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MISSION STATEMENT

Building upon our history, diversity and beliefs, the mission of the Woodbury Public Schools,
a leader in personalizing educatijon

is to ensure each child becomes a responsible citizen who excels in his or her endeavors and Mest &
challenges with courage, confidence and pride;

this is accomplished by utilizing proven instructional strategies and innovative methods by highly skilled an
dedicated individuals in partnership with families, our city and the global community.

BELIEFS

We believe that . . .

Each individual has inherent worth.

Every individual desires to succeed.

All people can learn.

Individuals are responsible for the choices they make.

Each person bears responsibility to work toward the common good of theramity.

The family is the primary influence in the development of the child.

Shared moral values are essential for the well being of the individual and the community.
The strength of the community is directly related to the strength of its schools.

Diversty increases the opportunity for mutual respect and personal growth.

High expectations and hard work drive individuals and organizations toward excellence.
The education of the entire population is fundamental to the survival of democracy.

Education is aesponsibility shared by students, families, school and community.
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Education expands opportunities throughout life.
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WORDS FROM THE SUHERENDENT

The annual State of the Schools is a document that | have produced each spring from 2006 through 2009. For
2010 State of the Schools report, the format has been chapgedithe time of the reporthas shifted to the fall.

The first four annual reports provided a chance for me to review for the Board of Education my overall assessme
of the district and our progress toward district goals. The documents focused on the main furafttbesdistrict
YR 6SNB fINASt& Ay VYINNIGAGS F2N¥O 'y FTRRAGAZ2YI §
200dzZNNBER SIOK hOU20SNIAY GKS F2NX 2F | NBOJASgstaeT
testing (Assessment of Skills and Knowledg®&SK & the High School Proficiency AssessmEi8PA), Standardized
Achievement Test- SAT, Advanced Placement (AP) Tests, etc. For 2010, these two reploetState of the
Schools and the annual testing reperhave been combined into this one document.

It is my intention to provide the members of the Board of Education a single source of critical, district informatior
that canbe used as a reference throughout the school year. This new State of the Schoolsetbaumith still
provide an assessment of the district overall and our progress toward district goals, but the emphasis will be ©
providing that assessment through an increased use of data. Woodbury City Public School personnel ha
benefited fromthe sertk 0S & 2F |y 9@Ffdz GA2Y 9 wSaSkNOK / 22NRAY
since the beginning of the 206 school year has provided an opportunity for increased utilization of data in
decisionmaking in all areas of our work as a schdistrict. Her work last fall provided a significant shift toward
greater detail in the analysis of student assessméinét waspresented to the Board in October 2009. This new
format for providing detailed assessment analysis has now been foldethmtState of the Schools report.

Therefore, look for the State of the Schools each October. The report will review the past school year. Distri
highlights will be captured, the progress toward the accomplishment of the objectives of Strategic Plaa will
reviewed, student performance on test assessments will be analyzed, and other key areas of overall distri
functioning will be highlighted.

What we often miss when looking at data the human element of the work that we accomplish on a daily basis.
Woodbury City Public Schools continue to function as exciting, positive environments for teachers and support ste
G2 62N] Ay | O2ffl 02N 0AQDS FlrakKAzy 2y oO0SKFIEF 2F
Education work to provide atudentcentered educational environmenh whicheach child is known weland

each is challenged to achieve academically and socially. Our parents and our students often provide the be
advertisement for the district success stories that unfold oséudent at a time. We are proud to be members of
the Woodbury City Public Schools and proud of our students.

