter was worthy of investigation by the department and requested that the department prepare a letter to Mr. Kurt Landgraf on behalf of the Board raising this concern and requesting a response. (A, B, F)

RESPONSE:  The department is in the process of preparing the letter as requested and which should be finalized prior to this meeting.  ETS stands by the reliability and validity of the test; however, the discrepancy as observed has been noted and the department can challenge ETS on this matter.  

4.
COMMENT:  The commenter asked whether information is available regarding what other states New Jersey is being compared to and what are the gender/ethnicity breakdowns of those states.  (E)


RESPONSE:  ETS will not provide overall or specific subgroup pass rates for particular states. However, ETS has provided national median scores for subgroups and the department has also asked ETS for national pass rates for subgroups.  The attached revised table was drawn from reports provided to the department by ETS.  New Jersey’s pass rate for each grouping is fairly representative of what is happening at the national level, with some expected regional differences.  The department does know where New Jersey stands in terms of overall national ranking on individual tests.  For example, on the art test, there is a range of 30 points with 30 states requiring the test.  These states are divided into 14 different rankings and, with the proposed increase in qualifying score on this test, New Jersey would move from 10th place to 4th place. 

5.
COMMENT:  The commenters stated that Praxis test data for Family and Consumer Sciences is not disaggregated; therefore, it is not possible to determine how many males and how many females take the test.  Based on the data provide by the department, no males are shown to have passed the Family and Consumer Sciences exam.  The commenter questioned whether this indicated that no males had taken the test.  The commenter questioned whether this might be because Family and Consumer Sciences is perceived to be a traditionally female area.  This is of particular concern, given that good male role models are needed in that field.  The commenter asked the department to look into why no males had taken the test.
Similarly, the data show breakdowns for only African-Americans and whites who pass the test; no data are provided on other racial/ethnic groups who may have taken the test.  
The commenters requested disaggregated data relating to the Praxis test results in order to gain a more complete description of the students who are taking and passing the test.  Additionally, the commenters stated that the department must provide leadership through recommendations to address remedying the discrepancies in pass rates for Hispanics, whites, and African-Americans. (B, D, 1)

RESPONSE: Four males, forty-seven females, and one test taker who provided no gender information took the 05-06 Family and Consumer Science test. However, ETS does not report passing percentages where subgroup size is fewer than five, which is the case for all subgroups except female test takers.  The attached revised table now identifies the number for each population subgroup taking the test (i.e., males, females, African American, Asian, Hispanic, Native American, and White).   
With regard to remedying the discrepancies in pass rates, the department recognizes this as a pervasive state and national challenge.  The department will continue not only to advocate for equity in P-12 education, but will also conduct affirmative efforts to recruit a diverse teaching staff.  Additionally, the department is preparing the letter to ETS for further input on this matter.
6.
COMMENT:  The commenter asked what might be the impact on the number of quality teachers in New Jersey of increasing the Praxis exam qualifying scores.  The commenter stated that New Jersey is looking at a number of ways to ensure that the best quality teachers are in the classrooms and the principal measures of quality are grade point average (GPA) and Praxis exam scores.  In the administrative code, there is a sliding scale relating to the required GPA in relation to other factors.   The commenter asked whether that sliding scale would move up proportionally as the Praxis exam qualifying scores are increased.  (F)

RESPONSE:  As qualifying scores are increased, there is the possibility that passing rates may decrease.  The revised Praxis score table now has a column which lists projected passing rates for each proposed score. The math exam might be of particular concern.  The current qualifying score on the math Praxis exam is 137, with a slight increase recommended to 141.  The pass rate on this exam for the current score is only 58 percent, with some difficulty in passing the test shown across all subgroups. The proposed passing rate of 141 is projected to result in a 50 percent pass rate. 

The sliding scale would move up proportionally with the increase in Praxis exam qualifying scores.  
7.
COMMENT:  The commenter asked if the department could conduct an annual evaluation of the impact of the qualifying scores, by subject area, on the available pool of teachers.  The commenter also asked if such an evaluation could also include, and distinguish between, the number of traditional route and alternate route candidates.  (G)

