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DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
225 WEST STATE STREET

P 0 BOX 2019
TRENTON, NEW JERSEY 08625

DIVISION OF R4SEARCH, PLANNING AND FYALUATION

Dear Colleague:

As you know, Assembly Bill A1736 was signed
into law in-September, 1976 as Chapter 97 of the Public
Laws of 1976. This law amended the "Thorough and Effic-
ient" Education Ac,t of 1975 and established uniform state-
wide minimum,standards in the basic communication and
computational skills.

.

In its first year of implementation, the minimum
. -

standards prog-eam was based upon the 197fi Educational
As'sessment Program's annual statewide tests, admir4stered
in October, 1976. This report, outlineskthe results of the
EAP

I
ests.in relation to the minimum standards program:

...-

I hope you find the study informative and useful.

C.

3Cor-kiially, .

)

'7',-, 41, / 4,71----

0 .

Gary G ppe
Assistant Commissiorier
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Chapter 97 of the New Jersey Public Laws Of 1976

established uniform statOide minimum standards in the
,

basic communication and computational. skills for'publicly

educated students in the state of New Jersey. ,

, To'implement the law for. school year 197,6-77, the

New Jersey Educational Assessment Program's*(EAP) annual

statewide tests administered in October, 19W6 to all fourth,

seventh, and tenth grade students were used as the indiCator

of minimum basic skills proficiency. Students who did'not

brrectly answer at least 65% of the test items did not

satisfy the minimum proficiency requirement ill. that subject.

For those students a b o skills e improvement plamwas to be

developed,and-Submitted with the di-strictrs annual report,

die July 1, 1977. Additionally for those students whose

total test score was one of th lowest 20% of the test .

\

scc\res in the state, remediati n must have been, provided

dur\ing Spring, 1977.

.

Statewide, of.the 95

the'fourth grade reading tes

258 students Who were administered .

90.4% or 86,118 students met

Or exceededthe statewide inimum standard. Only of

'the students...did nottansw r at least 65% of the reading
g

test items ,corectly. n fourth grade mathematics 72.1% of

the students (68,636 o the 95,220 students) who took the.

fourth'grade mathema cs test surpassed the minimum standard.

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

adminIstered the test) exceeded the, statewide profiCiency levc D

. y
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in reading; while 60:470.,(65,76 of 108042) did- so in.

mathematics. Tenth grade results indicatedthat 77% of

the studeriis (847,263 of 109;427) met the satewLde criterion

in readingWhile74%(80,688 of 109;014) dids° in

mathematics.

As to be expected; more students from higher socio7

economic category districtS surpassed the minimum proficiency

clevel than did students from lower sociobetonomic categories.

Also, more students from suburban and regional LEAs exceeded

the minimum level than .did students from urban and rural
40**

type districts.

C
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INTRODUCTION

Chapter 97 of the New Jersey Public.'Laws of 1976;

establishing 'uniform statewide miniMum'standards for all

'publicly educated students ih the state., was signed into

6. 4

law'on September 22; 1976'. There were six salient eleMents .

to the law, which amended Chapter 212 of theePublic Lawsof

1975 ("The Thorough and tfficient Education.Act")i

m That ."uniform statewide standards of pupil proficiency in
basic.communication'arid.computational skills" be estab-
lished.

. ,

.
, I 4 ,

lib ,
..

r ; %
. m That the e standards be established "at'appropriate -points

in the educationhl careers of the pupils. ,

,

. ,-..,

im Thatithese standards be "reasonably related to those
level of proficiency ultimately necessary as pa,rt of the,
preparation of individuals to function political y,
economically, and Socially in a democfatic,societ .-

1,

,

a That in 'each district.where proficiency is beloW state
standard', the local board will establish "an interim goal
designed to assure reasonable progress, toward the goal...
by each such pupil'...Each such district, as part of its
annual educational plan, 'shall_ 'deverop,a basic skills

"improvement plan for progress toward such interim goaf.".
'

m That the district annual repoxt include evaluation
of pupil' proficiency, basic ,skills and-of the effectre-
ness of any basic dkills'improvdment plan.

m That the Act takes effect immediately...

At its November 3, 1976 meeting,' the New Jersey State

Board of Education adopted a comprehensive proiram to imple-
.

ment the Minimum Basic Skills law.' The adopted plan combin

the recommendations.dade by the:Task 'Force on Competency

,

Indicators and.StandAds, an. independent advisory 'committee

chaired .
ipy Frederick G. Meissner, Vice President, of New ,Jersey

Bell Telephone,..wftli those made by Fred G. Burke; New Jersey-
,

'Commissioner of Educatibn, and members of the lieg-Jersey State

I -
7

J
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Board of Education. The plan consisted of two Darts, one

detailing.piocedures for the academic-year 1976-77; and

the other for academic years beginning Teitli school year

1977 -78.'

,

For the current school year, the State Board plan
.

. .

,

included
.

cluded the following provisions:

r

That the Educational Assessment Program's' St atewide'
Reading and Mathematics Basic SkillsiTest ('EAP),
which was adtinistered in October; 1 6 to all students
ingrades 4, 7, and 10, be used as th indicatOX of
minimum basic skills proficiency.?

r

4 That students who -do not achieve at least a 65% mastery
level (i.e., at least .65% of4he test item.,corfe'ct) on
a particular test have not satisfied the minimum.
proficiency requirement-in that subject.

n For all students below the 65% mastery level, a 'basic

4f skills improvement plan must be developed andosamitted
with the annual report due July 1, 1977 (see 'chapter 212 . a .4

of the'New Jersey Public Laws of 1975,'18A:2A-7 as amended);\
The' improvement plan must specify the programs and/o
procedures which'each district is implementing or t 11.

Implement to alle'viate basic skills` deficiencies.

n For,all students who are below the 65%.mastery..level*and
who are also in the lowest scoring 20% of all tested
students in the state (i.e.t,the student's total test
score is one of the )owest' 20%of test scores in the state),.
appropriate remedial assistance must be provided_during
Spring, 1977. -.Assistance may.be provided-by participation
in federally funded programs, state compensatory education
programs, and /.or locally designated.compengatory education
programs. For those students-who are not receiving assis-.
tance througlthese programs, an, individually developed
instruct ion -plan must be implemented.by the classroom .

teacher and/or byappropriate resource', remedial, or
compensatory education teachers. EachSuperintendent must

file -'a statement of asqurances with th?,County Superintendent
of Schools by March 1, 1177 stating that all students this,
category'are receiving appropriate remedial-services.

'

4, -.4

'Because the bill was signed into law at"too late a date to properly
implement a comprihensive program for school year 1976-77? a special
interim plan had to be developed fortbis 'school year. --0

. :

2 Studen s who are 1) non-English .dominant, or 2) classified as special
educati and not-recelving instruction in the regular classroom are

not requ red to take the test.

11
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To.implement the Minimum Standards plan for thi.,_
41 .

year, the State Board .approved the following activities:,
.. G

'Step 1 -.. The Statewide Tests were administered in grades. 4, 7, and lb
on October 20-21, 1976.