2009-10 DISTRICT HIGHLIGHTS

Each year produces a series of highlights that can be referenced in order to capture the excitement and growth
the district. Below are the highlights of the 2600 school year for the Woodbury City Public Schools:

1 February 10, 2010, correspondence from Bret Schundler, A@ngmissioner indicating that the district
has now satisfied the required indicators asstaiawith the New Jersey Quality Single Accountability
| 2y GAydzdzy obWv{! /0 NBOASg LINRPOS&aa FtyR GKIG KS
LISNF2NXYAY3I RAAGNARAOGIDQE



Spring 2010 state testing results indicating that the elementary schools argkti@ high school have all
made Adequately Yearly Progress (AYP) for the -2008chool year. Given that this was the second,
consecutive year that Evergreen Avenue elementary school made AYP, the school was removed from
School In Need of Improvement X&) status.

The graduating senior class currently represented at some of the most prestigious colleges/universities i
the country including the United States Military Academy; the United States Naval Academy; the Universit
of Pennsylvania; and top regiahschools like Wesleyan University, the College of New Jersey, and Drexe
University.

The Woodbury 2010 graduating seniors having 23% of the class score a 3, 4, or 5 on an Advanc
Placement Test. Only one other South Jersey high schoglestdrmed ths Woodbury accomplishment.

The expansion of a rigorous Option Il program at WoodburrdrHigh School for studentsone that
KSftlLla G(GKS RAAGNROG NBFEATS Ada YAQwith 2tgtal 684 higls |
school students (@arly 20% of the high school population) participating in some Option |1l experience
during the school year.

New Advanced Placement Courses in the area of AP Biology-1Rp0AP Language & Composition (2009
10), and AP Spanish (2010) added to the higlschool course offerings bringing the current total of AP
course offerings at the high school to eleven different courses.

Added enrichment and remedial programs introduced to the summer school programming for 2010, both
at the elementary and secondaryvigls, so that students had increased opportunities to extend learning
experiences into the summer months.

The revamping of the Woodbury High School Alternative Program so as to include a new delivery c
instruction through the computerized Plato softwareogramthrough whichstudent academic progress is
individualizedviaseltpaced instruction.

The collaborative work of thgunior high €hool faculty and administration with a team of educators
affiliated with the New Jersey Department of Education to ctatgp a Collaborative Assessmentand
Planningfor Achievement(CAPA) proceghrough whichthree, main recommendations for change will be
implemented for the 201411 school year.

The continued growth of the 3. NJ» | A 3K { OK22f Q& &KRévanSeménOadrividualsS F
Determination (AVID) by offering AVID Pathways to students in grade six. This process now completes t
full cycle of AVID growth at the Br. High SchoolAVID Pathways will be § grade program and the AVID
elective couse will now be available in graded 7.

AVID graduating its second senior class where, once again, 100% of the students were ddbesuiell

as freshman in college programs for the 2ai10Dschool year.

The accomplishment of important work in the arehsocial and emotional growth in gradess3hrough

the utilization of a new program Responsive Classroogand in grades @ with the enhanced utilization

of a companion progrant Developmental Desigm in a newly expanded longer Junior High School
homeroom period (from six minutes to a new twerntye minute format) that began for the 20a9D
school year.

A new Workplace program where Junior High School students were served an afternoon snack ar
benefited from academic support to aid in homework coetn provided by both teachers and college
age tutors.

The highschoo® y i SNEOK2f I aGA O &aL}R2NIa LINPINIYQa LIRAAGAC
the NJSIAA championships: South Jersey Group | Football Champions; South JerséyB&skatball
Champions and State Group | finalists; and South Jersey and State Group | Boys Track Champions.
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Continued growth ofthe technology initiative in conjunction with the installation of SmartBoards in
classrooms¢ all Junior High School classrammincreased installation in high school classrooms,
introduction through special NCLB funding at the Evergreen School in gré&depé&cial education funding

that provided installation to all setfontained classes in the district, and plans to expandszcall of the

RA & 0 NRA O é5do# the2OIB1R SBool gear.

2 fydzi { GNBSG 9t SIVEIGy NBIOL { ABIKISRPAT BAQH FENIOREY Y SOGA2Y
and the beginning of a communication effort with this saage group of students.

