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Introduction 
This is the second of two addendums to the fall District Student Performance Report: 2013-14 Student 
Data, which provide and update on growth data that relates to the 2013-14 school year and was just 
recently released by the New Jersey Department of Education (NJDOE). 
 
Median Student Growth Percentiles (mSGP) data is not received from NJDOE until winter of the current 
school year for the previous school year. For this reason, student growth data is presented in the winter 
for the previous school year as an addendum to report released last fall. These data, received in January 
2015, are presented in this addendum. An interesting note and added complication in the delayed 
reporting is the fact that the mSGP data is used in the final, summative teacher evaluations for 
educators in tested grades/subjects. Thus, the summative scores for a teacher’s yearly performance 
have experienced the same delay – they were not completed until this winter following the evaluative 
school year. These final evaluations are in the process of being internally certified, and will be finalized 
in March 2015.  

 

STUDENT PERFORMANCE AND GROWTH 
 
For each of the tested grade levels reviewed in this addendum that demonstrate year-to-year growth 

(Grades 4, 5, 6, 7 and 8) , there are four charts to represent each of the following types of performance.  

The last two graphs provide a synopsis of the NJDOE student growth concept.  The other information 

details overall proficiency and other change-over-time data. The student growth information can give 

greater meaning to the changes in student performance over time. 

 

NJASK Student Performance by Cohort  

First, charts tracking “cohort” performance – which also appeared in the fall 2013-14 Student 

Performance Report – are reviewed. For the past five years, cohort data has been compiled to 

illustrate how Woodbury’s students have performed on the NJASK over time as a class, 

compared with the DFG-B and the State. In this graph, performance over each year that 

students were both test eligible and with Woodbury for the classes of 2018, 2019, 2020, and 

2021 during each test administration (note: this data will not be generated for the class of 2022 

since trend lines require at least three data points and class of 2022 students have only taken 

the test twice, in grade 3 and grade 4). Students with time in school less than a year were not 

included. 

 

Movement on the NJASK (2014 Movement based on 2013 Performance) 

Following the cohort charts (if applicable), the percentage of students for each of the tested 

grades who: stayed advanced proficient or proficient, stayed partially proficient, increased one 

or more levels (e.g., from partially proficient to proficient, or from proficient to advanced 

proficient), and decreased one or more levels (e.g., from proficient to partially proficient, or 

from advanced proficient to proficient) is presented.  Recognize that, though the changing of 

categories can be significant with regard to the overall percentage of proficient students 

recorded for a grade, school or district, the actual fluctuation in individual student performance 

could be very minor.  There could be large growth in student performance that moves a child 

closer to proficiency or advance proficiency – but does not result in a change in the category for 

that child. This last two charts for “student growth” help address this matter. 

 



NJASK Student Growth from 2012-13 to 2013-14 

Next, student growth data for the NJASK is presented. Each student with two subsequent NJASK 

test scores available is given a Student Growth Percentile (SGP), and these SGPs place students 

into one of three growth categories, compared with “academic peers” who performed similarly 

the previous two testing years. Students receiving growth scores in the “low” range are those 

who performed lower than 35 percent of that student’s academic peers. Those who receive a 

growth score in the “typical” range scored higher than 35 to 65 percent of their academic peers. 

And finally, students in the “high” range scored higher than 65 percent of academic peers from 

one year to the next. Grade-level mSGPs for each subject area are also provided in the boxes in 

the center of growth charts. An example of an interpretation is as follows, from page 15 of the 

NJ School Performance Reports – Interpretive Guide: “A schoolwide growth score of 35 in 

language arts means that the median student’s growth in language arts in the school was 35.” A 

summary of growth by demographic group for elementary and junior high can be found in 

appendices A and B, respectively. A detailed NJDOE presentation on using Student Growth 

Percentiles can be found here: http://survey.pcgus.com/njgrowth/player.html 

Growth Distribution on NJASK from 2012-13 to 2013-14 

Finally, the distribution of growth among partially proficient, proficient, and advanced proficient 

students NJASK is presented for each grade level. Analyzing such distributions allows patterns in 

growth (or lack of growth) among certain performance categories of students to be recognized, 

so that efforts may be focused on groups of students not making sufficient growth to achieve 

higher performance and reach greatest potential. A trend seen across all grade levels, as 

demonstrated by the final chart for each grade level, was low growth among partially proficient 

students, and higher growth among advanced proficient students. 