Step 2 -.Basic Skills' Mpagement Plan; - The basic skikis improvement

s)
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 Decembdr4ebruary)
These results provided product data on individual students,
classrooms, schools, and districts. s

Step 4 Minimum'Standards Reports - Schools and Districts - (January,
1977) - Each school and district received a roster of students
aboVe and.below the 65% mastery level, These rosters also
contained cluster score indices to assist the schools and
districts in program diagriostics. Students, whose total test
scores were below standard, were grouped into priority
categories on the basis of individual-need, Additionally
thOse students achieving in the lowest 20% ofthe statewere
identified. ,Immediate remediation must be porovidedto those.
students in the lowest 20%. '(See Appendix A..)

O

Spep:51: Minimum Standards - Technical Assistance - ToChnical Assistance
teams composed of college, university, and LEA specialists and
xounty.and Educational Improtiement Center personnel were,
assembled to assist LEAs in developing and implementing
r6medi'al efforts thf4 spring for those student's in the lowest
20%. Additionally, ,the Technial Assistance teams will

'assist in:the development and implementation of school improve
ment plans for. the remediafionof all students failing:to meet

.the minimum standhrd.
.

For the l977--78 school year and beyond, the State

Board adopted a different; more comprehensive, set of plans to

implement the MiniMum Basic. Skills program.

The ,State Board directed that a new 'minimum -ba'sic

skills test in 'reading and mathematics be develgpe, These

tests would replace the presentyEdlicational Assessment PrograM>=

..tests,'and similar to the EdAcational Assessment program tos*ts

would te'criterion referented, instruments., with the additiOn

of a single coMposite_vore% The mastery levellmuld be" set

- foi each test and grade.level. , The tests will be administered..

1 12
..t

S.

I .
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b

to all appropriate students in grades 3'6, 9, and 11 in .

the. spring of the school year (as opposed to the present
,

fall testing)'.

0

To satisfy the requirement of the State Board, the

test development Procedure for theiew Minimum Basic,Skills

test has been initiated. FiVe test delYelopMent-comtittees

(elementary reading, elementary mathematics, secondary

reading, Seecondaiy mathematics, aqd communication and,

skills) 'have been organized (membership to which was, ''

lt
approved by .the State Board). The committees have determined

objectives which form the basis, of a mip,imum basic 'skills

survey. These,Surveys have been distributed to _educators in

LEAs, Board of Educatitmembeis, itudents, and a random

sample of the general populace to ascertain their liews

4

-toward those objectives which should be included on these
.1

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

be written, analyzed 'by a Min.Qri Coundil,. Technical Advisory

,* z
Council, and field tested. As a result of these analyses, tfle:

final test, will be developed, and then administered in the .

spring_of school year 1977-.7a.
4

RESULTS s>

.

- . X 1 .2

As TA-eViously mentioned, the' New Jersey -Educational.

Assessment Program's 1976 statewide tests (EAP) were used as

the indicator of minimum ba'sic competencies 19r this school

-year.

The use of the EAP as a' measure of minimum bAsiC

skills was ouestioned by many people. 1 Th&EAP1was originally
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undertaken by the ;View Jersey .State;Department of Education

ta provide information to educatioh decision makers. on the
4

,state arid local levels concerning New Jersey's' educational.

system. The, long-rratige goals of the EAP are to assess the

status of'New Jersey's'educational system relative to the

statewide goals. The.EAPendeaVors"to P>rovide information.

useful in Planning and valuating educational programs

designed to meet these goals.

The intent of the pr' ram is to assist in the

identification of local districts which 'have, conducted

programs which are especially successful and those which

are in particular need o'f assistance. In addition to

Providing local schodl Aistriets'with information relevant

in the, assessment of student progress, the EAP provides

informciOnkto local districts that will be helpful in'making,

decisions about the allocation'of resources and the design,

:'implementationand evaluation of.educational programs.

The program began In the fall of 1972 with, the testing of.

fourth. and twelfth grade students for achievement in 'the

basic skills of reading.and mathematics. Each successive

year, students in grades' four, seven, and ten were tested.

Students in grade twelve are tested every three years.

The EAP was not designed,as a measure of Minimum

Basic'Skills competency. Teachers Were originally asked

"rate topics on?the basis of what is actually taught by t e

time students enter grade fpur,grade seven, grade ten or

grade twelie" (EAP State Report,'1976, p. 14);"andnotthose

/-

A,

,
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skills which students are expected, at a minimum, to acquire
8

by ttee.grades.

The list of objectives which the.four tests.cover

is sl4awn in App ices B, C, and D. One .can debate the content

valtdity.or appropriateness of these objectives as requirements

. for minimum basic skills. Interpretation, ft)r example, as a

reading skill may be thodght by -some to be questionable as a

minimum 'reading reduirement. If the tests were measures.

of minimum basic skills, one would expect the majority of/items

to be correctly answered by 80 or 90 percent' of the student

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

correctly'-answered by 65%. (Report of the Task Force on

Competency Indicators and Standards).

However,.this,wasnot:the case.) An analysis of the,
. .

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

' d.evelopmental stages of the Minimum Standards prograM, supported

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

_For-example, analyzing the (performance of students low

socioeconomic type districts showed that in the fourth grade

reading test, there were'28 Stems (29.5% of the test) on which

fewer- than 65% o f the students got correct answers. On fourth
. -

grade mathematics, feW'er than 65% of the students got correct

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

If the- EAP measures minimum basic skills, then we are

confronted by. large numbers of students Who lack these minimum
, g-

competencies. However, it is equally likely that something.

o ther than 'minimums are being measured by the test. A study

of the relationship of the abilities tested, by the EAP as

`bompaidii with minimum basic cOmntqncy sWoWa, therefore, that

are twoere not the same. Nevertheless, EAP scores can serve

lb'Mb
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as a rough proxy of the degree'to which districts,are achieving

'the minimum basic skills mandate. Districts with relatively

high EAP scores can be expected to contain relative,ly fey

studerits severe minimum basic skills problems, while

other districts, with relatively low EAP scores, can be

expected to have a comparatively large number of minimum

basic skills deficient pupils.

Hence, it was decided that because a comprehensive.
.

minimum basic skills instrument.could not be developed for

administration during schdol year 1976-7'7, the EAP wouldbe .

used asfthe indicator of minimum basic skills.

District officials were informed that they should

revalidate each student's EAP results before proceeding with

remediation Procedures. .The districts were to analyae

each student's past testing performance, classroom performance
- A

and any°other,available information to reinforce or invalidate

the results obtained form the EAP test: This reassessment'

procedure was necessary- for a Variety of reasons..°

1. The TAY is only a rough proxy of minimum basic "skills.

,2. ,Extraneous factors may have.affected the stud4nes
performance.

3. The deteriiination of mastery of skills should be based
on a more comprehensive picture than imply one test
that a studOnt takes on one day.

'1

Once the reassessment procedures were completed

then the.appropriate remediation procedures wervto become

effective in the districts,'

The remainder o his report details the results of

-the 1976-77 administration of the Educational Assessment

Program's statewide tests with respect to the Minimum

16
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Standards Program.

