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PO BOX 2019
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1

DIVISION OF RiSEARCH, PLANNING AND EVALUATION

~
l -

v

Dear Colleague: o ' .
).

: As you know, Assembly Bill Al736 was signed
into law in -September, 1976 as Chapter 97 of the Public
Laws of 1976. This law amended the "Thorough and Effic-
ient" Edudation Act of 1975 and established uniform state-
wide minimym,standards in the basic communication and >

computational skills.

In 1ts first year of 1mplementatlon the minimum )
standards program was based upon the 197§ Educational '
Assessment Program's annual statewide tests, admingstered :
in October, 1976. THis report, outllnes\the results of the
EAP Fests in relation to the minimum stamndards program-

Kuamy

EN )

I hope you findfthe study informative and useful.

e 3
. _

o

.;Corﬁially, o .

. ?%%;J;y‘/<£1§/z}7éﬂ_- .

Gary Gappe
Assistant Commissioner .
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during Sprlng, 1977.

L or exceeded-the statewide

fourth' grade mathema

[]
-

P . . .. [

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

-r -

-

»

" Chapter 97 of the New Jersey Public Laws 6f 1976

established uniform statefide minimum standards in the

L 3
.

. . ‘
basig communication and computational skills for’'publicly

educated students in the state of New Jersey. ; _ . o

-

. . To implement the law for. school year 1976-77, the

~

New Jersey Educational Assessment Program“s°(EAP)lannual

statewide‘tests administered in October, 1946 to all fourth,
t\ ]

geventh, and tenth grade students were used as the indicator

\of minimum basic skills prof1c1ency Students who did ‘not

3

&brrectly answer at least 657% of the test items dld not

satisfy the minimum proficiency requirement in’ that subject.

For thoSe students a baJiC'Skills ,improvement nlan.was to be
14
developed and submitted with the dmstrlct s annual report,

‘d&e July 1, 1977 Addltlonally for those students whose

* \
total test score was one of th

-

.1owest‘20% of the test

\ . ' .
scdres in the state, remediatipn must have been, provided

Statewide, of_the 95/258 students who were administered

7~
, 90.4% or 86,118 students met

~

inimum standard. Only- 9.6% of

the' fourth grade reading tes
the studentswdid not: answer at }east 65% of the reading
test items ,correctly. h fourth grade mathematics 72.1% of
the students (68,636 o_ the 95, 220 students) who took the .

cs, test surpassed the mlnlmum staﬂdard.

In seéenth grade, 74.2% of the students (80 731 of 108, 864

admlnlstered the test) exceeded the statewide proflclency leve®



v . . 3

w

in reading; while 60.4% (65,780 of 108,842) did'so in |

mathematics Tenth grade‘results indicated that 77% of

€

the students (84’263 of 109 427) met the stateWLde criterion,

in readlng,,Whlle 74% (80 688 of 109 014) d1d so in

v
*
“

mathematlcs. ‘ N

. i

As to be expected; mgre students from hlgher socio=

e‘conotic category districts surpaqsed the minimum prof1c1ency

-

level than did students from lower soc1oeconomlc categorles

Also. more students from suburban and reglonal LEAs exceeded

.

the minimum level than“dld students from urban and rural

. T ‘ . .
type distriets. | . ’
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" Bell Telephone 'with those made by Fred G. Burke New Jersey- o T

' P : -3- N . 4
- . s ’r [
. . . ‘G * -
. 7 /. . ‘ i . '
. . C- Coe : ¥
INTRODUCTTON . . - ; o , : .ox ,
) Chapter 97 of the New Jersey Publlc Laws of 1976 SRR

establlshlng unlform statewide mlnlmum standards for all

publlcly educated students ih the state was signed into - -

- )

law on September 22 1976 There were six salieﬁt elements .o o~

»

to the law, whlch amended Chapter 212 of the- Publlc Laws - of : o,

1975 ("The Thorough and Efflclent Educatlon Act") v . ' ‘:‘
n That "unlform statewide standards of pupil prof1c1ency in
basic communication‘ and computatlonal skllls be estab-
lished. . SRR )

. . . - . K [N
/

. o That thpée standards he establlshed "at approprlate points
in the educatlonal gareers of the pupils. . )
", O That these standards be 'reasopably related to those
1eve$s of proficiency ultimately necessary as part of the ot
» preparation of individuals to function politically,

econamically, and soc1a11y in a democfatic soc1e$} B ’ o
f [
o That in ‘each dlStrlct where proﬁlciency is below state
standard, the local boiard will establish "an interim goal o LTk
designed to assure reasonable progress toward the goal.. ! H
by each such pupil...Each such district,, as part of its . . . "

annual educational plan,'shall developna basic skills

) 1mprovement plan for pregress toward such interim goal."

/ * . -

. n That the district annual report shall include evaluatlon R .
) of pupil prof1c1ency in basic gkills and.of the effectlve- '
* ness of any basic §kllls 1mprovement plan. sy

. . -
e - 1

n That the Act takes effect 1mmed1ate1y..~

. - ' b

At its November 3, 1976 meeting,’ the New Jersey State -
\

Board of Eduoatlon adopted a comprehens1ve proFram to 1mple~

nent thé Minimum Bas1c "Skills law.’ The adopted plan comblned . ‘;
the recomnendatlons mad: by the Task Force on Competency . ;f
Indlcators and.Standdrds, an»}ndependent adv1sory ‘committee o, o—- .

< ¥

chaired by Fredérick G. Meissner Vice Pres1dent of New, Jersey -

\ . . LAY

Commissioner of Education, and ?embers of the Ne%-{ersey State © A

\
’ \
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Board of Education. :The plan cohsisted of two parts, one
« detailing procedures-for the academic year 1976-77; and

the other for academlc years BegLnnlng wvith school year °
“a 1977 78. ’/ ‘ . ; S !
- .o For, the current school year, the State Board plan "
. ° . ~ .,

. © " " included the following provisions:’ '

° b - "I » ‘.
‘- ' O That the Educational Assessment Program's'Statewide

- Reading and Mathematics Basic Skills Test CEAP),
. which was administered in October; 19¢6 to all students

~ in ‘grades 4, 7, and 10 be used as the indicator of"

‘ ) minimum basic skllls proficiency.?
. .o -t

& O That studenfs who‘do not achieve at least a 65% mosrery <
' . . level (i.e., at least 65% of.@he test items. correct) on ‘' )

* ° - . a particular test haverm# satisfied the minimum
) . N proficlency requirement -in that subJect.
AR S o For all students ‘below the 65% mastery level, a ‘basic ‘ BN
’ P’Jl : skills 1mprovement plan must be developed andvsubmitted

with the annual report due July 1, 1977 (sée Thapter 212 . L
of the' New Jersey Public Laws of 1975 "184:7A-7 as amended) N\ s
. The 1mprovement plan must specify the programs and/o ) n\’», -
=~ ¢ procedures which® each district is 1mplement1ng er will 2
'rmplement to alleViate pbasic skills' def1c1encies.
o For,all students who are below the 657. mastery.level‘and
\.- who are also in the lowest scoring 20% qof all tested - ¢
. . students in the state (i.e. inthe student s total test
. score is one of the lowest 20%'of test scores in the state),. .
.. L] . apprepriate remedial assistance must be pr6v1ded during . # - ¢
) . . Spring, 1977. ®ssistance may. be provided by participation )
LN *in federally funded programs, state compensatory education .
programs, and/or locally designated- compensatory educatidn "
we b, ) Cor programs. For those students.-who are not receiving assis— .
] tance through- these programs, an individually developed *
. Bt instructjion-plan must be implemented by the classroom . - R
) ' * teacher and/or by” appropriate resousce, remedial, or
compensatory education teachers. EachSuperintendent must
.- . file-a statement of asgurances with the~County Superintendent N
. of Schools by March 1, 1877 stat1ng that all students in*this
- L category are rece1v1ng appropriate remedial services.

. ‘ . o -
N .

- - . P

- 1 H .

v

EER " TBecause the b111 was slgned into law at'too late a date to properly vy
- implement a comprghensive program for school year 1976-77, a spec1al -
interim plan had to be developed for- th1s school yéar. .