I FYAEES LYGNI a02Qa a dzOidResidedcdajrant fdrdHiInutGtregtiSehgols ToFowds |-
on memoir writing for the 20141 school year.

9PSNANBSY Tl OdzAZ GeQa LIAT20 2F Iy ¢ th® RsydCaRins'Writn [ |y
Workshopc in grades 3 through 5 and finding that the effort significantly enhances student motivation

to write.

All elementary schools participation in tieesh Fruit and VegetabRrogram that provided students with a
sample of different fresh faditems on a regular basis throughout the school year.

The reconfiguration of the early elementary grade selfitained special education classes3[Kat West

End and the upper elementary selbntained special education classes5|3at Evergreen in ordeto
provide for a stronger delivery of the special education program at the elementary schools. This effort als
included the introduction of a bus loop so that most students who need to move to a different school other
than their home school are bussémbm their home school to the other school rather than employing a
pick-up at the actual student home.

The implementation of a new, two clubs per building initiatieough whichthe schools were able to fund
before/after school club activities specifio their buildings West End; Fitness Club and W.E.B.S.T;E.R.
Evergreenc ! NI | YR wSI; Rrisl NIt ¢ ¢ikr&y Qlub MhdStudents, Leaders, Athletes, &
Gentlemen- SLAG.

The continuation of district staff development in the area of Differemtiatnstruction with a focus on
grades 5 and 8 during the 204a school year. To date, teachers in grades 5 through 8 have now been
involved in sustained professional development in the area of differentiated instruction in order assist eact
in meeting the needs of diverse learners in each classroom.

! OKIFy3aS Ay GKS F2N¥YIFG 2F FFOdz e YSSGAy3a I
I 2YYdzyAlASaéd 6KSNBE (KS Yz2yidKfe YSSiAay3aa (221
development became theotus of the gatherings.

The patrticipation of &lschools in various charitable fund raising initiatives with a special emphasis on the
crisis in Haiti; students were extremely motivated to show their support to assist in the recovery efforts in
Haiti.

Thecompletion of significant construction projects associated with the expansion of the parking lots & drop
off zones for both Walnut and West End for the start of the 200%chool year.

The accomplishment of the work necessary to shift of the new Art ratwaisoccurred over the course of

the summers of 2009 and 2010 and renovation of theSdr.High School-Hall classrooms to convert the

old art rooms to regular academic instructional space.

The expaded use of the govdeals.com site (government surplustians) for the disposition of
outdate/unused assetg benefiting the district by improving the ability to obtain enhanced monetary value
for these items (20089: $37,771; 20090: $25,366; summer 2010: $26,293).

A collaborative spirit of understandgnand support exhibited by the Woodbury City Council when they
made the final resolution of the defeated school budget one that was as successful as possible.



STRATEGIC PLAN UPDET

The 200910 school year represented the second year of implementation & thRA & G NA O Qa { (1
addition, the Board of Education has decided to support a periodic update of the plan during thd 2@taool

year. This means that we will be instituting a thigsar implementation cycle that will then be able to bgusded
through the periodic review process to account for any changes to the school and or larger community
(incorporating city, state, and/or federal factors into the planning process). This periodic review process has bee
formalized and the Planning @nmittee has already met for a twday initial meeting in September of 2010.

Of the thirty-three action plans associated with the original Strategic Plan, work has begun in some form on all b
seven of the plans. There continues to be a strong awarehesgsghout the school community of the importance

of the Strategic Plan and the role that it plays in driving decisiaking. Updates of the activities that have
occurred, to date, in each of the action plans were provided to the Planning Committekeior201611 work.

That document is included as an appendix to this State of the Schools report (Appendix

KEY OBJECTIVES

Objective 1
By 2013, each student will be proficient on state and local assessments and at least 509

student in each etlmic, gender and socioeconomic sgdoup will achieve at the advance
proficiency level.