Of the 95,258 students who were administered the

fourth grade re dingitest, 90,4% o 86,118 studentS met

or exceeded t e statewide minimum standard. Only 9.6% of the

students failed to answer 65% of.. the readin'z, test items

correctly. The results in fourthgradelilathematics

indicated that 72..1%of the students (68,06 of the 95,220

studertts) who took the, fourth grade mathematics test

surpassed the ']minimum standard.: In §eventit grade, 74.27 of

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

exceeded the statewide proficiency level in reading, while

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

grade results indicated that 77% of ±he students' (84,263 of

109,427) met the statewide criterion in'reading while 747

. (80,688 of 109-;014)ddid so in,mathematics.)

Comparisons made between diffe t tens should be

avoided. It cannot properly'be Saig that since-12.1% of

the fourth grade students surpassed the minimum standard,

while 60.4% of the seventh grade students did so, that a larger

percentage of fourth graders, posss minimum competencies in

mathematics than do seventh grade students. The tests are all

of varying diffiCulty level. It is probably true that the.

seventh grade mathematics test'is-more,difficult for

seventhgraderS than the fourth grade mathematics test is for.

fourth graders. Additionally, it is afso probably, the fact'

that more non-minimum skills are measured on the seventh gtade

test than on the fourth grade test. Districts were instructed

to treat the results of each test separately and not make

comparisons between tests.-

1 'r



Tables 1-6 summarize the results of the minimum

standards program for school year 1976-77, The infofmation

presen,ted in these tables lists the percent of students whose

scores are located in each of the seven Minimum Basic Skills

Categories.'

The Minimum, Basic Skills Categories were established

to: 1) group students according to similar type performance

2) prevent insidious comparisons which may result from'

dissemination of actual test scores and rankings of students.

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

in total, and also for_each of the District Factor..Groups

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

the socioeconomic status of thp district.0 There are ten.
4

DFGs, labelled A to J;DFG A contains districts with the

lowest relative socioeconomic status, and DFG J contains

districts with the highest relative socioeconomic status.

Additionally, 04re are two Aher DFG categories; DEG V

contain's all - Vocational- Technical LEAs; DFG Z contains all

LEAs for whichIno census information was available,and
;

hence fio socioeconomic determination possible.

/ The tables also present information concerning

percent -of students (for each DFG and the state in total) 6

who total test score was one of the approximately lowest

3Categ ry 1 contains students who,correctly answered 0-19% of theatest
items; ategoi.y 2 coitains4sludepts who correctly answered 20-34% of the
test; ategory 3: 35-49%; Category.-44: 50-64%; Cateogry 5: 65-79%;,Category
6: 80- Category 7: 95-100%. :Students in categories 1, 2, 3, and 4
hail% not met.the minimum basic proficiency level in that subject.

0

CI
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'2()% 4 the tesf scores in the state and also who failed'

to correctly answer at least 65% /ofthe test items. In

the fourth grade reading teste only 9.67 of the students

did not answer at least 65% of the items correctly.
4

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

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

For all of the other tests,. the' approximate lowest 20%.was

determined,

As evident'from :Tables 1-6, all six test score

'distributions are negatively skei.47ed-,-to a substantial degree

and not as discrifninati at the upper end of the score
,

scale as at the lower send. The rgIiabilitv estimates for

Reading and Mathematics are., respectiVely .9,5 and .94,

. Grade 4; .95 and .94, Grade 7; .95 and .95, Grade 10.

Each of the ,items on the tests -is a 4 choice item. It-has

been ined that a four choice item that i0of'middle
. 7

difficulty for the group would have a delta of 4134:2110:T1.7, "

a value that is offered solely as a reference point toe'and

in the interpretation of the observed figures. The m..4.411 delta

for Reading and Mathematics, are, respectively,.8.2 and 10.1,

410

. k

Grade 4; 9.9 and 10.8, `Grade 7; 9.8 Grade 10. Hence,

the seventh grade mathematics test was the most difficult test

-while the fourth grade reading test was the easiest.

As to be expected there was a direct relationship

between-student performance and the socioeconomic background

of the school district. Studentk in the lower socioeconomic
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groupings, in general, perforrAd at'a lower level than .

r 7
did students in the higher sOcioeconom ic classifications.

As a consequence; more students. in the lower DFds were
. , .

below the minimum stand4rd and in the lowest 20% of the

students in the state. The results indicate that the

a

.

biggest difference in performance is between districts

in DFG A and DFG B for' all six tests
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PERCENTAGES OF STUDENTS 'IN THEtSEVn

.0
STANDARDS CATEGORIES FOR .EOURTH GRADE READING

. .., .

I I ,

, .
=.i

DEG
'LIMBER

'ESTED

CATEGORY 1

.0-197,,

MASTERY

r-

!CATEGORY 2 CATEGORY 3 CATEGORY 4 CATEGORY 5
20-34',, 35=-4-, -':' 50-,6411 65-79e., 0

:IASI ERY MASi,ERY MASTERY MASTERY

CATEGORY 6
80-94%
MASTERY

CATEGORY 7

95-100%
MASTV.RY

AT OR BELOW
TWENTIETH
PERCENTILE

20581
.1.____

0.5%

-4-
2-.6% 7.9% 15.1% 24.9% , 39.4% 9,6%' 26.1%

B,
7313 0.1 '0.8 . 3.2 : 6.8 16.6., 47.6. 24.8 10.9

1
.

,

7484 0.1 .. 0.6
. _

16.1 50.0,.... 24.6

....

9.3
.t...

.2.4 6. .2. ;

$73.4 ,
I--

0.1. 0.2

-1---

1. 4.4 - 12.3 50.8 31.0 ' '5.1.

I

6821 0.0
..,

O.'2 1.0 3.3 . 10.9 ', 50.2 34.4 4.5

F 534.7-
., 0.0 .' 0.1 0.'9 2..7

...

10.3 51.8 . ,' 34.2 '4'3.8

.

9786

,

0:0 0.1,
1

0.i- '2.4
,-,-

9.1 , 48,f , 39:8 , -3.0-

1 i

1
1192 0.0 . 0.2 0.8, 3.0 - 8.9 ,47.2 ' 40.0 4.0

731 ' , , 0-0 ,0.1 0.4 2.2 7.1 46.0 44.1.
*..

2.,47

830 ' 0.0 0.1* - 0.3 1.7 6.0 44.1

. ,
, :..

48.0 / 2.1

, l'r

.-.T.,
'

.0 ,\ 1 0.0 0.0 0.0
,

0.0
. 4

0.0 0.0 '), ,0.0 -0.07

.

,.4..1 _........._

1630: 1 0.0 0.1 17 4.7. 12,9 46.9.. 33 6.4
-.--4

TOTAL .1 95i5iii t 0.17

- --,
2.61 ,i.1± 6.1%. 13.7% 1 46.3t .30.4% . 9.6/.

ourth'Grade LEAs
.! .
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3
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PERCENTAGES OF STUDENTS IN' THE SEVEN MINIMUM

STANDARDS CATEGORIES FOR FOURTH GRADE MATHEMATICS

. ,

-:r

DEG
NUMBER
TESTED'

ATEGORY f
0-197,

MASTERY
...0

'CATEGORY 2
.20.''. 341,

MASTERY
, .