. ~
s

. 2Studen s who are 1) non—English dominant, or 2) classified as special \ .
A educatidp and not- receiving instruction in the regular classroom are ‘
) not required to take the test. . .

o . S S : D
ERIC - . . 3 3 S .
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To.implement the Minimum Standards plan for this,

year, the State Board abproved the following activities:. .
"Step 1 - The Statewide Tests were administered in grades 4, 7, and 10 ,
- ' on Qctober 20-21, 1976. . P

.

Step 2 -'Basic Skills Management Plans - The basic skills improvement
. g plans for, each school and district were due December 1, 1976.
' These plans used-the T&E model to initiate a process plan for
improving basic ‘skills. -

.-Step 3 - Statewide Testing Results - (returned December-February)
~ These results provided product data on individual students,
classrooms, schools, and districts. '
Y Step 4 - Minimum' Standards Reports - Schools and Districts - (January,
) 1977) - Each school and d1str1ct received a roster of students
. above and .below the 65% mastery leve}, These rostérs also
. . contained cluster score indices té assist the schools and
districts in program d1agnost1cs Students, whose total- test
scores werg below standard, were grouped into priority
. cdtegories on the basis of ‘individual’ need; Additionally
those students achieving in the lowest 20% of the state.were
. - . identified. .Immediate remediation must be provided-to those.
students in the lowest 20%. (See Appendix A.) * b J
. ° , .
Step.. 5/- Minimum Standards - Technical Assistance - Technical Assistance
he teams composed of college, university, and LEA specialists and -
' . county. and Educational Improvemént Center personnel-were,
assembled to assist LEAs in developing and implementing
rémedial efforts thi's spring for those students in the lowest
20%. Additionally, .the Technictal Assistance teams will ° .
*assist in, 'the development and 1mplementation of school improve-
ment plans for. the remediationsof all students failinguto meet
« the m1nimum standard, .

[N , . .

For ‘the 1977 78 school year and beyond the State

-

/Board adopted a diffeﬁent; more comprehensive\set of plans to

1

implement the Minimun Basic.Skills program. C . - .

_The. State Board directed that a new'mlnlmum ‘basic

EXN

- , v.
v oe *

"skills test in reading and mathematlcs be develqpeg, These

.

. tests would replabe the present-Edacational Assessment Program;/>

¢ tests, and similar to the Educatlonal Assessment Program tests .
“W"’“
would’ Be ‘criterion referenCed 1nstruments. with the addltlon

of a single composrse_seoren The mastery 1eve17hould be set

4 .
U‘  for each test and grade.level. ’The tests will be administered,

‘ o l£~.‘ ..':/“

-

v
s



X to all aporopriate students in grades 3 6, 9, and 11 in .
» -

P
Othe spring of the school year (as opposed to the presgnt

fall testing) ) . R .
. To satisfy the requirement of the State Board, the

.-

. : oo ¢ )
. . test development procedure for the mew Minimum Basic Skills

test has been initiated FfVe test deVeLophent‘committees ,
Iy \/ N '

o~ v . ~ .

(&rementary reading, elementarv mathematics, secondary
Y \ 3 ~
reading, secondarv mathematics, apd communication and -

. 1 e

malife skills) ‘have been organized (membership to which was,

» anoroved bv the State Board) The committees have determined

ob1ettives which form the basis: of a min}mum bas1c skills e
. e . R e
~ . survey. These Surveys have been distributed to educators in v Q:@

u > -

‘LEAs, Board of Educatidh-members students and a random

[

S

‘samole of the, general populace to ascertain their wiews

-toward those ebjectives which should be incldhed on thése ’

tests . Based-on ‘the results'of these surveys, test items will

' be written analvzed by a MinQ;i€§ Counc1l” Technical AdVisory

e
» Coumcil, and fiéid tested. As'.a result of these analyses, the '

s N ~«,\ o,
¢

final test.will be‘developed, and.then'administered in the
: spring‘of school &ea} 1977-78. ‘A S ‘ .
. d . . . . . .

.+ RESULTS R . S :

- .
’ . . » . ¢

As p%eviouslv mentioned, the' New Jersey "Educatiénal. =
' Assessment Program’s 1976 “statewide tests (EAP) were used as
s . . . . > .
" _the indicator of minimum basic competencies .fgr this school:
. : - -A ’ \‘ . * ' : | -
. -year. 7 . o _ _ .
’ . ' 3 - .
> The use of the EAP as a’ measure of minimum bésic e

LT . ® } . .
.

~r . Tskills was cuestioned by many people. * The‘EAP jwas originally
Q ' N " . - o . s




'un@értaken bv tHe N;w Jefsey State<Department of Education

to. provide information to educatioh decision makers: on the

-

state and local léve}s coqce}niné New Jersey's‘educationéL
(VAR system. The, lohg?tange goals of the EAP are to assess the
status of ‘New Jerséi's'e@ucational tvstem'%élative to the
statewide goals. ' Tﬁe.EAP-ehdeayors'to p;tvide information+

useful in planning gnd gvaluating educational programs

4

designed to meet these goals.

-

.The 1ntent of the pfbgram is to assist in the
1dent1flcat10n of local districts- whlch Havq conducted
pfograms which are especially succeséﬁul and those whitch

. are inspérticular need &i assistance. In addition to )
providing local school .distriets with information relevant
in the assessment of student progress, the EAP provides
decisions about the allocation‘of resources and the design:

:'implementation'ang evaluation of educational prograﬁs.
The pProgram Pegan i the-fall of l972lwith_the testing tf:
I fbufth,apd twelfth grade students for achievement in 'the
.tasic skills of reading and mathematics. Each successive
vear, studgnts #n graﬂes four, seven, and ten were teéted.

. ’Students in grade twelve are“tested every three years.

The EAP was not designedf as a measure of Minimum °

Basic'Skills tompetency. Teachers were or1g1nal£§&as£ed to

"rate topics’oﬁ the basis of what is actuallv taught by the

‘time students enter grade four, grade seven, grade’ten or

grade twelye'" (EAP Stdte Report,® 1976, D. 14)“andrunzthose

infotma@iénatoolocal districts that will be helpful in’making,




> _‘.. [y ‘ ! "8"
’ ' A ' L
skills which students are'expected, at a minimum, to acquire
. =Y . - (
' by these ‘grades. . : . <

’

. The list of objectives wh1ch the . four tests .cover
. ‘ P

» is s in Ap. ndices B, C, and 9. One can debate the content

validity or aporopriateness of these objectives as requirements
. s -’ . i . * .
for minimum basic skills. Interpretation, for example, as a

»reading skill may be thought by ‘some to be questiqnaPle ﬁs;a
t minimum ‘reading requirement. If the tests were measures?
‘ of minimum basic skills, one would expect the majority ofitems
¥ ; — . .
+ . to be correctiv answered by 80 or 90 percent’ of the'students;

- ~

.t

~

. rather than 65 percent, and for v1rtually all the items to be

-correctly-answered by 65%. (Reoort of the Task Force on
.Competency Indicators and Standards)

HOWGVGT,»ChlS was, not the case., An analysis of the,

e

' performance on the 1975-76 EAP test, completed during the

* dewvelopmental stages og the Minimum Standards program, supported °

& b4

. .- the premise that the EAP tests did not measure minimum skills.

« .

_For-example, andlyzing the %erformance of students gn low

” socioeconomic‘type districts showed that in the fourth grade

~

- _reading test, there were528 items (29.5% of the test)hon which
fewer’ than 65% of the students got correct answers. bn feurth

.. grade mathematics, fewer than 65% of the students got correct

answers on 38 items (52.8%) of the test. . .

.- ~ If the EAP measures minimum basic‘skilis then we are

- confrontedgby large numbers of students who lack these mlnlmum

- 4 :
competencies. However, it is equally llkely that somethlng

[4

other than minimums are belnz measured by the test. A study .

*  of the relationship.of the abilities tested by the EAP as

¥

N ' . P ; ' . . )
o * comparéll with minimum basic commetency sHows, therefore, that
EMC . the two Qe not the same. Nevertheless, EAP ‘scores','can serve .
* - ¢ . .o v A

. ‘ o . . 1:) ) . e L

>
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as a rough oroxy of the degree 'to which districts .are achieving .