Grade 3 to Grade 4: Performance, Movement, and Growth in 2013-14 

Although sufficient data points do not exist for the class of 2022 (our current 5th graders), data from 

grade 3 (2013) and grade 4 (2014) for this group of students is presented below with comparisons to 

DFG-B and statewide performance to give context to movement and growth data discussed in the 

paragraphs that follow. This group demonstrated slight decreases in LAL and mathematics performance  

 

 

http://survey.pcgus.com/njgrowth/player.html


from 2013 to 2014 (7.3 and 7 percentage points, respectively). Slightly more than a third of students 

remained advanced or proficient from one year to the next, with a larger proportion of students 

remaining partial in language arts (40.2%) than mathematics (23.7%). However, a larger proportion of 

students decreased one or more level in mathematics (nearly a quarter) than did so in language arts. 

Remember, it is not demonstrated below to which levels such movement occurs.  

 

Growth for the class of 2022 from Grade 3 to Grade 4 is presented below.  Over forty percent (42.7%) 

were categorized as having made “low growth” in Math with a median SGP of 39. Slightly more than 

one-quarter (28.1%) were categorized as having made “typical growth” in LAL, while “high growth” 

among students approached one-third (29.2%). The median SGP for this group in language arts was 

41.5. “Low growth” for LAL was 40.6% with the same percentage demonstrating “typical growth.” Less 

than one-fifth (18.8%) were categorized as having made “high growth.” 

 



The distribution of growth among students achieving at partially proficient, proficient, and advanced 

proficient levels was analyzed and is presented below. The greatest proportion of low growth occurred 

among partially proficient students for both mathematics and LAL (58.3% and 54.9%, respectively), while 

the greatest proportion of high growth occurred among advanced proficient students in mathematics 

(61.9%) and proficient students in LAL (28.9%).  

 

Grade 4 to Grade 5: Performance, Movement, and Growth in 2013-14 

The class of 2021 cohort, our current 6th graders, demonstrated a decrease in LAL proficiency rates 

similar to the decreases seen at the DFG-B and State levels from 2012 to 2013, but increased at a higher 

rate from 2013 to 2014, performing above the DFG-B in 2014. In mathematics, the 2021 cohort has 

remained above the DFG-B in terms of proficient performance, but below the State, and performance 

has remained steady over the past three years. 

 

 



remained above the DFG-B in terms of proficient performance, but below the State, and performance 

has remained steady over the past three years. Regarding movement on the NJASK from grade 4 to 

grade 5 for the class of 2021, more than half of students remained advanced or partial in mathematics 

(51.8%) with about two-thirds doing so in LAL (34.5%). Nearly half of students remained partially 

proficient in LAL from one year to the next (49.1).  

 

Growth for the class of 2021 from grade 4 to grade 5 in mathematics and LAL is presented below. IN 

math, 45.1 percent of students demonstrated “low growth,” about a third (34.5%) demonstrated 

“typical growth,” and one-fifth (20.4%) “high growth.” The mathematics mSGP for this group was 37.5.  

 



In language arts, 41.4 percent of students were “low growers,” with a third demonstrating “typical 

growth” and one-quarter (25.2%) “high growth.” The distribution of growth among students achieving 

at partially proficient, proficient, and advanced proficient levels showed similar patterns to the grade 3 

to grade 4 group. The greatest proportion of low growth occurred among partially proficient students 

for both mathematics and LAL (57.6% and 64.5%, respectively), while the greatest proportion of high 

growth occurred among proficient students in mathematics and LAL (27.5% and 42.9%, respectively). 

 

Grade 5 to Grade 6: Performance, Movement, and Growth in 2013-14 

The class of 2020 cohort, our current 7th graders, had demonstrated steadily decreasing proficiency 

performance on the LAL portion of the NJASK over the first three years of testing, below the DFG-B and 

State. The 2014 proficiency rate for this group of students in LAL increased 8.2 percentage points from 

2013 to 2014, which represented a slightly higher rate than that of the DFG-B and State. The 2020 

cohort showed increased proficiency in mathematics from 2011 to 2013, remaining on par with the DFG-

B trend over this time period, and (like the DFG-B and State) proficiency rates remained steady from 

2013 to 2014. 



 

Regarding movement for the class of 2020 from grade 5 to grade 6, about half stayed advanced 

proficient or proficient in mathematics (49.5%) while about the same percentage stayed partially 

proficient in LAL (48.1%). Slightly more than 15 percent increased one or more levels in LAL, with only 

4.6 decreasing more than one level (while 15.9% did so in mathematics).  

 

Growth for the class of 2020 from Grade 5 to Grade 6 is presented below. In mathematics, less than a 

third (27.1%) demonstrated “low growth,” with about equal distribution in “typical” and “high growth” 

categories (37.4% and 35.5%, respectively). The math mSGP was 50. In LAL, growth was evenly 



distributed with about one-third of students falling into each of the three growth categories of “low,” 

“typical,” and “high” (32.4%, 34.3%, and 33.3%, respectively). The LAL mSGP was 51. 