Woodbury continuesto focus on improving the academic success of all students throughout the district as
measured by their performace on standardized and local assments.To date, Woodbury has not met this
objective outright our proficiency trends and growths are generally parallel to those of the Stateelementary
schools currently outperform oubDistrict Factor GrougB OFGB) in both Languagérts Literacy(LAL)and in

al GK® hdzNJ Wdzy A 2NJ | A 3KQAa LINEFiA (GigSageadmbohitl5¥%h Bwed than éuf DFAE K {
B in Math. Woodbury Senior High is currently outperforming our-BR&GLanguage and Mathhe following charts
'yl el S ¢eafatko dmEp e goal of having all students become proficient on these assessifants.
aSOlAzy GAlGf SR RSidzRSyal asrcxuRIeENGNSHyelby grade level

Woodbury remains committed to thigbjective,and we hope to see greaterincrease in proficiency across the
distict RdzS G2 GKS Ylye | OFRSYAO YR NBfFGSR AYyAGALlF GAC
Strategic Plan.



NJASK Proficiency Rate Comparisons: 2006-2010
Elementary (Grades 3-5)
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NJASK Proficiency Rate Comparisons: 2006-2010
Jr. High (Grades 6-8)
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HSPA Proficiency Rate Comparisons: 2006-2010
(Senior High - Grade 11 Only)
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¢tKS aSO2yR LI NI 2F (KAA& missierfoddl stdi@ts t& achiake ai thel higldest fe@l2 R 0
possible especially those in the identified subgroups of ethnicity, gender and socioeconomic. Jlaédsllowing
chartsexhibit2 2 2 R 0 dfistBcEwdde progress towardshavingat least 50% of students in students timese
subgroups achieve advanced proficiency on standardized assessments and how we faired againstBhen®FG
the Statein 2010.In most cases, we performed beldwth the DF@ and the State in the percentage of advanced
proficient students within eah targeted, historicallyunderperformingsubgrouz ¢ A G K G KS SE OSLJG A
female and black subgroups wloutperformed the DF@ in Language in 2010. Owhite andnon-economically
disadvantaged subgroups continue to demonstrate higher rates afl@mic performance with both groups
outperforming the DF@ in both LAL and Math in 201Brom 2009 to 201D 2 2 2 RferdaliEamiélack
subgroups have shown growth in the percentage of students obtaining advanced proficiency in LAL, while o
male, economicallydisadvantagedndblack students have shown growth in Maithis goal of achievirglvanced
proficient performance is one that needs stronger attention and is part of the academic rigor conversations tha
are taking place across the district.

% of Students Performing Advanced Proficient on the NJASK District Wide Advanced Proficiency Trend: 2006-2010
2010 NJASK and HSPA Combined By Gender
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% of Students Performing Advanced Proficienton the
2010 NJASK and HSPA Combined
By Socioeconomic Status

NJASK District Wide Advanced Proficiency Trend: 2006-2010
By Economic Status
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Objective 2
At every level, every student will create, implement and be accountable for a mean

personalized achievement plan tailored to his or her interests and aspirations.

The two levels of the school program where work has beguthis objective are the Junior High School and Senior
High School.

In the Junior High School, the groundwork for students to meet with the school counselor to refocus on individue
goal settinghas been developed. This gaaitting will become part athe formal process beginning with the 2010

11 6" grade class. Goals will be stored in the schools computerized student management §yRoeverSchool.

By having these in our student database, it will allow for the student, the school counselors,eapdrénts to
NEGAAAU AYRAGARdzZ £ 321 fa KNP djanioehighigodisettingladziity willi@ the G S
basis for the more formalized personalized achievement plans that will be developed in the high school years.