¢

‘the minimum basic skills mandate. Districts with relatively
high EAP scores can be expected to congéin reletively feyw

students with severe minimum basic skills problems, while

.

other districts, with relatively low EAP scores, can be e

expected to have a comparatively large numiser of minimum -

- . [4

basic skills deficient pupils.

Hence it was decided that because a comprehensive'

*

minimum bas1c skllls 1nstrument :could not be developed for . .
administration durlng sehool year 1976-77, the EAP would be . ' e

used as ¢the indicator of minimum basic skilis.- . ’
District officials were informed that they should N

revalidate each student's EAP results before prbceediﬁg with .

' . . . - T g . ' A \
"remediation procedures. . The districts were to analyae ) ,
v »

, -

each student's past testéng»performance; classroom performance
and anv’other available informatien to reinforce or irivalidate
the results obtained form the EAP test. This reasse8sment’

procedure was necessary.for a Variety of re3sons:
1 N % T
1. The EAP is only a rough.proxy of minipum basic skills.
- 4 (‘ M
.2. [Extraneous factors may have affected the studént"s (~) Lo
' perﬁPrmance. . :
3. The deterﬁination of mastery of skills should be based
on a more: comprehensive picture than gimply one test
that a studgnt takes on one day. . .
- . N N .

Ld
» Once the reassessment procedures were completed

T

o . Y
then the ,appropriate remediation procedures wergsto become

1
.

‘effective in the districts,

The remainder of &his report details thé results of -

oy

-the 1976-77 administration of the Educéfional Assessment

B R . + \ N . 2
Program's statewide tests with respect to the Minimum . .

.
[ L]
. ’




Standards Program o el .

. of the 95 258 students who were=adm1n1stered the .
fourth grade ;;adlngatest, 90.4%*:; 86,118 students met i
'or exceeded tHe statewide minimum standard. Only 9 6% of the

students failed to ‘answer 65% of. the readlng test items , .

»

correctly. The results in fourth gradefﬁathematics
indicated that 72.1% 'of the students‘(é8,§36 of the 95,220

studerfts) who took the, fourth grade mathematics tlest
- , S o i

surpassed the minimum standard.. In Seventh grade, 74.2% oﬁ///‘“fﬁp~‘

the students (80,731 of 108,864 administered the test)

exceeded the statewide proficiency level in reading, while
I -

“60.4% (65,780 0of 108,842) did so in mathematics. Tenth.

.

grade results|indicated that 77% of kthe students’(84 263 of
109, 427) met the statew1de cr1ter10n in readlng while 744

(80,688 of 109, 014) did so 1n\mathemat1cs

L4

Comparlsons made between dlffereJt tests should be

auoided It cannot properly*® be sa1d that since 72. 17 of . "

’
£

the fourth grade students surpassed the minimum standard,

while 60.47 of the seventh grade stidents did so,that a larger

Lt . . ¢
percentage of fourth graders. posjpss minimum competencies in
RS
mathematics than do seventh grade students., The tests are all

of varying difficulty level. Itris probably true that the.

seventh grade mathematics test is-more ,difficult for

seventh graders than the fourth grade mathematics test is for.

fourth graders. Addltlonally, it is aflso probably the fact -
that moré non-minimum skills are measured on the seventh grade
test than on the fourth grade test. Districts were instructed

to treat the results of each test separately and not make

.comparisons bdtwegn tests.
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. Tables 1-6 summarize the results of the minimum ¥ .

standards program for school year 1976-77. The information
' © i : PO
presented in these tables lists the percent of students whose . - .

.
s

scores are located in each of the seven Minimum Basic Skills
‘ 4 ? r N . 2
- K v . - N
-4 . ¢
' Categories.® o : - . o -

The Minimum Basic Skills Categories were established ,.

to: 1) group students according to similar type performance

N '
2) prevent insidious comparisons which mav result from

»

- . . |“ ¢
- dissemination of actual fest scores and rankings of students.

The data in Tables 1 6 is presented for the state '

&
in totafj and also for each of the District Factor, Groups

. °(DFG). The DFGs categorize all-districts on the basis of

. . ~

the socioeconomic status of the district. There are tep. T e -

s

. DFGs, labelled A to J; DFG A contains districts with the ‘“:

lowest relative socioeconomic status, and DFG J egntaiﬁs . C;

M ¢
districts with the highest relative sociocecomomic status.

. T

T Additionallé, thére are two other DFG categories; DFG V .

-

*  contain's a11~Vocationa1—Techaica1'LEAs; BFG Z contains 4ll V.
LEAs_fer whith.ne census information was available,and |
hence %S ;ocioeconomic determination possible. o ) .

- ‘/ The - tables also present information concerning e . . 2
’percent of students (for each DFG and the stat; in total) ¢ |

~ v

, whoée\total test score was one of the’ approx1mate1y lowest -
\ . . . .
Categ ry 1 contains students who,correctly answered 0-19% of the:test
items;/Category 2 cov(talnsgstudents who correctly answeréd 20-34% of the '
test; ‘Category 3: 35-49%; Category«aé 50-647%; €ateogry 5: 65-79%; Category .
6: 80-84%; Category 7: 95-100%. .'Students in categories 1, 2, 3, and 4 )
have no,t met the minirpum basic proflciency level in that SUbJeCt .
’i ’ %— ) ' . ' . , o .

¢ . . »




o

*

.-

< , B . ) J _19-

<

N -
v,
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LY

20% JF %he tesf'gsores in the state and also who failed

to correctly answer at least 65%/0f'the test items. 1In

.

the fourth grade reading tesg, dhly 9.6% of the students.
did not answer at least 657 of the items cor._rectly.c There-
. 4 . ,Q

.fore, for that test, only the lowest 9.6% of the students

were identified rather than the lowest 20% of the students.

s

For all 6§ the other tests,.the aporoximate lowest 20% was

\ » ' .
i - .
determined. L o] . .

. As evidentffrémeables 1-6; all six test score

. .| . l.' - '. . ~
distributions are negatively skewed;to a substantial degree

and not as d1scr1m1nat1ﬁ% at the upper end of the score

Y

scale as at the 1ower end. The r@ﬁlabllltv éstimates for .
Reading and Mathematlcs are, resuectlvely %5 and .94,

Grade 4 95 and 94 Grade 7: .95 and 95 Grade 10.

-

Each of the 1tems on the teststas a 4 choice item. It-has
been(determlned that a four ch01ce 1tem that 1s“of middle
dlfflculty for the group would have a delta of abqut 1.7,

a value that is offered solely as a refetrence point to-and

in the 1nterpretatron of the observed flgures 'The mggh delta

for Reading and Mathematlcs are, resDectlvely, 8.2 and 10 1,
¥

%?rade 4, 9.9 and 10.8, Grade 7; 9.8 a 5.8 Grade lO. Hence

the seventh grade mathematlcs test was the most dlfflcult test

A

. *while the fourth grade reading test was the easiest.

As to be expected there was a direct relationship
: N .
betyeen‘student performance and the socioeconomic background

of the school district. $tudentk in the lower socioeconomic

$ 1

.
‘e,
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- . , . groupings, in general, performéd at a lower level than
did students in the higher soeioeconomic classifications. ° ‘
A As a consequence, more students, in the lower DFGs were
- - - . . .
below the minimum standard and in the lowest 20% of the
¥l R , N - . < o . . <
students in the state. The results indicate that the
2 N R . - ) * . \ R % .
biggest difference in performance is between districte
in DFG A and DFG B for’ all six tests, ! . .
. - * N
) - : £
. ‘ ¢ Pl )
L4 - .
’{_‘ , o . v
5 /
¥
. ¢ M .
. » ' B
. - ‘D '
+ 0 E3
- s . - .
N - |
. ¢ »
~ . F ° L] #( ’
s ! e oo
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r, |
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|
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.