RESPONSE:  Federal Title II reporting requires each state to document content knowledge pass rates for both in-state traditional college programs and for in-state alternate route candidates. A second Praxis table, which is attached, provides these data. Please note that the Title II data do not include all persons who have their scores reported to New Jersey when taking the test. Those who are not in the Title II data, but who are part of the overall NJ data, would include those from out-of-state traditional college programs and out-of-state alternate route candidates who code NJ when taking the test.  Please note that the Title II data for traditional route programs cover only the academic year from September 1, 2005 through June 30, 2006, while Title II alternate route data cover July 1, 2005 through June 30, 2006. And, the ETS NJ State Reports which cover all those who code NJ when taking the test run from September 1, 2005 through August 31, 2006.
8.
COMMENT:  The commenter stated that, although there is a standard base of questions for the Praxis exams, each state selects its own questions to include on any given test.  Given this situation, the commenter asked whether ETS looks at the level of difficulty of individual state tests for comparison purposes.  For example, Pennsylvania has many family and consumer sciences programs, but it is not clear whether New Jersey’s questions on that Praxis exam are easier or harder than on Pennsylvania’s exam.  The commenter also asked whether the educator panels compare the content of New Jersey’s tests with that of other states.  (D)
RESPONSE:  State-by-state comparisons are not made; comparisons are made with the national test based on New Jersey’s State standards.  Generally, the tests themselves, particularly for the top and bottom of the rankings, overlap considerably in the questions asked by various states. ETS does not make specific state passing data available to other states.
9.
COMMENT:  The commenters stated concern that New Jersey’s pass rate on the Praxis test for Family and Consumer Sciences seemed unusually high.  The commenters questioned whether the test may be too elementary and/or whether the qualifying score for the test should be raised in New Jersey.  The commenters suggested that research be conducted to examine the qualifying scores in place in other states for Family and Consumer Sciences to determine the appropriateness of New Jersey’s qualifying score.  Additionally, the commenters suggested that the State examine whether other tests, e.g., the National Family and Consumer Sciences Certification Examination, governed by the Council for Certification, might be more appropriate.  (D, 1)


RESPONSE:  The department is exploring information in this regard and plans to have a response to share with the State Board at the November meeting.
10.
COMMENT:  The commenter asked whether the data provided represented passing rates for first time test-takers, or whether it also includes those who may have taken the test multiple times.   The commenter also asked for the cost of the test and whether the cost may be discriminatory to those who need to take the test multiple times but cannot afford the fee.  (D)


RESPONSE:  The data provided represent all those who took the test during the year, which would include first time test-takers and repeat test-takers.  The department will inquire of ETS regarding obtaining a breakdown of data by first time test-takers and repeat test-takers.  The ETS score-setting panels have given their best recommendation about the minimum content knowledge/passing score that teachers in their respective fields should have. While the cost for re-testing is a real concern, the larger concern is that students be taught by teachers who are properly prepared in their fields. 
11.
COMMENT:  The commenter stated that there is a discrepancy in the proposed increased qualifying score for the French test as shown in the chart provided to the State Board at Discussion Level and in the resolution.  The resolution indicates a proposed score of 156; however, the chart indicates a proposed score of 157. (C)

RESPONSE:  The current qualifying score for the French test is 156; the correct proposed increased score is 157.  The attached resolution has been corrected for adoption level.
         
                                                                                                  November 7, 2007



                                         

Adoption Level
A RESOLUTION

ESTABLISHING REVISED QUALIFYING SCORES FOR CERTAIN PRAXIS II TESTS 

WHEREAS, the State Board of Education has required that teacher certification candidates pass tests in specified disciplines in accordance with N.J.A.C. 6A:9-8.1, effective January 20, 2004; and

WHEREAS, the Educational Testing Service (ETS) has developed The Praxis Series, Professional Assessments for Beginning Teachers, which includes Praxis II: Subject Assessment and Specialty Area tests to assess content knowledge; and



WHEREAS, the Department of Education seeks to strengthen test standards in selected certification areas; and 



WHEREAS, the Department of Education has conducted standard-setting studies  to determine the validity of and the theoretically appropriate qualifying scores for those Praxis II Subject Assessments and Specialty Area tests and has established committees to review the results of the standard-setting studies; and 


WHEREAS, the Department of Education has determined that the Praxis II Subject Assessment and Specialty Area tests are valid and that the recommended increases in qualifying scores are fair and appropriate for beginning New Jersey teachers; and



WHEREAS, 
the Department of Education will annually evaluate the impact of qualifying scores on the available pool of teachers and report same to the State Board of Education; now therefore be it



RESOLVED, that the State Board of Education hereby supports the department’s selection of the Praxis II Subject Assessment and Specialty Area tests; and be it further



RESOLVED, that the State Board of Education hereby acknowledges and accepts the department’s establishment of the following qualifying scores effective December 1, 2007; and be it further 



RESOLVED, that the Department will accept previous qualifying scores for these tests if the tests were taken no earlier than November 30, 2005:

	Art: Content Knowledge (CK)
	159

	English Lang, Lit and Comp: CK
	162

	Family and Consumer Sciences: CK
	590

	French: CK
	[156] 157

	Marketing Education: CK
	630

	Mathematics: CK
	141

	Music: CK
	155

	Social Studies: CK
	160

	Spanish: CK
	159

	Speech Arts and Dramatics: CK
	620
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