CATEGORY 3
35-49 %.
MASTERY

I,.

I. *- 19.3%

CATEGORY 4
i 50-64%

MASTERY

U.=
os---

19.5

CATEGORY 5
65,.0%
'MASTERY

26.1%
-

,30.7

CATEGORY 6
80-94%
MASTERY

15.4%

32.8

CATEGORY 7
95-1007, .

MASTERY

-....

1.2%

3.2

AT OR BEr,OW
TWENTIETH
PERCENTILE

. 46.8%

25.2

A 20561 L 2%
+
9.6%

3 7330 0.2
o

3.5? 1( .2

C 7478 0.2 2.8 .an . 16.7 31:,-5 35.5' . 3.1 ' 21.7
..

D

..

8733, ... 0.1 . '1.7 6.0 14.5 30.8, 41.8 , ,. .1 15.9
.....----...,

.-

6822 0.'1 1.13 4.9

.

14.0 .31.8 . '43.0 4.9 13.4

1 p 5341

9790

0.0

0.,0

.... 1.0.

0.9'

4.3

3.9

. 1'2.4

.'10.9 .

4

29.1

28.5

.

47.1

49.1

6:1
.

6.6

..

11:9

10.6

,

.

G ..
...H 11923 0.1 1.3

. .

4.4 11.1. 26.7. 48.7 j 7.6 11.91
.

I 7,314 0.1

. -

0.9 3.3 , 9.6 24.7'

..
.......

52.5 , 9.0
..

9.5 .

J 8298 .o . 6 - 0.6

0.0

1 2.5

0.0

7.5

. 0.0

22.5,

C.0

55.7

O.

11.2

0.0

_J_,
.

,.,

7.1

0.0'"4' V* L '..,., 0 ' 0.0

1,_.i., Z 1636 0.2 is' 1.5 ..6.1 15.2

.

30.3 L 41.9

38:9%

,4:9

5.3% .

15.5

-21.0%
TOTAL 5220 0.3%, ..3%, 8.3% v..116.0% 27.9% ..--.!:

* No-Fourth-Grade Vocational LEAs ve,



TABLE 3
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PERCENTAGES OF STUDENTS IN.THE SEVEN' MINIMUM 9.

STANDARDS CATEGORIES FOR SEVENTH GRADE READING

e

0

41,

-

DFG

.

NUMBER
TESTED

;CATEGORY
1 0-19%-
MASTERY

1

4..._.

CA 'EcORY21
2 -34%

'..MA,TERY

CATEGORY
35-49% .

MASTERY

CATEGORY'4iCATEGORY
50-64% ., 6-5-79%
MASTERY MASTERY.

51 CATEGORY
! 80-94%
1 MASTERY'

CATEGORY 7
95-100%
MASTERY

AT OR BELOW
TWENTIETH
PERcENTILE

A

_....

4

..

20815
.

.

0.7%

.

.11.'n 16.6% 1

.

23:4% 24.5%

.

21.7%

.

1.7%

...,...

.43.3%

_

B 8218
.

0.3 5.1

.

9'.7

/

'' 17.8 25.5 A-16

0

5.1 .25.5

C "- 9798 0.2 4.4

.

8.8:, 16.4

.

24.4
..

40.r.3 5.5

.

22.9

,

D 1

E 42_8416.

971%.

5898

.0.1
9

.9

. .4

6.9.

....
14.3 -

. .

24.5 44.4 6.8 18.0 ..*

0.1 2v

. .

5.8 12.6 24.6 - . 45.8, -'8.4 :15.7 '''''''-1

. . l

v
.

F.
0.0 2.1

.

. (

4,s-.8

4.1

' ,. 11.3

10.7

. 2.4

21.5 .'

49.0'

N.

.6

9.8.

.

10.6

-

'13.4

, 11.3

G 11214
.

0.1

L3489 0,6 ,

0.0
.-_,.

. .

0.0 .

-. , t,4

0.8

.

'0.8

. 4.0
.

3 (0 -N.-__.

2.5 r

9.7

8.2

19.9

18.Q

52.0

54.7
.

13,0

14.4 4.2.

.

1717.1

10.8

8.1
4,

7.1'

21..4

I....3j

''N

..89.87
....I

.

7-10156' ,
6.8'

.

16.8 55.9 .

1j # St
1314

sl 3 . 0

0.0

t

J.

3.0

2.1'

_4

10.0 -16.5
t 1

29.1
-tt.

36.2 5.2 . ,.

_ _

2 r 5.1

.

10.7 23.8 48.4 9.8 ll'" 12.9 .

21.1%

,

1

'-rnt'AT 1 108864 '. 0.2% 4.0i 44. 7.6% 14.0% 22.5% 43.1%
it

8.46% 4 , ''

:5

. 2,6



TABLE 4

PERCENTAGES OF STUDENTS IN qHE SEVEN MINIMUM

STANDARDS CATEGORIES FOR SEVENTH GRADE MATHEMATICS

I5,Ft

NW'BER --"-

TEST , D

CATEGORY 1
0 197

MASTERY

-CATEGORY 2
2 0-- 34+7,

MASTERY

CATEGbjRY 3'
3'5 49 ',*,

"MASTERY
--'

'CATEGORY L CATEGORY 5
5Q 6 4% 65 -79'
MASTERY MASTERY

CATEGORY or

80-94%
MASTERY

CATEGORY 7
9 5 -100%

MASTERY

AT OR BELOW
TWENTIETH
PERCENTILE

A 20845 Ots8% 12,-7f 25 . 0% 29. 7% 21.8% 9 . 6% 0 . 4% 40.9%

24.0

,
.

B 8197

<

0.4 '6.2 15.9

.

26.4 -

--,,,

30.6 19.1', 1.4

C
.

9793 0.2 '5.2 13.9 24.8 30.6 23.2 2.0 20:9

D 9702 0.1 3.8 ___ 12.3 p.g 31.3 26.8 1.8 ,17.5

E

c

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

G 11211 0.1 2.2 . 8.1. 18.8 31:8 4.6 11.4'
,

H 13487

-
.

, 0.1 1.9
,

-7.3 17.6 30.1 37.0 6.1 - 10.1

I ''

8973 0.1: 1.5 5.9. 16.0 ° 29.7 39.7 7.2 8.2

i '10156 0.0 1.2 4.6 . 13.52 28.5 Z3.5 8.7 6.4

V 844 0.0 5.1 16.6 29-4 34.4 14.5 0.1 24.2
.

Z 1313 0.1 3.4
. .

7.8 22.2 - 32.7
.

29.9 3:8' 12.7

TOTAL- ,10884Z 0.2% 4.9% 12.4% *2.0% 29.1% 27.7% 3:6% 20.3%

4



I TABLE 5

4,

4. mow
-1a- .