Tl TABLE'1 - E Lo .
e L . . > -14- . _‘}/‘\ - ( .=\ N .
“ V7T, PERCENTAGES OF STUDINTS IN THE(SEVEN MINIMUM » . . ’
“ , h - ) ” . ., .2 . o - . - »w
STANDARDS CATEGORIES FOR”FOURTH GRADE READING - =, |
. - . , v ' . ® . ’

i — 5 - T - : - T < el
| CATEGORY IICATECORYQ CATEGORY 3 CATEGORY 4 CATEGORY SJCATEGORYGJ CATEGORY'ﬂ AT OR RELOW|

WUMBER  .0-197., | 20-34% ' 35497 ¥ 50-647 65-79°, . | 80-94% . 95-100% | TWENTIETH | .
fESTﬁm MASTERY UASTERY MASHERY MASTERY MASTERY MASTERY | MASTERY PERCENTTILE

3 .
- S - t
i
!

. o .
52!
(]

PR

T 15.1% 26.9% 39.4% | 9,6% 26.1%

20581 © { - 0.5% 2. 6%
1 .

B Vil 733 0.1 0.8 .32 ' 6.8 16.6~ |- 47.6 24,8 10.9 1.

o

I{ N . ) . .. , ‘ . Il o <€ *
c . Ll§ 7484 0.1 . 0.6 2.4 62 . ’16.1 - | 50.0 | 246 . | 9.3
T o B - - — ; : w ]
| o . . .
. D '} 8734 (| » 0.1. 0.2, 1.2 4.6 - 12.3 50.8 4 31.0 * -} 5.6 .
5 . 6821 0.0 T 02 | 1.0 3.3 ] 1097 ¥ s 3.4 4.5 |
S A : . g . ; T .
H (| 5347, 0.0 | , 01 0.9 N 10.3 51.8 36,2 3.8 )
) ! [ : -t 4. T
¢ R 9786 . 0:0, . 0.1, - 0.5 f2.4 g.1 oL 48,1 3928 - . 3.0-
| | * ‘ . ’ — . ' ) L
B !1192* 0.0 . |. Q.2 .7 0.8 3.0 - . 8.9 - 47.2 | 40.0 4.0
- Jl‘l b - ! ) ) Y N ! * *"
1 H 7314 T 0.0 0.1 0.4 .22 7.1 46.0 - 24.1- | 2g
r S BT R T : : R NP ‘
;| ss0p 0.0 0.1° | » 0.3 1.7 6.0 1 441 48.0 4 | . 2.1
1| A : ~ I ¥ -
e LY ;0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0. - 0.0% 0.0 - 0.0
.J7 1630 0.0 o1 [~ 1.7 4.7, $12.9 46.9.. 3®e | o6 . L,
T R ~ T N T ' N
ToTaL  f 95358] | oz W 2.67 e 6.1% 1 - 13.7% 46.32 _30.4% 9.6% © |
. i i * - N L4 M -
‘ " I i . & .. o, . .. .
*No Fourth Grade Vocdtional LEAs : S . ) ) o (L
ooy, ) I' - ) . -« ! “ -( i
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PERCENTAGES OF STUDENTS IN' THE SEVEN MINIMUM
STANDARDS CATEGORIES FOR FOURTH GRADE MATHEMATICS.

«

R L T . . ’ T o )

* ‘]' 7 T - [V 1B L]
ATEGORY 1 'CATEGORY 2 CATEGORY 3, CATEGORY 4 CATEGORY 5 ?CATEGORY 6| CATEGORY 7, AT OR BELOW
NUMBER 0-197 C 205347, 35-49%. 1 50-64% 65-79% 80-94% 95-1007% | TWENTIETH
TESTED | MASTERY MASTERY MASTERY MASTERY ‘MASTERY MASTERY MASTERY | PERCENTILE

s ‘9

- ’ v . - -~ — R .
20561 . - 9.6 . T 19.3% 27.2% 26.1% ’ 15.47% 1.2 . 46.87

&

7330 502 7 a5 Ul 1000 . 195 | 30. =7y . . 25.2

7478 |.: . 8 | 8% 18.7 Taps . 1 tass . o] T3l © 21,7

’

8733, | © 0.1 . . . 14. .8 41.8, | %7, - 15.9

6822 0. - . . 14. 31, . 9 T N- 13.4
5341 0 |+ 10 . 124 . . 6.1 11:9

w ¢

9790 | o, 9 X _10.9 . ' 28. ). . 10.6
© 11923 . . 1. bl 11.1 . ) . Ty 7 | 11.9
' .o . . .
7314 . : . 3.3 . 7 N . 9.5 .

L

o

8298 t 0.0 ' 1 - 0.6 | 2. 7.5 : . . 1 7.1 -
.«\;w o | 0 -l oo0. - . . 0.0 . 0. 0 - 0.0

oz - 1630. | = 0. 51 6. » 15.2

TOTAL %5220 0.32. 3%, 8. 16.0%
, : -

r
¢

* No ‘Fourth .Grade Vocational LEAs
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. TABLE 3\ - / ¢ , C .
. o -16-- -~ . ~ .
. . L . ~ , R <. : ' . . . hd '
¢ . o, \ PERCENTAGES OF STUDENTS IN .THE SEVEN MINIMQM . . .

\ ~ S STANDARDS CATEGORIES FOR SEVENTH GRADE READING

\1_ R - . s N : . \] - "  — ‘- T - v L = ’ Y g )
ST iCATEGORY 1|CATEGORY 2| CATEGORY 3 CATEGORY 4 CATEGORY 5 CATEGORY & CATEGORY 7| AT OR BELQW
| = NUMBER ! 0-19% - 20-34% 1 35-49% .| 50-64% -, 65-79% 80-94% 95-100%, | TWENTIETH
j . DFG TESTED ; MASTERY ['.MASTFRY ' MASTERY MASTERY @ MASFERY. | MASTERY MASTERY | PERGENTILE
. AL { A - - - . — =

. . — . ® . : " . . . ’.' ’
(4 .| 20815 0.7% .|~ 11.3% ° 16.6% 1 23.4% 24.5% " 21.7% c1.7%
t . ' N ° -

. R4 . . »
Lp 8218 0.3 5.1 9.7 |~ 17.8 25.5 -, 3.6 .~ 5.1 25.5

——n 3o

43.3%

o . . “. e . (N . . B 4
~ 4 C ‘- 9798 | 0.2 ! \4.4 8.87, . 16.4 24,4 ° " 4043 5.3 22.9

L D ]..97m3,. - 0.1 9 6.9 o 4.3 24.5 - 44.4 6.8 .-l _18.0 N
t YA > . . : ' ' : P "o ° oy
i F b - 8416 0.1 2 5.8 12,6 . 24.6 - 1 - 45.8¢ 8.4 5.7 ”-"’[;.
S R 5898 0.0 ;Xl 4:8 CL11.3 . 22.9 49.0 9.8, "] ‘13.4 v,
o ! N N ' . . . . ' a7 s w. < ' N . . o
‘: C bou1214 0.1 - %j 4.1 7 10.7 21.5 ©.’51.6 10,6 -] .11.3,
et S =7 < , 7 '
: - ' T - B . . . Y
ooty 13489 00« _|' . 1\.4\ 4.0 9.7 19.9 52.0 + 13,0} -10.8
N A : ’ : ) , i S
NN 8987 - 0.0 o.sg’ ©3.0 Y 8.2 ' |- 18.9 ° L 54.7 4.4 g o © 8.1 ]
o " 4 L B—TT‘ e N ) } e ) . ) N ’ . B ? »
g [,_, 10156' .~ 0.0 0.8 \ ! 2.5 % 6.8 16.8 55.9. ! 17.1 - 4t 7.1°

-
|
1
i
3

29.1 | 3.2 | 52 .

