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February 12, 2014 

 

House Education Committee Members: 

 

My name is Lisa Witte, and I am writing to present testimony on House Bills 1239 and 1508, 

relative to the adoption of the Common Core State Standards.  I am opposed to both bills. 

 

I've been an educator for 19 years, starting as a teacher and moving though administrative 

roles at both the school and district level.  I believe that the adoption of the Common Core 

State Standards is a critical step towards ensuring that our students are prepared for the 

rapidly evolving world we now live in.  Contrary to what supporters of these bills claim, I find 

the Common Core State Standards to be developmentally appropriate, rigorous, and designed 

to ensure our children are developing crucial critical thinking skills.   

 

Last week, this committee was presented with an example of a Common Core math problem 

about arrays.  The presenter dismissed the importance of learning arrays in favor of rote 

memorization because it is 'simpler' for the students – yet interestingly, other supporters of 

these bills claim the standards aren’t challenging enough.  If students cannot understand the 

process behind addition, subtraction, multiplication and division of whole numbers, nothing 

moving forward will ever be 'simple'.  The Common Core State Standards support this concept. 

 

Also during last week’s hearing, testimony was given which declared it was inappropriate to 

ask a third grade student to explain how they arrived at an answer in math.  I can assure you 

that it is not only appropriate; it is considered a best practice.  Further, the Common Core 

State Standards do not dismiss the necessity for fluency in math facts, as was also claimed.  

There are fluency benchmarks for each grade level that are embedded into the standards to 

ensure that students have the foundational knowledge to build upon as they progress though 

school.   

 

Detractors of the Common Cores State Standards frequently emphasize that two educators 

who were members of the Validation Committee for the standards now vehemently criticize 

them.  This is true, but it overlooks the fact that the majority of the Validation Committee did 

sign off on them.  Consider the following: 

 

• There were 29 people on the Validation Committee 

• 24 signed off on the standards 

• Of the five who did not sign, only two have publicly stated their reasons 

• All of the K-12 educators on the Validation Committee (6 in total, including teachers and 

administrators) signed off on the standards 
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Teachers, parents, school administrators and experts from across the country together with 

state leaders provided input into the development of the standards. The National Education 

Association (NEA), American Federation of Teachers (AFT), National Council of Teachers of 

Mathematics (NCTM), and National Council of Teachers of English (NCTE) were just a few of 

the organizations that  worked in tandem with teachers to provide detailed feedback on the 

standards. Additionally, there has been great support for the standards by many other, equally 

qualified educators and by professional educational organizations, such as the National 

Council of Supervisors of Mathematics (NCSM); the Association of State Supervisors of 

Mathematics (ASSM); the Association of Mathematics Teacher Educators (AMTE); the Council 

of Administrators of Special Education (CASE); the National Association of Secondary School 

Principals (NASSP); and the National Parent Teachers Association (NPTA), just to name a few.  

 

You also heard testimony about New York’s experience with the implementation of its 

Common Core assessments.  To be clear, students in New York did not take the Smarter 

Balanced Assessment, which is the assessment New Hampshire will be implementing.  New 

York redesigned its current, non-adaptive state assessments to align with the Common Core 

State Standards and administered those this past fall.   

 

Test anxiety is very real and, the examples provided about the manifestation of text anxiety in 

some students in New York are upsetting.  However, it is inaccurate to arbitrarily attribute 

them specifically to the Common Core or any single assessment.  I’ve administered myriad 

assessments over the years and have witnessed firsthand many variations of test anxiety.  It is 

not a response that is limited to high-stakes, standardized assessments – it can and often does 

manifest in classrooms, on quizzes or tests.  The adaptive nature of the Smarter Balanced 

Assessment - presenting questions of varying levels to students in response to incorrect or 

correct answers on previous questions - will reduce anxiety, boost confidence, and have the 

added benefit of providing a better picture of 'where students are' for teachers to use in 

planning future instruction. 

 

Thank you for taking the time to review and consider my testimony.  I hope that you will help 

New Hampshire continue to be a model state in education by defeating House Bills 1239 and 

1508. 

 

 

 

Lisa Witte 

604 Howe Street 

Manchester, NH  03103 

603.606.2481 

lisawittehebert@gmail.com 

 