PERCENTAGES OF STUDENTS 1N THE SEVEN MINIMUM

STANDARDS-CATEGORIES FOR TENTH GRADE READING

0,

s.

i

DFG
NUMBER
TESTED

1CUECORY liCATEGORY2
0-197,

MASTERY

I

CATEGpRY3
20,-30, 35-49'', 'Th

MASTERY .-' MASTERN

1 \

CATEGORY 4
50-64%
MASTERY

r

CATEGORY 5
1 65 -79'Y

MASTERY

CATEGORY 6
80-94%
MASTERY

CATEGORY 7
'95-100%
MASTERY

AT
TVENTIETH
PERCENTILE

ORSELOTAT1

A 16443 0.6% 9.0% 18.6% 22.6% 23.8% = 21.6% 3.8% 45.0%

B 8761 0.3 4.3 9.8 16.6
.

25.1 34.6 9.4

L.,

26.0

8262 0.3 2.8

,

2.0

9.0

5.8

15-.6
.

, .12.1

25.7

, 24.7

37.9

42.4

8.8
. ,

12.9
co'

22.9

16.4 iv

D . f0005 0.1

E 9241 0.0 1.9 5.1 12.1 25.0 4 42)7 . i. 13.3 15.1

F

.t

8106 0.5d.

,

. 1 :6 .

1.2

4.3

3.8

10.1

9.7

1,821

21.'2

45.1-

,4E1.1

. 17.0

17.9

12.8

11.4

'G - 12283 0.1

)-1 11546 0.0 1.3.

.0

4.0

.- 2.4

8.7

6.1 .

20.Q

16.9

-45.8

48.2 -

20.1

25.4

11.1

7.3

-.

1 I 12411 0.0

. ..8151 0.0 0.6
N...:',...

1.9'

I

5.5 14.6 47.7 29.6 6.2

V 369'4 0.1 57' 11.1 -22.7 31.5 27.4

:._

3.5 30.8

524 0.0 .
2.1 3.6 12.8 26.5. 42.2 12.8 ,_ 15.1

TOTAL 1159427 0.2%
.' 4 .

2.9% 7.2% ___16 12.7%

4

22.2% 39.9% 15.0%
w

19.1%

2J

A 3u
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TABLE 6 -19-

PERCENTAGES OF STUDENTS IN THE SEVEN MINIMUM

STANDARDS CATEGORIES FOR TENTH GRADE MATHEMATICS

DFG
NUMBER
TESTED

CATEGORY 1

0 119`,

.1.ASt.itRYs

CATEGORY 2
20-34%
MASTERY

'CATEGORY 3
. 35-49%
MASTERY

CATEGORY 41
50-64%
MASTERY"

CATEGORY 5
65-7947,

MASTERY --

CATEGORY 6
80-94%.

AIASTERY

CATEGORY 7
95-100%
MASTERY

AT OR BELOW
TWENTIETH
PERCENTILE

,
VA

, .

16327 0;3% 4.8%-, 17.2% '28.8% 26.12 19.0% ' 3.8% 42.4%

B 8663 0.1 2.8 r0.3 21.6 26.7 30.9 - 7.7., 27.8'1

8238 0.1 2.1 7.5 20.9 - 27.-6 , 33.6 - 8.2 .23.2

D 9966 0.i 1 1.6 5.7 15.7 26.2

25.9

38.5

38.6

12.2

12.4

17.5

17.1E 9214 00. 1.4 5.4 16.2

F -8073' 0.1
.

1.6
.

4.6 13.9 22.7 4d.2 16.8 14.7

G .12272 0.0 1.1 .4.3 13.2
...

23.4
.

40:4, ° 17.6
.

13., 7

H 11531 0.0

...

1.3 ,.4.1 12.2 21:9 39.9 20..5 13.0
/

12382 . 0.'1

.
0.6

,
2.7 9.0 18.4 44.6 24.6 8.7

J
.

8136. 0.0 0.4
,

2.6 8.1
.

18.3 43.4 27..2 7.9,

V 3688
.

- t0.1 '2.4 10.7 26.8

18.7

16.8%

32.0

0.2

24.0%

-.

24.7

36.1

35.7%

- 1.

3.3

8.6

14.4%

31.1

17.2

20.1%

Z 524

109014

0.0.1
0.1%

1.3

1.9%

5.2

7.1%TOTAL.

I.

A 32



Table 7 presents information_ relative

c)aterthtnation of the lqwest scoring 20% Of..the tUdents in the

state for each particular test. Table 7 lists the,percerit
, .

.

.

mastery range (i.e., the percent of correctly answered

test items) for the, students in the lowest 20%. (

i
th percentile)

TABLE 7

MASTERY LEVEL RANGE. OF THE
LOWEST 20% OF THE STUDENTS IN THE STATE

W

TEST
MINIMUM

MASTERY LEVEL a
MAXIMUM

) MASTERY LEVEL')

FOURTH READING 3.2% r
- 76.8%c

1

FOURTH MATHEMATICS 1.4 58.3 1 4,

SEVENTH READING 1.1 60.0,
\

SEVENTH MATHEMATICS 2.4 51.2

TENTH READING 1:1 60.0

TENTH MATHEMATICS, 2.5

. .

60.0

.

aThe smalkgSt mastery level attained by any student (i.e., the smallest

percent of correctly answered items).

bThe largest mastery level attained by Students whose total test score

was one of the lowest 20% of the test scores in the state (i.e;-, percent

of correctly answered items):

cSince tha largest-mastery level of the lbwest of the students for 1

fourth gradereadirig is above the uniform minimum ndard mastery

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

-were required. to receive immediate remediation. 4

Tableg 8-10 present the same Minimum Standards

informkion as do Tables 1-6. However, thq information,in Tables

8-10 are aggregated according to the four Educational

ImprovemenIt aenter (EIC) regions of the State. EIC-South

encompdsses.all LEAs in Atlantic, C'Amden, Cape May, Cumberland,

Gloucester, and Salem counties. EIC-Central,contains LEAs

33'

"rat



r21-,

in Burlington, Mercer, Middlesex, Monmouth, and Ocean counties;

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

counties, EIC-Northwest includes LEAs from Hunterdon, Morris,

saic, Somerset, Sussex, and Warren counties.,` The' resultS

for all six tests indicated similar performance by students;

in the Northeast and South regions and also similar

performance by students in the Northwest and Central regions

of the state.. It must be remembered that,there are a variety

of types of districts in all four E regiong and therefore,

the EI regional results reflect th se combinations of

different types of districts.

Tables 11-13 present the same, information according

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

Studerits in suburban and regiondl school districts performed

equivelently, a better than either the urban or rural_aoupS.

Rural areas i d cated higher performance than die urban areas.

a

v

s.

1

O
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TABLE 8 1 -22- 1 . ..
c

4,, '
, .-

. ,

. 4 t PERCENTAGES OF STUDENTS. IN EACH OF' THE SEVEN e-

.
.

,
.

.

MINIMUM STANDARDS CATEGORIES BY EIC REGWN

.,

0.

i .
..
.. . . . .