.—l
@
o
L]
i
(=)
w
~

——

v 846 - '\q.o . 3.0
2

- - N N ‘
) joco2at \v- s 1 107 1 23.8 | 48.4 9.8 =~ |
— -1 .\\‘ " "I - )%‘. i LS

i 1314 0.0
. | - g : :
CTofAL | 108864 M1 0.2 | s.0n |+ 7.6z | laon | 22.5% | 43.1% 867 * & 21.1% |
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PERCENTAGES OF STUDENTS I -THE SEVEN ‘MINIT\ﬂ}M '

STANDARDS CATEGORIES FOR SEVENTH GRADE MATHEMATICS

3
3

‘CAT‘EGORY 1 ‘/CATEGORY 2

CATECORY 35 ‘CATEGORY 4 CATEGORY 5

T s T B
CATEGORY 6 CATEGORY 7; AT OR BELOW

, NUMBER T 0-197 20-34% - 35-49% 5Q-647% 65-79% - 80-94% , 95-100% | TWENTIETH
E DF% TESTED | MASTERY | MASTERY MASTERY | MASTERY | MASTERY | MASTERY MASTERY) | PERCENTTLE
L -7 T s ‘
A 20845 . 0y8% 12.7% 25.0% 29174 __21.8% 9.6% onf'/, “0.9%
8 | 8197 o.h(,/ 6.2 15.9 fésfa S ) 19.1¢A 1.4 24.0
| c 9793 - 0.2 's.2 | - 13.9 2.5 30.6 23.2 2%9 2029

D 9702 0.1 3.8 {.l. 12.3 uga.g ’ 31.3 26.8 1.8, . 17.5

E " 8420 0.1 3.1 9.9 21.2 32.8 29.7 3.3 14.2

F 5901 - 0.0 2.6 - 8.7 21.1 32.4 31.7 3.5 12.3
. 11211 0.1 2.2 8.1 18.8 31:8 344 4.6 11.4

H 13487 S0 1.9 . - 7.3 17.6 30.1 | 37.0 6.1 10.1

o 8973 0.1 1.5 5.9. 16.0 ° 29.7 ° | 397 - | 7.2 8.2

3 *10156 0.0, 1.2 4.6 1350 | 2.5 3.5 8.7 6.4

v 844 0.0 5.1 16.6 29.4 3.4 14.5 .1 o.1 24.2

- 1319} 0.1 3.4 7.8 22.2 32.7 29.9 3,8 12.7

{ TOTAL = | 108842
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' - TABLE 5 .- .
., PERCENTAGES OF STUDENTS IN THE SEVEN MINIMUM
STANDARDS. CATEGORIES FOR TENTH GRADE READING \ -
: Y " .
4 »
. .- ] . _ . . - 2 T - -
. CATEGORY 1 |CATEGORY 2| CATEGORY 3 | CATEGORY 2 CATEGORY 5|CATEGORY & CATEGORY 7; AT OR BELOW
NUMBER , 0-197 - 20-347 ‘“ 35-49% TN 50-64% 65-79%" 80-94% °95-100% | TWENTIETH
DFG TESTED  MASTERY ~ | MASTERY ' MASTERY | MASTERY MASTERY MASTERY MASTERY | PERCENTILE
. ] -
LA 16443 0.6% 9.0% 18.6% 22.6% 23.8% 21.6% 3.8% | 45.07
, ’ t
L t . » .
B 8761 0.3 4.3 9.8 , 16.6 25.1 34.6 9.4 / 26.0
, * L Al . * g .
. 8262 0.3 2.8 9.0 15.6 25.7 37.9 8.8 22.9
. - .
N N > CQ‘ (
D 10005 0.1 2.0 5.8 12.1 ) 24.7 42.4 12.9 16.4 ¢ -
£ 9241 0.0 1.9 5.1 12.1 25.0 - 42)7 . 13.3 15.1 '
2 . '
P 8106 0.1 146 . 4.3 10.1 1.8 45.1 .'17.0 12.8
G 12283 0.1 1.2 3.8 9.7 21.2 46.1 17.9 11.4
H 11546 0.0 £ 1.3 4.0 8.7 20.0 -45.8 20.1. 11.]
1 12411 0.0 O - 2.4 6.1 » >16.9 48.2 25.4 7.3
-J ., 8151 _ 0.0 0.6 ¥ 5.5 -)}-14.6 47.7 29.6 6.2
v 3694 0.1 5.7 11.1 22.7 < 31.5 27.4 3.5 30.8
-z 524 0.0 2.1 3.6 12-8 st.s° 42.2 12.8 - 15.1 ' \
. A} RN 4 ’]‘ ¢ ) IS
lToTar, 1109427 0.2% 2.9% 7.2% . | 77,/_'”] 22.2% 39.9% 15.0% 9.1z
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PERCENTAGES OF STUDENTS IN THE SEVEN MINIMUM
" STANDARDS CATEGORIES FOR TENTH GRADE MATHEMATICS

> [ 4

1 - CATEGORY 1|CATEGORY 2TCATEéORY'3; CATEGORY 4 CATEGORY S'CATE‘GORSI{ 6r CATEGORY 7| AT OR BELQW,
8 /| NUMBER 0-19% 20-34% 1. 35-49% 50-64% - | 65-795 [ 80-94% 95-100% | TWENTIETH
, DFG TESTED M!\SQ“,RY" MASTERY & MASTERY | MASTERY' MAST};:RY - | AMASTERY " MASTERY | PERCENTILE
N 16327 0.:3% z;.ﬁsztx 17.2% " 28.87 2.1% / _19.0% | 3.8% C42.4% 1
B 8663 0.1 2.8 10.3 21.6 26.7 30.9 S 7.3 . 27.83
T.c | 8238 o1 2.1 75 [ 20.9 - 9756 33,6 - 8.2 23.2
"D 9966 0.1 1.6 ’ 5.7 15.7 26.2 38.5 12.2  17.5 .
' E 9214 0s1 1.4 5.4 16.2 25.9 38.6 12.4 7.1,
F 807 0.1 16 4.6 ~13.9 e 92,7 40.2 16.8 14.7
¢ |.12272 0.0 1 1.1 .43 13.2 T 40:% ° 17.6 137
H 11531 0.0 1.3 2 41 1222 219 399 ©20.3 . 13.0
I 12382 ° 0.1 0.% " 2.7 9.0 18.4 4.6 24,6 8.7
J 8136, $0.0 o 04 . - 26 8.1 18.3 43.4 2.2 7l
\ 3688 'I0f1 f 2.4 10.7 | 268 ~ 32.0 2%.7 3.3 31.1
z 524 o.@,:?ri 1.3 T 5.2 18.7 30.2 36.1 ., 8.6 ° 17.2
TOTAL | 109014 0.12 |~ 1.9% 7.1% 16.8% 24.0%, 35.7% 16.4% 20.1%
: / h / 32 7
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| o X Table 7 presents information relative ~&

1 X . ’ . - “ .
9Qtermtnation of the lawest scoring 20% of..the gtudents in the -

| state for each particular test. Table 7 lists the, percernt

. mastery level ;angé (i.e., the percent of correctly answered

test items) for the. students ih the lowest 20%. (2&th percentile)

ﬁl:‘%}, “
H 1 ZC N ’
TABLE 7 < :
- | MASTERY LEVEL RANGE. OF THE
JLOWEST 20% OF THE STUDENTS ‘IN THE STATE
i + " i 1) ) . A4 ‘ ‘r ) * R 5
: MINIMOM ‘ MAXIMUM
TEST _ MASTERY LEVEL 2 ] MASTERY LEVELD
. - - - > / ) -
" FOURTH READING 3.2% . 76.8%¢ )
.- 1 _
. * k1
., FOURTH MATHEMATICS T~ 1.4 58.3 ¢ !
SEVENTH READING 1.1 " 60.0°, \
. ' \
SEVENTH MATHEMATICS ] 2.4 © 51.2
’ TENTH READING : 1.1 : . '60.0 . '
| TENTH MATHEMATICS. 2.5 60.0
( -

k4
4 = . N L]

aThe smalPEst mastery level attained by any student (i.e., the smallest
percent of correctly answered items). — .
- : bThe largest mastery level attained by étqdents whose total test score
was one of the lowest 20% of the test scores in the state (i.er, percent f
of correctly answered items). . : )

CSince the largest-mastery level of the lowest &ga!;:;the students for 2
fourth grade reading is above the uniform minimum ndard mastery

level, only those students whose mastery level was less. than 65%

-were required to receive immediate re@ediatiqn. 4

- .Tablgé 8-10 bresent the same Minimum Standards
information as do Tables 1-6. Howeverﬁ‘ghq ihformationﬁiﬂ Tables -
8-10 are aggregated gccording to the éour EéucationaL
Improvement Centér (EIC) regions of the State. EIC-South
encompésses,éli LEAs iﬂ Atianﬁic, Camden, Cape May, Cumbﬁrland,

Gloucester, and Salem céunties. EIC-Central contains LEAs o

RN

L34




! , : N ) . ) i . r21-,

» ! » ’ e / . o ’ 1
in Burlington, Mercer, Middlesex, Monmouth, and Ocean counties;
. - . Al

. -

EIC-Northeast includes LEAs in Bergén, Essex, Hudson and Union

countieé, EIC-Northwest includes LEAs from Hunterdon, Mor;is,

! - .