The senior high school personal achievement plan experience has been structured around a new Freshmar
Seminar. This course is a local graduation requirement new for the-BPDI1sthool year. The course was
developed during the 20620 school year as Woodbury pregfonals attended seminars provided by the NJDOE
2y GKS yS¢ aidraS SELSOGFGAZY (KFG KAIK aoOKzz2f &didzR
dovetailed perfectly with our local Strategic Plan to accomplish this similar goal. olineewvork for Freshman
Seminar: Navigation 101 was designed over the summer of 2010. Students will use an electronic portfolio that w
allow their personalized learning plans to be monitored and updated with the support of their school counselor
throughout their high school experience once the Freshman Seminar concludes.

The elementary grade experiences designed to support the accomplishment of this objective are targeted fc
activation during the upcoming 2011 school year. Here, the focus will be studentled conferencesn which
goalcentered conversations will be planned and occur with the student, parent, and teacher all participating.

Objective 3
By 2010 each student will graduate with a pesecondary plan that aligns with his or h

individual career and/or educational goals

These posgraduation plans are currently part of the practice of the high school program as each student works
with his/her counselor in design a successful transition to the gesbndary world. Specifically, shivork will be

more formalized through the utilization & software program that students will be introduced to in the new
Freshman Seminar course. This software packadéaviance¢ will provide for a series of opportunities to
complete the foundationalvork associated with the development of a strong pestondary plan. The district
f221a G2 AYLESYSYy(d aLAt20G¢6 STF2NIa 60AGK 2dzyA2NE |
OdZNNBy i FNBakKYSy OflraaQa ¢2N)] 6AGK GKS LINPINI YO
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Objective4
All students will develop and consistently demonstrate the character traits of a responsible G

¢tKAa flad 202S00A0S |4a20AFGSR 6AGK GKS {GNXGS3Iao
accomplishment (StrategyVll G2S gAft ARSYUAFEeZ Y2RStI NBAYT2ND!
OAGAT SYyakKALI GKFG TNB AYLRNIFyG G2 GKS 222Ro0daNE O2Y

1 Integrate Responsive Classroom through grades preschoolghrbu

1 Integrate Development Design throughout grades 6 through 8.

1 Establish a required service learning program at the high school.

2

Each of the above action plans hbsen givensignificant attention provided during the first two years of
implementation eforts associated with the Strategic Plan. All faculty members in graesée trained in the
Responsive Classroom during a wémhkg summer training session in the summer of 2009. These grades
implemented Responsive Classroom activities throughout20@3-10 school yegrand then this same group of
teachesNEOSA PSR GKS a, SFENI HéE GNIFAYAY3I F2N wSaLR yjnbrdS
High School faculty has moved through two summers of intensive training for DeveloprBesighs ummer of

2008 and 2009); there was an opportunity for those who needed training to also receive it at Woodbury during the
summer of 2010. Developmental Design activities take place during homeroom period three days a week; durir
the 200910 sclool year, a new, extended bk of time was provided to theunior high to assist in accomplishing

this Action Plan. Also, the regular Friday schedule provides for an even longer homeroom period to accommoda
class meetings, and those who are not papiating in the designated meeting for the week have this much longer
block of time to work with Development Design activities. At the Junior High School, these activitidsebave
nameda | SNR | dzRRf Sa ®¢

At the high school, the service learning requiremeras established through a board policy revision to the local
graduation requirements during the 20a® school year. Starting with the entering freshman class for the-2010
11 school year, students will be required to complete 12 hours of service leamiognjunction with the new
Freshman Seminar course and then another 60 hours during the course of their high school experience under tl
umbrella of the Option Il program. Studes A f £ NBOSA GBS FAPS ONBRAGA Ayr (K
effort, but more importantly, each will be working towahis/hera N a Ll2yaAof S OAGAT Sy&aKA|

The high school provided an added program to support the efforts toward accomplishing this objective: Challeng
Day. Through the support of outside fundiin the form of monies secured from the local Municipal Alliance, the
KAIK a0OK22f FTRYAYAAOUNrGA2Yy LINRPOGARSR | a/ KIFffSyl@S 5
school year.The Challenge Day mission is to provide youth and their aamitras with experiential programs that
demonstrate the possibility of love and connection through the celebration of diversity, truth, and full expression.
The high school administration feels that this effort would be a worthy, annual addition to geetoére of district
programs Itis recommended K & Al 0SS F2NXIff& | RRSR G2 GKS RAal
associated with having all students display the character traits of responsible citizenship.