 

A familiar picture is again painted for the class of 2020’s growth distribution by performance category, 

with the highest proportions of low growth present among partially proficient students in mathematics 

and LAL (53.3% and 35.7%), and the highest proportions of high growth demonstrated by advanced 

students in mathematics (61.5%) and by proficient students in LAL (40.8%).  

 

 



Grade 6 to Grade 7: Performance, Movement, and Growth in 2013-14 

The class of 2019 cohort, our current 8th graders, has shown higher proficiency levels on NJASK than the 

DFG-B in mathematics over time, and although a decrease in proficiency rate was seen in mathematics 

from 2013 to 2014 (as there also was in the DFG-B and statewide), Woodbury’s mathematics proficiency 

rates remained higher than both the DFG-B and State at 72.4 percent proficient. After remaining above 

the DFG-B since 2010 in language arts (and outperforming the State in terms of proficiency rate in 2013), 

the 2019 cohort fell below the DFG-B and state in language arts in 2014, decreasing its proficiency rate 

by 17.3 percentage points.  

 

 

 



Movement for this group of students, presented on the previous page, shows that 42 percent of 

students stayed advanced or proficient and 26.1 percent stayed partial in mathematics with 31.8 

percent remaining advanced or proficient and 39.8 percent remaining partial in LAL. Nearly one-third 

(29.5%) decreased one or more levels in mathematics with one-fifth doing so in LAL.  

In terms of growth, students in the class of 2019 showed somewhat balanced growth distribution in 

mathematics, with 38.6 percent demonstrating “low growth,” 36.4 percent demonstrating “typical 

growth,” and one-quarter demonstrating high growth. The mathematics mSGP was 44. In LAL results 

were slightly less balanced, but showed a similar pattern, with 42 percent of students showing “low 

growth,” 35.2 percent “typical growth,” and 22.7 percent “high growth.” The LAL mSGP was 43. 

 

 

 



Distribution of growth is presented on the previous page for the class of 2020 from grade 6 to grade 7, 

with the most pronounced disparity of growth among various proficiency levels. In mathematics, 60 

percent of partially proficient students were also those who demonstrated “low growth,” with half of 

partially proficient LAL students demonstrating the same. The largest proportion of high growth was 

again seen among advanced proficient students, with 42.9 percent doing so in mathematics and 75 

percent in LAL.  

Grade 7 to Grade 8: Performance, Movement, and Growth in 2013-14 

The class of 2018 cohort, currently in ninth grade, has also scored at proficiency levels on par with the 

DFG-B since 2009 in LAL, lessening the slight gap that existed in 2009 over time and slowly increasing its 

proficiency rate from 2011 to 2014 by 20.4 percentage points. In mathematics, the class of 2018 

performance decreased in 2013 after increases the previous three years, and remained unchanged in 

2014. Although the 2013 decrease followed a nearly parallel trend with both the DFG-B and the State, 

both the DFG-B and State showed improvement from 2013 to 2014, while the 2018 cohort remained the 

same.  

 

 

Movement from grade 7 to grade 8 for the class of 2018 is presented on the following page. For this 

group, in mathematics, only 24.3 percent remained advanced or proficient, with 40.8 percent remaining 

partially proficient. In LAL, 40.4 percent remained advanced or proficient, with 32.7 percent remaining 

partial. In mathematics, over one-quarter increased one or more levels (27.2%) with close to a quarter 

doing so in LAL (24%).  



 

From grade 7 to grade 8 in mathematics, 39.8 percent of the class of 2018 demonstrated “low growth,” 

32 percent “typical growth,” and 28.2 percent high growth. The mSGP for mathematics was 43. In LAL, 

growth was fairly evenly distributed, with 32.7 percent in “low,” 30.8 percent in “typical,” and 36.5 

percent in “high” growth categories. The mSGP for LAL was 51. 

 
 
 
 



The same trend as summarized for the previously presented grade levels was seen for the class of 2018 
from grade 7 to grade 8, regarding patterns in distribution of growth among proficiency levels. The 
largest proportion of low growth was demonstrated by partially proficient students in both mathematics 
and language arts (60% and 54.3%, respectively), while the highest proportion of high growth was 
demonstrated by advanced students in both mathematics and LAL (54.2% and 100%, followed by 46.3% 
of proficient students for the latter).  

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



APPENDIX A: Growth by Demographic – ELEMENTARY 

 

 
 

  

  



  

  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



APPENDIX B: Growth by Demographic – JUNIOR HIGH 

 

 

 

  



  

  

 

 