. 9. FOURTH. GRADE READING .

v,,

.

.

'

REGION

Z't
I'

If
NUMBER
TESTED

ATEGORY 1
0-19%

MASTERY

CATEGORY 2
20 -34%
MASTERY

--' C.

1.1%

t

CATEGORY 3
35-49%
"MASTERY-

3.5%

CATEGORY 4
513-64%
MASTERY

7.5%;

5.0

CATEGORY 5
65 -79t
MASTERY

15.7%

CATEGORY 6
8 -94%
MASS .pRY

CATEGORY 7
95- 1.00% -

MASTERY

AT OR BELOW
T WE NT I ET

PERC.F.11 E4

Ndrtheast

--,__-V

5
32663 0.2% 44.67 27.3%. '612.3% ;

(

Northwest 19293 0.1 0.7 2.0 , 11,7 46.3 '34.2 . 7.8

.

South

.
15133I 0.1

-.
0.9 3.2 7.1 14.9

%,

46.5 27.3 11.3

Central 28169 0.1 , 0:4 1.7

.e.

4.6 12;1 48.1

.

33.0 6.8

. .
. c.. Ilk, .

MATHEMATICS
-

. . °c -. '
.

Northeast 32631 0.6% 4.4% 10.2% 17.9% 27.1% 34.6%

0

5.1%
.

.

25.7%

Northwest 19297
.

0:2 2.8 ' '' '6.9 , *13.3' 26.9 ' c: 43.7 ,'
.

6.2 17.4

South. 15134

i

0.3 3.7 9.5 18.2 29.4 35.0
4

3.9 23.7

Central 28158 0.1,
.

2.1 f 6.3 14.5
t

1428.5

- r
42.7 - 5.6 16.7

. ,

I
I .

. .
r

.. .,
.

.. .

/- '
. I A

-4
.

..

.

. , f
. . e

. .

3 ,..)
.

.
. , .

.

.
. . . .

.
41 -

. ,
4

41*

1 s .
s

- .



TABLE 9 -23-

PERCENTAGES OF STUDENTS IN EACH OF THEe8EVEN

MINIMUM STANDARDS CATEWIES.BY EJC REGION

SEVENTH GRADE READING

gt,

REGION

.. .._

NUMBER
TESTED

.,CATEGORY 1

0-19%
MAaTERY

CATEGORY 2 CATEGORY 3
20-34% 35-49%
MASTERY MASTERY

CATEGORY 4
51/-d47.

MASTER

CATEGORY 5
65-79% ..).80-94%
MASTERY

.
,CATEGORY 6

MASTERy,

CATEGORY 7
95,7.100%

MASTERY

AT OR BELOW
_TWENTIETH
PERCENTILE

Northeast 37018 0.3% , 5:1% 8.7% 15.1% 22.2% '4M°
.
8.3% 23.1%

Northwest 21898 0.2 3.2 6.2 12.2 2113 . 46.7 "10.2 16.6 .

South , 175416 0.2 4.7 9.2

.

15.3 24.3 39.5 6.8 22.8
.

-

Central 32412 411 3.1 6.4

.

13.3 ' 22,26 45.6
1

9.0 17.1
-

,
. .

.0

,

.

-
.

MATHEMATICS

4V

.

. .

.

..

.
.-

.

Northeast 37024

.

0 .14% 5.9% 13.7% 22.2% 27.2% 26.7% 4.0% '21.5%,

NorthweSt 21890 0.2 4.0 10.0 ,19.6 , 29.3 32.4 4.5
!

2.1

-)/

,

15.4
.

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

r

0

c
ar
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TABLE 10

7

PERCENTAGES OF -STU ENTS IN EACH OF THE SEVEN'

.MINIMUM STANDARD CATEGORIES BY EIC-11EGION

TEri GRAM READING

REGION

NUMBER
TESTED

CATEGORY 1
0-19%

'MASTERY

0.3%

I

CATEGORY 2
20-34%
MASTERY

3.5% .,

CATEGORY 5
3577.49%

'i'lrySTE,RY

83%

CATEGORY 4
50-64%
MASTERY

CATEGORY 5

65-7r.
MASTERY

CATEGORY :
80-94%
MASTERY

--e----:

CATEGORY
95- 100%
MASTERY

7- AT OR BELOW'
TWENTIETH
PERCENTILE

21.7%_Ncirtheest 38686. _ 13.8%

10:8

21. 6%

21.0

37,.6% 15.0%

17 .V

.

Northwest..-,.....,

South

21869 0.1 2.5 ' . '42.4.
3$3.9 .

Ike
21.0

17368 Q.2 3.2 7.8 13.8 24.1 12.1r-
....

,

Central. . 32110
. 0.1 2,5 -6.'4

;- .,-

12:1 22.7 , 41:7 14.9
.

17.2

.
4 -

.MATHEMATICS a

-

.

.
Northeast 37809 0.1%

1

2.9/ 7.8% 17.3%, 23'.1% 34.7% 15.2%'
.

'21.2%

Northwest 21843 0.1
7

8, 5.9 - 15.0 22.,7

26.1__,__
24:9_,,,..-__---

38.6

33.3-

16.0.

11.5

.13:9_

17.2 ..
22.7 ,

---;-
__19....3*i_____J

,South

Central

17321

32041

0.1.

0.1

I_
.2 7. T ' 19.1

1.9

-
_6:8...) 16.4 - -- s36:2_

T

4

so,

pP

7
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.PERCENIAGES OF STUDENTS IN EACH OF THE SEVEN

MINIMUM STANDARDS CATEGORIES BY COMMUNITY TYPE

FOURTH GRADE READING

a

CONMUN.
TYPE

NUMBER
TESTED

tATEGORY
0-19%

MASTERY

1 CATEGORY 2
.20-347,
/TASTE

CATEGORY .3

35 -49L
MASTERY

CATEGORY 4
50-,64%
MASTERY

CATEGORY ,5
6,5-79%
MASTERY

CATEGORY 6
80-9k%
MASTERY

CATEGORY 7

95-100%
MASTERY

,4J. OR BELOW

TWENTIETH.
PERCENTILE

Regional
.

3538 0.0% O. l%

,

Orn 2.9% : 9.0% 47.6%

w.

39.6% . .

.
3.8%.,

. .

Urban 44412-

.

0.2

,

1.4 '4.5 9.4 18.5 44.4 21.5 -' 15:6'.

Suburtan '36539 0.0 0:1 0.7 '2.7 -- 8.5 48.0 40.0 3.5

Rural 10769

.

0.1 '0.3
.1--

1.8 5.2 t, 13.3 48.0
.

31.3

,

7.4, P

. 4
.

e ,,

.

. , . ..- , .

9

N
MATHEMATICS . .

_

Regional - 3537 0.1%
.

',1.1%

-

4.4% 11.9% 28.8% '48.4% 5:4% 12.2%

Urban 44398 , 0.6 5.6 12.4

.

20.4
.

28.1 29.5 3-.4

. .