Pad¢saic, Somerset, Sussex, and Warren counties..” The' results

~

for all six tests indicated similar performance by students -

- -

in the Northeast and South régions and also similar

. <

- . performance by students in the Norﬁhwest and Central regions

of the state. It must be remembered that ‘fhere are a variety
of types of districts in all four E regidné and therefore,

the EIC regional results reflect thdse combinations of

° ?

different tyﬁes of districts. .

Tégles 11-13 prééént the same information according

to an urban, suburban, rural and, regional LEA desfignation.

Students in suburban and regiond4l school districts performed
equivélent}y,\a; better than ejther the urban or rural_groups.

Rural areas indjcated higher performance than the urban areas. -
. . _ , \

-
. . %

{
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b
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FOURTH GRADE READING

PERCENTAGES OF STUDENTS.IN EACH OF THE SEVEN

MIVIMUM STANDARDS CATEGORIES BY EIC REGKQN

54
7 ‘%

I W . SO

Central

)

Y- CATEGORY 1 |CATEGORY 2 | CATEGORY 3 | CATEGORY 4‘ CATEGORY 5 |CATEGORY 6 CATEGORY7 - AT OR BELOW
NUMBER 20-347%, 35-497, 5647 65-79% ' Y
*| TESTED . MASTERY |- '™MASTERY- | MASTERY MASTERY
REGION Lol .
Northeast |y 32663 1.1% B T2 N 9 15. 4.6 12
: -
Northwest | 19293 0.7 2.0 . 5.0 11,
- ' - - *
South 151334 0.9 - 3.2 . 7.1 14.
Central | 28169 0:4 1.7 4.6 12:
o . L 3
MATHEMATICS -
- . ls'
Northeast| 32631 b4y 10.2% - 17.9% 27.
Northwest | 19297 2?8 ; g9 '13u5' 26,
| south. 15134 3.7 9,5 18.2 29.
: 3
28158 2.1 6.3 14.5 88,




" TABLE 9 c ;23_ -, B , :
- , ‘J' -

. - PERCENTAGES OF STUDENTS IN EACH OF THE:SEVEN '

-

. , MINIMUM STANDARDS CATEGORIES .BY EIC REGION

. . . ’ . . .7 . ! 1} .
: . . = SEVENTH GRADE READLNG oo . )
. . '.*ﬁ' . o . . - 52 ’ { O N . ~ . ._\ - __/_. N

- | , v
. CATEGORY 1 CATEGORY2T7CATEGORY3 CATECORY 4 CATEGORY 5,CATEGORY § CATEGORY 7| AT OR BELOW

‘ NUMBER 0-19% * | 20-347% 35-497, 50-64% | 65-79% ) 80-94% 95;100% | TWENTIETH

& |RECING TESTED | MASTERY | MASTERY MASTERY MASTER MASTERY 7 MASTERY, | MASTERY PERCENTILE
-. ) 4 ) ‘ ‘ - - A . ) ) " L . -

~ |Northeast | 37018 0.3, -+ | 5:1% 8.7% _ | 15.1% | 22.2% | -4o0. QATi[ 1.8:3% | 23

// ~|Northwest | 21898 |~ 0.2 . 3.2 . 6.2 12.2 o213 . 46, 7 * |710.2 -| 16.6,
South ,. | 17536 0.2 47 9.2 15.3 24.3 39.5 - 6.8, 2.8 . -
N - ! . - : " ] . . ' ‘ i. '

g Central | 32412 W1 T 3.1 6.4 13.3 ¥ 2216 45.6 9.0 17.1 —

~ L ) ' MATHEMAT1CS - L ' '
el : o - *- .
, . » : ] @ e

|Northeast | 37024 1- 0%z 5.9% 13.7% 22.2% 27.2% 26.7% 4.,0% "21.5%,

Y
B ~
© . ! *

... |Northwest [ 21890 | 9.2 ° 4.0 Y 10000 .| "19.6 , 29.3 2.4 15.4 .

w

21.8

—

. . ! " -
\ South - 17534 0.2 5.6 14.7 . - 25.3 29.8 22.4

> . . ' ‘ .
Central 32394 0.2 . 3.9 :11.4 21.7° 30.7 28.6 "3.5 16.7

}' W~
. vt

B4




¢

. TET\}/ﬂ{ GRADE READING

.
s . 'y “
]

ATEGORY 1 CATEGORYZ CATI}CORY3‘ CATEGORY 4 CATEGORY 5|CATEGORY & CATEGORY 7| AT OR BELOW|
NUMBER 0-197% 2Q-34°/ 497 i 50-647 65-797% 80-94% 95-100% | TWENTIETH
REGION TESTED -|-MASTERY MASTERY ° tQL%H‘RY MASTERY MASTERY MASTERY MASTERY PERCENTIILE

Pnrialpuind NP Yo e = 4 —_ —

>

. Al & LS
Northeast. 38080 3%\ 35w i /. 8.3% | A3.8x | 21.6% i 37.6% 1 15.0%

-

Northwest | 21869 | O 25" | 6. 8 | 210 2.4, | 11

—— e )

south * | 17368 . : : ‘ 8 |- 24, 38.9 . 12.1

Central . 33110 ’ . - . N . .22, 417 14.9

.MATHEMATICS

N / ' .
Northeast : .17 . ' 7.8% 17.3%.

Northwest y ) . . . 15.0
—l

‘ South X ) ) .7 ' 191

T SV

Central A1, 1. ' 6.8 16.4




A

-4
v

TABLE 11

-~
. o &
: , -25-"
. . ’ |
: PERCEN AGES OF STUDENTS IN EACH QF THE SEVEN

WIVTMUM STANDARDS CATEGORIES BY COMMUNITY TYPE

wa
.
.

' " FOURTH GRADE READING .
- sy
\ 7 - T S A
o o ‘CATEGORY 1 |CATEGORY 2 | CATEGORY 3 | CATEGORY 4 CATEGORY 5|CATEGORY 6| CATEGORY 7| AT-OR BELOW
COMMUN. | NUMBER | ©0-19% | 20-347 . 35-497% 50-64% 65-79% | 80-94% 95-100% | TWENTIETH.
TYPE TESTED : MASTERY LASIEI& MASTERY | MASTERY | MASTERY | MASTERY | WMASTERY | PERCENTILE
—_—— -.'-—-,_ — " T ) * N - g N O
Regional | 3538 0.0% 017 0:7% - 2.9% 9.07% 47.6% 39.67 3.8%. .
Urban 44412 0.2 1.4 4.5 1 9.4 18.5 | &b 21.5- 15.6" .
Suburban | 36539 |~ 0.0 0.1 0.7 < 2.7 .- 8.5 48.0 40.0 3.5
. .0 . ‘ 7 o
Rural ] 10769 0.1 ' 0.3 1.8 St 5.2 v 13.3 - | 48.0 31.3 7.4, ©
— < . 3 — ;
L ; ° ’ N s
" N MATHEMATICS [
| Regional 1| ° 3537 0.17% 1.1% 4.4 11.9% 28.8% ©48.4% L5430 - | 12,2
Urban. 44398, 0.6 5.6 . 12.4 h 20.4 28.1 29.5 374 30.7
4 . A ] - - . ’ . . . l
| Subutban 36522 0.1 _!"1.9 3.8 10.9 2659 . | 49.6 - |- 7.7 B _1_0_7_ o
LRural ~: | 10763 '_ ~ 0.2 | 2.2 7.6 - 16.7 | 30.0 38.7 | 46 19.%° i
, - . . hd ~ / ‘l . e )
- ’ - ” \”
~ i S \
’ ) - (\‘1 ‘ .9 3{” .3
. s 49
A - " :
‘e A . B > - 3 . Py




