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My name is Ali Rhoades Hobbs, and I serve the District Policy Director for Representative Mike Tobash, 
125th District, and the prime sponsor of House Bill 168. House Bill 168 seeks to halt the development of 
further Keystone Exams in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, based on much time and consideration 
and in conjunction with educators, parents, students and other citizens. Currently, I am a doctoral 
candidate at The Pennsylvania State University in the College of Education, where I have spent 
considerable time teaching and researching standardized testing. I am a former public school classroom 
teacher. I submit this testimony at Representative Tobash’s request.  

The idea for HB 168 came from a grassroots effort in our legislative district. Rep. Tobash and I spent 
countless hours meeting with groups that were concerned with the growing number of standardized 
testing occurring in our public schools. We met with groups of public school teachers, administrators, 
and parents. We also met with groups from higher education and the business community.  

We formulated a group that consists of concerned public school teachers, a group we meet with 
regularly throughout the year for the purpose of communicating updated policy work around education 
and for them to communicate to us how policy is affecting their work and students’ learning. Ideas for 
HB 168 and further standardized testing reform ideas are a main topic of our meetings.  

We then shared the information from public school teachers and administrators with the business and 
higher education community in our district and found a consensus that extensive and growing 
standardized testing was not benefiting our students and future workforce. From there, House Bill 168 
came to existence.  

The main concerns around standardized testing that came from our work with groups in our district 
include:  

1. Fiscal Analysis is Needed 
- Consideration of the high cost of the tests, both through the Department of Education and 
within local schools. 
-consideration of the actual cost the Department of Education has spent and plans to spend on 
the testing. Currently, documentation shows over $200 million with only 3 exams in place. 
Additionally, there exist concerns over costs not made public and that are made through 
regulatory channels. 
 

 

 



2. Raised Rigor is Actually Displaced Rigor. 
-High stakes testing narrows curriculum. 
- High stakes testing standardizes schools and students over realizing multiple intelligences and 
practical learning. 
- Schools are forced to consider offering fewer courses and electives due to the mandated 
remediation dictates. 
-Keystone Exam questions narrow the focus for classroom subjects and courses. 
- High stakes testing takes away the local and individual needs of students.  
-Keystone Exams currently contribute to a loss of control for local districts. 
 
 

3. Higher Level Thinking is actually Narrowed Curriculum 
-- High stakes testing standardizes schools and students over realizing multiple intelligences and 
practical learning. 
-Workforce and college preparation concerns aren’t necessarily alleviated by this Exam. 
-Keystone Exams remove local control to evaluate and incorporate local needs, academically 
and economically. 
- School districts shared concerns that a top-down developed testing program won’t serve best 
interest of students. 
 

4. Implementation is occurring without Evaluation 
-The implementation of the Keystone Exams was rushed and at time inadequate.  

Examples) Teacher prep for test prompting, remediation programs, project programs, 
teacher time and course time dedications, course reconstruction. 

-Concerns were shared by educators and administrators that the Exams were developed and 
adopted as regulation before appropriate approvals from US Department of Education. 
 
 

5. Loss of Local Control and Unfunded Mandates on Local Districts 
-The Keystone Exams mandate curriculum in a roundabout way since exams are timely and 
specific. 
-Concerns were expressed regarding the ties to the Common Core Standards of Pennsylvania, 
based on a national common core, which is under much scrutiny and concern. 
-School districts shared concerns of costs regarding remediation mandates and further curricular 
happenings due to the test implementation. School districts expressed the need to understand 
the unintended financial circumstances of this test. 
 

6. Business Community 
-Our local business community shared concerns regarding not getting the outcomes intended 
and expected by standardized curriculum and testing.  



 

While understanding the necessity of measurement and accountability, we must be careful: 

• Not to allow standardized tests to become the focal point of education.  
• Not to waste taxpayer money, potentially $100’s of millions more. 
• Not to continue without knowledge of outcomes and unintended consequences.  
• Not to narrow curriculum and do away with classes that effectively achieve practical learning 

that leads to a broader, stronger workforce. 
 

We need to support legislation at the state level that will support our students’ learning in the best 
possible ways.  Accountability measures need to promote the right kind of rigor in our schools, and we 
must make sure the measuring and assessing we do in our schools and to our children supports them 
and promotes their best interests. Remember, standardization does not produce outstanding results. 
Individualism creates outstanding results.  

 

Thank you.  

 
 
 
 