30.7

Subutban 36522 0.1 1.0 3:8 - 10.9
a

26:9 49.6 -' 7.7

4.6

10.7-

19.k 'ilRural 2'10763 f 0.2

,
2.2 .6 16.7 30:0 - 38.7

O

4

.*

42



TABLE 12 -26-

PERCENTAGES OF STUDENTSIN EACH OF THE SEVEN,

MINIMUM STANDARDS CATEGORIES BY COMMUNITYTYPE

SEVENTH GRADE READING -

...r
CONDWW.
TYPE

NUMBER
TESTED

0-19%
MASTERY'

1

J,--..1

CATEGORY 2
20-34%
MASTERY.

CATEGORY 3

35-49%
MASTERY

CATEGORY 41

50-64%
MASTERY

CATEGORY
65-79%
MASTERY

5 ,CATEGORYCATEGORY o'
80-P4%

.MASTERY
/4.

49.4%

CATEGORY
95-100%
MASTERY

10.8%

7 itT OR BELOW
WENTIETH
PERCENTILE

!Regional 7457' 0.1% 1.8% 4.8%

11.0

11.6%

17.7 .

21.5%

----"--.

13.2%

'.'Urban' 49716
J
0.4 - '6.6 23.8 34.8

-
5.7 28.7

Suburban 41111 0.0

.

, 1.5 3.9 9.9 20.7 51.8 12.1 _ 10.8

Rural .9734 "0.1
- -

3.4
..

' 7.4 ,,

.

14.5
ft.

23.4 . 43.7 7.5 19.1

--,.

S'

. -
.

wk

'

.

° MATHEMATICS'

.

,

.

.

_ .

-Regional 7448 -0.1% 2.8% -3:7%- 12.5%8.6% 20.1% 31.9% 32.9%

Urban 49698 0.5 7.6 17.3 25.5 26.8 20.1 2.3 27.0

!Suburban

Rural

'41110

9742

0.1 2.1 7.3 17.8 30.6 36.6 56 10.3

0.1 4.4 ' 11.:9

.

23.0

0

31.9 26.3

.7-

.

2.5 17.6

Q
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TABLE 13 -27-
1

,

.7-
=

I*.

i

PERCENTAGES,OF STUDENTS IN EACH OF THE SEVEN

MINIMUM STANDARDS CATEGORIES BY COMMUNITY TYPE

TENTH GRADE READING

-.....-----.-/-

4.,..------

COM MUN .

TYPE
NU1'4BER
TESTED

22944

CATEGORY 1
0-19%

J
MASTERY

0.1%

CATEGORY 2,1
20-34%
MASTERY

CATEGORY 3
1 35 -49%

MASTERY

CATEGORY

MASTERY

CATEGORY 5
65-79%
MASTERY

CATELORY 6
80-94%
MASTERY

CATEGORY 7
95-100%
MASTERY

AT.OR BELOW
TWENTIETH

t PERCENTILE

Regional 1.3% 3.9 %,, 8.p 19.9% .46.3% 19.5% 11.2%

Urban 48058

.

0.3 4.7

,

10.5 16.1 23.6 34.2 10.6 % 27.0

Suburban 29980 0:0 1.2 3.7 8.7 20.0 45.8 20.5 10.8

Rual 4751 0.1 3.2 ; 7.7 14.7 25.1 37.9 - 11.4 21.6
.

MATHEMATICS .

.
.

.

,4

Regional 22910 0.1% 1.2% 3.9%
4

12.1% 22.0% 41.9% 18.9% 12.7%

Urban 47747 0. 2.8 1:0.2 21.0 , 25.2 30.6 10.1 27.2

i-Suburban

Rural
_

7

29921 0.f 2 1.1 4.1 12.1 22.1 _40.9 19.7

10.1

12.6

23.4,_
4748

_
0.1 2.2 : 8.0 '19.9 . 27.2 32.5

4 0

.

..

1,
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APPENDIX A

An example of a Minimum Standards School Report

appears on the next page. To protect the frivtcy,rights of

the students, all names have been eliminated.

The report is a faurth grade reading repdrt. The'

.following points are pertinent to ail understanding of the

information contained in the report:

1. The numbers appearing, under the "Total" column are the
students' minimum standards groups. Studenth are listed
alphabetically within 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 asterisks proceeding their names are in
the lowest 20%.

w

45 The columns marked "Vocabulary!" "Phonetic Analysis," etc.
concern the studerit'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 correctly0answers 7 of
the 10 items, he has answered 70% of the cluster items
correctly. Therefore, his score index for "Vocabulary"
is 5.)

5. The cluster information is fot diagnoktic purposes only.
Because the-,clusters are not composed of the smile--
number of items, it is not possible to determine the
"Total" score index from the-cluster indices.

a

o ft



DISTRICT

PUPIL

r. . ,-297

NEW JERSEY DEPAIITIVIENT OF EDUCATION
IVINIMUM BASIC SKILLS REPORT

DATE OF
BIRTH SEX

10/14/67 F

03428/67* M
01/30/67 'F

02/22/87 F

08/15/67 14

12/16/66 F

11/19/66 M
06/15166 F

/12/67 F

1//25/6', F

08/22/67
02/08/67,
08/ 3/67
07/27/67
04/11/67
02/04/66
09/29/66
O/04/67
10/21/G6

. 09/15/66

12/14/66
05/ 8/66

/11/66
03/13/67
08/27/66
01/01/67
07/02/67
02/25/67
03/04/66
09/15/66

09/22/67
01/14/67

M
F.

,M
F

F

M
F

M

M

M
M'
F

M
F °

F

M

M

F

F

DIST
CODE

05/ 9/67 M
01/ . a/68 F

08/16/67° M
03/27/66 F

/30/66 M
04/ 2/68 M

sciThat.

BEADING SCORE INDICES
r ...,-7--, ,I r, i.-.- :-, ,..t., ,,,.-. .., ..,,,-,, , , 1 ,, .,

,...,-,--' s- / ' -, . - .t.'

,5::, (.7 , 4., , ...
11 AVNII .ti, lic 1 ,

'7 7 t 7 1 7 1

1.--
7 7 7 6

6-

7 7 7 . 7 7 7 6 6
7 7 7 .1 7

1

7 7 6
7 7 , 7 1 7 6 7. 7 7
7 7 7 .1 6 7 7 6 7'
7 7 6 t -7 7 6 7 7
6 7 6 5 6 6_ Y, 6 , 6
6 ,7 6 6 6 6 7 7
6 6 4 6 6 6 7 66, ./ 5 7 7 7 6 7

6 7 6 5 , 7 6 '7' 6
6 , 7 6 '6 I.. 6 6 '5 6
6 6 6 7 7 7 7 , 6
6 6 6 5 7 5 6 6
6 7 6 7 7 6 7 7
6 7 5 6 6 6 6 6
6 7 6 6 7 4 3 4
6 7 5 6 7 6 7 6
6 7 6 .7 6 4 7 4
6' 7 6 6 -7 6 6 6,

5 7 4 7 6 5 4 4
5 6 4 4 5 6 4 5
5 7 5 .6 7 4 '5 '6'
5 7 5 -4. 6 5 4 4
5 7 5 3 5 4 5 4
5 7 4 5 6 6 7 5
5 7 5 5 4 4 ° '5 4
5 7 4° 6 7 4 5 . 6
5 7 4 6 6 4 .5 =2
5 7 5

...
6 c. R 3 3 6.