‘ > .. TABLE 12 - ' , -26- T ’ o
- ) ’ \ &
PERCENTAGES OF STUDENTS: IN EACH OF THE SEVEN , .
- MINIMUM STANDARDS CATEGORIES BY COMMUNITY ‘TYPE
* . . \ - 4 )
{ . : SEVENTH GRADE READING - . . -
o T A I ‘ r | :
= 3 CATEGORY 1 [CATEGORY 2| CATEGORY 3 | CATEGORY 4 CATEGORY 5:CATEGORY &' CATEGORY 7 4T OR BELOW
;COMMUN". .NUMBER 0-19% 20-347% 35-49% 50-47% 65-79% 80-;94% 95-100% WENTIETH
\TYPE TESTED | MASTERY ' | NASTERY, MASTERY MASTERY MASTERY |. MS']TfER MASTERY | PERCENTILE
et ’J \ T e T T g [ it el R Py _.
™ i .
|Regional 2457 " 0.1% 4 1.8 1 4.B% 4 11.6% | 21.5% - 49.4% 10.8% | 13.27
; . J U T v L . . ’ -~ i
'"Urban’ 49716 0.4 s 6.6 11.0 17.7 23.8 v 34.8 5.7 28.7 )
. Tsuburban | 41111 " 0.0 - T 1.5 3.9 9.9 20.7 51.8 12 10.8
. T T : - — - =
o K . . - . , B by . .
Rural 9734 ©0.1, N LIS VR 14.5 © 23,4 . 43.7 7.5 - 19.1
1 4 N , - ~ s P .
. N o . _ -
T ' L : - w © MATHEMATICS® Al
| i S - *
Regional Juis | 0% | 2.8% - | 8.6% TR = T31.97 [ 39 3T 7 | C12.5%
Urban 49698 0.5 N 7.6 17.3 25.5 .26.8 T 20.1 2.3 - 27.0
Suburban | ' 41110 0.1 1 22 7.3 17.8 30.6 36.6 5.6 10.3 .
1 z < . 3 Tl -4 e e e -
* |Rural 9742 0.1 4.4 *11.9 23.0 . 31.9 26.3 2.5 ° 17.6 )
o ",? 7 /‘ Q v kg
H ‘fﬂ:" > ¢ ! i J
I . ~ A"Liq
» ~ . . - : X .
i . ). ) R - . y




E ' #  TABLE 13 . 27. S C- .
~ ' ) .W
‘,_j . o PERCENTAGES .OF STUDENTS IN EACH OF THE SEVEN e ‘
- ; e L MINIMUM STANDARDS CATEGORIES BY COMMUNITY TYPE :
. . N \ . T TENTH GRADE, READING ) T S
1R CATEGORY 1|CATEGORY 2| CATEGORY 3| CATEGORY A CATEGORY 5| CATEGORY 8 CATEGORY 7| AT.OR BELOW
COMMUNQ. .NUM'}_S‘ER ’O-l9~°/o 20-347, - 35-49% 50-64% §5—7933 80-94% . 95-100% TWENTIETH
TYPE —TE'ISLED |MASTERY HASTERY MASTERY | MASTERY | MASTERY | MASTERY _MASTERY |+ PERCENTILE
" lRegional | 22046 | 0.1 13 397 8.9% |~ 19.9% 46.3% 19.5% 11. 2%
Urban 48058 o.{3’ 6y 10.5 \'16.1l | 23.6 3.2 0.6 - -] 27.0
" |Suburban | 29980 {+ 0.0 1.2 3.7 8.7 | 20.0 |0 45.8 20.5 10:8
Rural 4751 0.1 ST A 14.7 | oesa - [ ang 11.4 21.6
. e . - ’ M : -
MATHEMATICS . ' W . '
Regionalw 22910 0.1% ool2% | 37 - | 127" 22.0% 41.9% 18.9% 12.7%
Urban | 47747 0.1 2.8 .2 ] 2.0 2502 T 3006 10.1 - | 27.2 ]
:__S.ubu.rban 29921 or 11t 4 121 '} 221 | .40.9 | 19.7 -‘~~~_E~2.6 .
Rural 4748 | 0.1 2.2 8.0 | “19.9 - 27.2 32.5 10.1 23.4. |
. - .

s
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APPENDIX A R
R ’ An example of a Minimum Standards School Report

appearé on tﬁe next page, To protect the privacy .rights Of‘k

the sﬁﬁdents all names have been eliminated.

The report is a fourth grade readlng report. The

-folloW1ng p01nts are pertinent to & understanding of the

information contaimed in the report:
1. Thé numbers appearing. under the "Total" column are the )
, students’ minimum standards groups. Studenmts are listed \

alphabetlcally'w1th1n each group, beginning with those } '

students in group 7. ) ’
2. Students whose name appears below the dotted line are in
groups 4, 3, 2, or 1, and have not met the minimum
requirement.
3. Students with asterlsks preceedlng thelr names are in
the lowest 207%.

<o

. 43 The columns marked "Vocabulary’" "Phonetic Analysis," etc.

concern the student's performance on each cluster of the
EAP test. The numbers in the columns represent‘the

. score indices for the student. (For example, if in the
"Vocabulary" cluster, a student correctl;’answers 7 of
the 10 items, he has answered 70% of the cluster items
correctly. Therefore, his score index for "Vocabulary"

is 5.) N
. < -
“\
5. The cluster information is for diagmostic purposes only
~ Because the-clusters are not composed of the samé
number of items, it is not possible to determine the
"Total" score index from the.cluster indices.
-
~ ’ . . L
hY » ! :
4
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. 23
: NEW JERSEY DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION , ~ -
¥ 2 AAL K 4 ~ N
. MINIMUY BASIC SKil.LS REPORT - .
v 1 M -
- SCHDOL  TEST .
T o i CODE DATETO/ 78 PAGE !
, DISTRICT . / CODE SCHOOL . ] R .
, DATE OF AEADING SCORE INDICES LEVEL4 -
- ot pRTH S /¢ [se [ o 1§ §izu e /. .SCORE PERCENT
’ /s gf/gi? §§e§/$§§ £§ /7 83 " INDEX CORRECT
S < S5 / 8% REI3/LESE/ & 5% o o ‘
o S §b~/ T 55[} é}/ S¢/ FR & . 7 58!8-182
, o X e & -
: 16/14/67 F 7 7 17 7 7 7 74 6 5 65— 79
. . 03/28/67* M 7 7 7. 7 7 7 6 6 | e dmmmm D
. : 01/30/67 'F 7 70 7] 7 7 7 7 6 . 4 50~ 64
. .02/22/87 F 17 7.0 .7 7 6 7. 7 70 3 35— 49
08/15/67 M 7 7 7. 6 7 g g ; . 2 20— 34
. 12/16/66 F 7 7 6 7 7 1 0- 19
i ’ ";f'?,/gs ': g ; g 2 g g T 3 s *% %% INDICATES th;lEDIATﬁ
) 05/15/6€ ; ]
/1267 F 6 6 4 6 6 6 7 | .6 REMED A T ION PROGRAM
T 1Y25/8, F 6 1 5 707 7 6 7 . s
’ 08/22/67 M, 6 7 6 5 7 6 | 7 6 T . .
02/08/67 F 6 | 7 6 6 6 6 5 6 ‘ . ,
08/ 3/67 .M 6 | 6 6 7 7 7 7 | 6 d -~
07/27/67 F 6 6 6 5 7 5 6 6 .
04/11/67 F 6 7 6 7 7 6 7 7 .
- 02/04/66 M 6 | -7 5 6 6 6 6 6 ‘
09/29/66 F 6 7 6 6 7 4 3 4
) 01/04/67 - . 6 7 5 6 7 6 7 6 ,
. 10/21/66 - M 6 7 6 7 6 4 7 4
. €9/15/¢6 M 6 7 6 ]. 6 -7 6 6 6, .
o 12/14/66 N 5 7 | 4 |7 6 5 4 4 . .
* 05/ 8/66 M. 5¢f 6 4 4 5 6 4 5 .
/11/66 M 5 7 5 6, 7 4 5 6" .
ad 03/13/67 F 5 7 5 4 6 5 (. 4 4
08/27/66 M 5 7 5 3 5 4 5 4
01/01/67 F ° 5 | .7 4 5 6 6 7 5 ) - .
. . 07/02/67 F 5 7 5 I s 4 4,/ s 4
: . 02/25/67 M 5 7 4 6 I+ 7 4 5 6 . ]
03/04/68 F 5 7 4 6.t 6 4 S | -2 °®
. R 09/15/66 M s| 7| 5| 6 {+6] a| 3| s . . .
. Y ' » ' -
. 09/22/67 F 5, 6 4 5 {6 -4 3 ]
: - 01/14/67 F 5 {7 6. .6 6 .4 | 2 a R '
o e e DL E e e S L D LR P s S v
vhas 05/ 9/67 M 4 7. 4 3 5 1 19 4
reen 01/.3/68 F 4 7 | .4 4 4 2 3 6 ;
LTI 08/16/67~ M 4 7 4 5 5 3 5 2 3
rens 03/27/66 F 4 7 | .4 4 5 |44 4 /4 . ’ Ls
rern ® /30/66 M 4.8 4 3. "4 4 4 g . . .
tann 04/ 2/68 M 3 6 .3 3 5 4 -2 3+ .
.. * : 1 »
Ly Q ‘ 4°O B . ',: '
ERIC : ol ; )
. W T, - | ,

.

