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 - Can’t compare grades from year to year, different students, different tests
 - Remember that the small population of students that are tested can significantly impact the score percentages
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Consistency of scores makes sense~ teacher developed tests mirror instruction.  
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1st year State Testing – 1st year Open-Ended Test ?s…first year exposure to varying math vocab (fewer than = less than)  
Math: not one set area of weakness (7 @ Basic Level … either rcvg Basic Skills Support were retained, or now homeschooled)
21 total students in this group.
Break down is:  basic, proficient and advanced proficient.  These scores just show all students above basic.
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Classified, PAC monitored, Receiving BSI (anyone at Basic Level) 26 total students


New Jersey Benchmarks for

Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP)

Effective November 2009

2009-
2010

2011-

2013

2014

Content Area Grade Starting 2005-
Span Point 2007
2003
Language Arts 3-5 68 75
Literacy
6-8 o8 66
Mathematics 3-5 53 62
6-8 39 49

59 79 100
72 86 100
66 83 100
61 80 100




Department of Education Change

In the summer of 2008, the NJDOE
decided that the criteria for proficiency on
the Spring NJASK Grades 5-8
standardized testing was not rigorous
enough and established a new threshold
for proficiency.

In Spring 2009, Grades 3 and 4 criteria
were adjusted to the same rigorous
standards for proficiency as Grades 5-8.



Ranges for Proficiency

 Partially Proficient 100-199
* Proficient 200-249

« Advanced Proficient 250-300
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Continued strong scores. (22 total students) 
High expectations- our goal is to improve number in Adv. Prof. (state and DFG have limited in AP also)
LA Meetings (notes hand out)
District Level Objective Focus in Writing again.  
DFG:  FG  (other schools are Blairstown, Knowlton, Mansfield, No. Warren, Warren Hills) 
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Stable and nice amount in Adv. Prof
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Fantastic , Stable (18 total students) 
Again, focus to increase Adv. Prof. range (3 students were 3 points away) …the state and dfg are very small percent too
Talk to Band of Error
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PHENOMENAL
(Significant larger percent in adv. Than the state or dfg)
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2006-2009 NJASK LANGUAGE ARTS SCORES
Grade 5 - All Students
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Only Grade 5 on this page…both L.A. and Math (25 total students) 
No State or DFG to compare to 


Math
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2006-2009 NJASK LANGUAGE ARTS SCORES
Grade 6 - All Students
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Same pattern only just grade 6 (21 students) 
Again, L.A. scores, area to focus on.  
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Same pattern only just grade 6 (21 students) 
Again, L.A. scores, area to focus on.  
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2006-09 NJASK LANGUAGE ARTS SCORES
ASK Grade 7 - All Students
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Nice percentages of A.P. and this is a high population of special education students (28 students)
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2006-09 NJASK MATH SCORES
ASK Grade 7 - All Students
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Nice percentages of A.P. and this is a high population of special education students (28 students)
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2004-2009 GEPA/NJASK LANGUAGE ARTS SCORES
Grade 8 - All Students
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Nice addition to the number of A.P. students… yet D.L.O last year shows writing as continued weakness.(22 students) 
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Fantastic scores and percent at A.P. 


2004 - 2009 GEPA/NJASK SCIENCE SCORES
Grade 8 - All Students

100

O State 2009 AP

B State2009 P

0O DFG 2009 Adv

B DFG 2009 Prof

O Advanced
Proficient

| Proficient

27



i Test of Cognitive Index

= What is the Test of Cognitive Skills?

= It is a test that measures ability in relation
to chronological age.

= 84-116 is average ability.
= How is this test used?
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84-116 is average ability on this test.  Cognitive Skills Tests don’t always have the same numeric range (kind of like NJ PASS breaks down by 19-23 being adv. Profic., whereas NJASK is 250 or better+)  Still equates with those above average.  
Scores are helpful when identifying; GT or when a student is PAC’d etc.  It’s helpful to see ability level in comparison to achievement.  *Test does not need to be given yearly, because “ability” doesn’t change that often…unlike achievement.
Did send home last year but raised multiple questions…this year, keep scores in house.  


i Test of Cognitive Index Results

Average Average Average Average

Score 2006 Score 2007 Score 2008 Score 2009
Third 112 106 103 103
Grade (Current 7%) | (Current 6t)
Fifth 102 114 103 106
Grade (Current 8th) | (Current 7t) | (Current 6t)
Seventh 105 99 107 110
Grade (Current 8th)
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!'_ Thank you!
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