5, 6 4 5 6 4 3 4
5 ' 7 . . 6 .6 . 0 ,2 .4

. .
4 7, 4 3 5 1 1 ..+ 4
4 7 , 4 4 4 2 3 6
4 7 4 5 5 3 5 2
4 .7 04 . 4 5 ,.4 4 ,4
4 6 4 3 g '4 4 4 2
3 6 .3 3 5 4 2 3.L

1 :
. -.

. ,.

SCHOOL
CODE

-te

4

TEST
DATE"' 76 PAGE I

LEVEL 4
.SCORE
INDEX

.

7
6
5

PERCENT
CORRECT

95 100
80 94
65 79

4 50 64
3 35 49
2 20 34
1 0 19

****INDICATES IMMEDIATfi
REMEDIATION PROGR7

. REQUIRED

rt
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Reading

AIPENDIX B

NJEAP Fourth Grade Objectives

. 4(
., .

. .

After completing THREE or more years of school, the student
will be able to perform the following behaviors:' . '.

1. iderttifyi4 a written word that 'is the same a$ a spoken word
(VOCABULARY);

2. identifying written word that has the same sound as a/spoken

0 or written word in terms of initial.consonanCs, final consonants,
consonant blends, consonant digraphs, silent consonants and
variant sounds (PHONETIC'ANALYSIS8);

-

`3. identifying the syllable structure, root, prefix, plural compound
. word and contraction of a given word(s),(STRUCTURAL ANALYSIS);,

4. ,,'identifying the proper fill-in Word, synonym or Antonym iiven.a

sentence or word (APPLICATION);
5l identifying the main idea, specitic information and sepence of_

events in a given story (LITERAL COMPREHENSION),; °

6. identifying the characters' emotIons,'predicted outcomes, fact
vs. fiction and characters' motiNi'es .14t a given story (INTERPRETATION);

7. identifying a piece of information from.a diqlonsq, table of
contents, 'glossary, identifying order (STUDY SKILLS).

f
Mathematics a

After completing THREE or more years of ,school, -the
will ,be able to perform the,follow'ng be:haviow:

sent
6,

1. adding one,. two-, and threeldigi umps' '

(ADDITION) ;4
r oc

2. subtracting one, two, and three digit numbers (SUBTx ON);

3. multiplying, and dividing a twd digit, number "by ,aoAn J git
number (MULTIPLYING AND DIVIDING); , . 4.-

4. counting.and locating numbers,applying principles, solving i. 1.

q
forunknowns; e$timating (NUMBER AND OPERATION);` , -, o ; iq

5. counting, reading,,wr.iting, grouping, regrouping aryl ekphnOing
id!.

t. .o.

numerals (NUMERATION); . .. . ?
ti

.:,..

( -4'6. recognizing basic geometric figures and geometric relayonst- .
.

(GEOMETRY); . .

7. measuring, ident 1.ng melasurement units, telling time, counting...0
money, co ng sizes (M

,

8: solving simple word problems involving money and otheP4oractieel
materials (WORD PROBLEMS); ,

, P. ,4

# - ,

9. Solving equations involving addition, subtraction, multiplication,
division;' solving inequalities (EQUATIONS AND,INEQUALITIES);

10. ,identifying fractional portions of sets (SETS AND FRACTIDAL 4
NUMBERS). ,i

* ,

50
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APPENDIX

NJEAP - Severith Gr

r

Ob'ectives

After completing six or more y ars of school, the studen will
be able to perform the follow g behaviors:

1. identifying a word hav g the same sound as a short vowel,.
vowel,.vowel digr , vowel dipthong, single consonant, consonant
blend, consonant digraph, or silent consonantin a given word
(PHONETIC ANALYS S);

2. identifying the part of a word or meaning of or usage Of aroot,
suffix, prefix, compound verb, syllable,"accent, possessive,
contraction, and plural (STRUCTURAL ANALYSIS);

3. identifying a word that represents a synonym, multiple meaning,
homonym, antonym of a given word (WORD USAGE);

4. identifying the meaning of a word or the answer to a specific
question of information given a sentence, or a pargraph (LITERAL
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, q
predicted outcome, fact, fiction, or opinion in a given paragraph
or illustrative chart (INTERPRETATION);

7 identifying a piece of information from a glosary, dictionary,or.
table of contents or index; iderftifying a correct step in the
proceis of using the. library, alphabetizing or following directions
(STUDY SKILLS).

Mathematics

After completing SIX or more years of school, the student will
be able to perform thefollowing behaviors:

1. adding, subtracting, multiplying,and dividing WHOLE NUMBERS;

2. adding, subtracting, multiplying and dividing FRACTIONS;
3. adding, subtracting, multiplying and ditdding DECIMALS;
4. solving problems involving units of measure, amounts of money,

unit converston, area and perimeter measurement, addition and
subtraction of units, and metricS(MEASUREMENT AND DENOMINATE .

NUMBERS);
5. solving problems involving Evations, symbols, rounding, regrouping,

-rotation, averaging, number properties, principles; identify, 4
factoring and ,atterns (NUMBER SAND OPERATION);

, 6. solving problems p 'resented as WORD PROBLEMS AND GRAPHS;

7. identifying the correct instance or element of a'problem
involving GEOMETRY AND PERCENT.

411
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APPENDIX D

'NJEAP - Tenth Grade Objectives

ng.NINE,or more years of school, the student
o' perform the follawiiqg behaviors:

1. 'identifying the synonym, 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,
conclusipn (bbtaIned by ,applying information) and cause and°
effect relationship contained in a paragraph (READING COMPRE ,

HENSION) ;

3. identifying specific information contained ii a dictionary,
card catalog, reference book, chart, map) index, and table of
contents (STUDY SKILLS).

/

Mathematics

After completing NINE or-more years of school, the student
will be able to perform the following behaviors:

1. a'ding, subtracting, multiplying
rounding WHOLE NUMBERS;

"2. adding, subtracting, multiplying
3. addik, subtracting, multiplying

converting decimals to PERCENTS;
4. performing fundamental algebraic

(ALGEBRA);

, dividing, factoring, and

and dividing FRACTIONS;
and dividing DECIMALS and

operations on numbers*1
M!!!.

5. solving proble9s involving geometrical shapes and measurement

(GEOMETRY/MEASUREMENT);
6. solving mathematical word problems involving money, temperature,

average, ratiopropo,r,ti9n, graphs, and consumer math (interest,
sales tax, discount, -amparative buying; PROBLEM SOLVING).

ow
*Includes number line, positive and negative numbers, square roots,
exponents, commutative, associative, and distributive principles,
identity, inverses, formulas, equations, monomials, translation,
word problems, coordinates. 411.

5

S

A

0