P L
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[ . AEPENDIX B e e T

Ed -

* NJEAP - Fourth Grad'e~0bject‘ives ".

." Reading T £ " '. E .'\' 3 \ ‘

ot

£ 3

.

© After completing.THREE or more years of school, tne student.

will be able to Derform th‘e following behaviors: N
1. 1dent1fy1ﬁg a written word that, ‘is the same as a spoken word
(VOCABULARY) : C e
2, 1dent1fy1ng'a written word that has the same sound as a/spoken
or written word in terms of 1n1t1al consonants, final consonants,
consonant blends, consonant dlgraphs, silent consonants and . .
; variant sounds (PHONETIC' ANALYSIS) ; . . . . -,
3. idenfifying the syllable structure, root, prefix, plural compeund T
yord and contraction of a given word(s) (STRUCTURAL ANALYSIS),.
4. dentifying the proper fill-in word, synonym or antonym glven a - »
(//ientence or word (APPLICATION); - .
identifying the main idea, specific information and sequence of

5 - ’
events in a glven story (LITERAL COMPREHENSION), I ,
. 6. identifying the characters' emotions, ‘predicted outcomes, face
vs. (fiction and characters' motives ip a given story (INTERPRETAl;ON),
7. 1dent1fy1ng a piece of 1nformat10n from.a dicgionary, table of
conteénts, glossary, 1dent1fy1ng alpﬁgbetlcal order (STUDY SKTLLS) " .
. ey 4
Mathematics _ e f‘ ST

o ~

After completing THREE or more years of school athe s@dent

will bé able to perform the following behav1ops . RS
1. adding oné, two- and three”ﬂlgitinumﬁeis (ADDITION),a . > L
2. ‘subtractlng one, two,and three dlg}t nhmbers‘(SUBT N); "o ’;_“ -
3. multiplying.and dividing a two digit, num'be‘r 'by a, R@glt L J
number (MULTIPLYING AND DIVIDING); ' .
: 4, eounting. and locating numbers,- applying pr1nc1ples, solving ," ‘é \
« For’unknowns; estimating (NUMBER AND OPERATION), . Sy f%i:
5. counting, read1ng,wr1t1ng, grouplng, regrouping and exPAﬁd;ng S S
. - nymerals: (NUMERATION), o S .“f;. :
¢ 6. recvognizing basic geometric flgures and geometric relag}ons} ) ‘
(GEOMETRY), . . A
7. measurlngag;izntiﬁyfng mefsurement un1ts, telling. t1me, countlng ;/!§\§
. money, coO ng sizes (§EASUREMENIS), ,',
© 8y solving simple word problems involving money and othefgpractleal ‘.
. % materials’ (WORD PROBLEMS), : ’ LS .
. . 9. 'solving equatlons 1nvolv1ng addition, subtractlon, multlﬁilcatlom
division® solving inequalities (EQUATIONS AND -INEQUALITIES); l :
10, ridentifying fractional portions ef sets (SETS AND FRACTIOVAL s » I
. NUMBERS) . v . ’ L.
. . . C \ v S . L R
v / -
.\ 4 o N
l’/’ ¢ 3
m 5U RO
P . N .
, . : . .. ar
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APPENDIX .

»

(PHONETIC ANALYS S), . . *
) - 2. identifying the part of a word or meanlng of or usage of a’‘root,
o suffix, prefix, compound verb, syllable, “accent, possessive,~
. contraction, and plural (STRUCTURAL ANALYSIS); “ N
3. identifying a word that represents a synonym, multiple meaning, '\\
homonym, antonym of a given word (WORD USAGE); -

4. didentifying the meaning of a word or the answer to a specific .
question of information given a sentehée, or a pargraph (LITERAB
COMPREHENSION) ; .

5. identifying the'main idea, summary of information and sequence ~
of events in a given paragraph (ORGANIZATION),

6. identifying a correct character interpretation, inference, »

- . predicted outcome, fact, flctlon, or opinion in a given paragraph
or illustrative chayt (INTERPRETATION),
7. identifyfng a piece of information from a glossary, dictionary, e .

' ) table of contents or index; idedtifying a correct step in the

process of using the library, alphabetizing or following directions
(STUDY SKILL?) . -

hd -

d B . ¢ . .

Mathematics . - . {

After completing SIX or more years of school, the student will
.’be able to Derform the. follow1ng behaviors: .
adding, subtractlng, multiplying.and dividing WHOLE NUMBERS ;
adding, subtracting, multiplying and d1v1d1ng FRACTIONS;
adding, subtracting, multiplying and d1v1ding DECIMALS;
solving problems involving units of measure, amounts of moﬂey,
“ . unlt conversijon, area and perimeter measurement addition and
subtraction of units, and metrics' (MEASUREMENT AND DENOMINATE
iy NUMBERS) ; ~
5. 'solv1ng problems involving equations, symbols, rounding, regrouping,
- rotation, averaglng, number properties, principles; identify, 4
factoring and \atterns (NUMBER AND OPERATION); :
/ .- , 6. solving problems presented as WORD PROBLEMS AND GRAPHS; . L_LJ//—\\
A} 7. identifying the correct instance or element of a problem
" involving GEOMETRY AND PERCENT. ™~

-~
SN
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‘- ; APPENDIX D - _ d

"NJEAP - Tenth Grade dbjectives

_ = = ~ :
Reading ' - S ‘ o

‘After compie ing NINE oxr more years,of school, the student
will be able to perform the foiloW1ﬁg behaviors:

1. ‘identifying the s&nonym, antonym, analogy, or meaning of a

- given word (given 'a pair of word or sentence; WORD RECOGNITION);

2. identifying the main idea, supporting ideas, inferences,
conclusion (bbtained by applying information) and cause an®
effect relationship contained in a paragraph (READING COMPRE— .
HENSIONW) ;

3. identifying specific information contaired iﬂ a dictionary,

* card catalog, reference book, chart map, index, and table of

contents (SIUDY SKILLS). .

4 [
% © - - ) . I . .
Mathematics . - ‘ .
. k .

After completing NINE or more years of school, the student
-will be able to perform the following behav1ors
- .
1. aéﬁing;ﬁsubtracting, multiplying, dividing, factoring, and
rounding WHOLE NUMBERS;
2. adding, subtracting, multiplying and dividing FRACTIONS;
3. addipg, subtracting, multiplying and d;v1d1ng DECIg?LS and
converting decimals to PERCENTS;
4. vperforming fundamental algebraic operations on numbers* 4? Ny
(ALGEBRA) ; i
5. solving problems involving geometrical shapes and measurement
(GEOMETRY/MEASUREMENT), . .
6. solv1ng mathematical word problems 1nvolving money, temperature,
- average, ratio-proportign, graphs, and consumer math (interest,
*+ ., sales tax, discount, ,mparative buying; PROBLEM SOLVING).

(Y

g ° 4"
*Includes number line, positive and negative numbers, square roots,
exponents, commutative, associative, and distributive principles,
identity, inverses, formulas, equations, monomials, translation,

word problems, coordinates. N - .

¥
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