The foundation has been Weestablished for this objective. Work needs to continue to be sure that we have
Of SFINI & ARSYGAFTASR aLISOATAO OKFNFYOGSNI GNIXAGA GKIG
means to measure progress toward accomplishing thigeailye need further clarification. The Planning
Committee that has begun the periodic update of the Strategic Plan has directed that the Action Team that worke
on this strategy be reconvened to address some of these open questions.
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STATUS OF SCHOOLS

ELEMENTARY AYP STATUS

In the 20082009 school year, the New Jersey Department of Education introduced revised standardizec
assessments (NJASK) for Grades 3 and 4 in Language Arts Literacy (Malth.aRdese assessment changes were
similar to the new test dsign features introduced in 202008 for Grades-B.

This redesign raised th@roficiency cut scores (the total number of questions a student needs to answer dgrrect
in order to be considered proficientpr Grades 3 and 4, making it more difficult &iudents to obtain proficiency

in both content areasAs a result othe redesign the Stateestablished newAdequate Yearly ProgresAYP
benchmarks at the elementary leyéhcluded in the chart below.

New Jersey State Benchmarks for Adeguate Yearly Progress
Effective November 2009

Starting
Content Area Grade Span ?_'Eilf; 20052007 | 2008-2010 | 2011-2013 2014
fgﬁ;;hcgl 73 79 85 o2 100
Mathematics ;’_EE;;:?E-} 53 62 66 83 100
I‘gg‘;ijef oot 39 49 61 80 100
I'ngq 3:13 3‘1 55 64 74 26 100

These changs impacted the Spring 2009 testingdathen, again, this past Spring 2010 series of tests. Even with
the changeall three Woodbury elementary schools met Ading the200910 school year. Walnut Elementary
continued to meet AYRequirements from 2009 to 2010 Evergreen Elementarglso cotinued to make
improvements by meeting AYP in both content areas in 20@92010after not meeting it in either content areia

2006 ¢ KAA Y26 NBY20Sa 9 @S NHMBNSed of mp@vdmerit Status\@HileRWest ErIK 2 2
Elementaryfailed tomeet AYP requirement$or LALIn the 2009 school yeathey met AYP for both LAL and Math

Ay GKS nwnmn a0K22fé 2B ND Shtat@XyIPAOIXKSY | a4l 2f R
LANGUAGE MATH
WALNUT Yes Yes
EVERGREE Yes Yes
WEST END | Yes (Year ¢ Hold) Yes

JUNIOR/SENOR HIGH AYP AND SCHOOL IMPROVEMENT STATUS

While Woodbury Junior Higmet AYP in LAL in 200®ey were challenged in meeting A¥FP2010in LAL with the

Total Population, Speciatiication, African American, anad@omicaly Disadvantaged students and akey’ @& , S|
m &arly Warningstatus.The Junior High alsmontinues to be challenged with meeting AYP in Math whehTotal
Population, Special Bucation, AfricapAmerican, andconomicallyDA &  R@F y i 3SR A G dzRS4£ G &
of Schooln Need oimprovement Status.
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Woodbury Senior High madeYR in both LAL and Math for 2Q1lfheeting all 41 indicators. Economically
Disadvantaged students met AYP in Math through safe harbor provisions, while all other benchmark targets wei
met outright.

Since theJuniorSnior High school is viged as a single entity by the New Jersey Department of Education (NJDOE
for the purposes of AYP status, the school as a whole is now considered to be in Year 4 status asf stuaderit o
performance at the Juniddigh 8hoolin mathematics

CAPA.l a | NBadzZ 0 27T 8KYP anW@ghaoRINprovenenkStafus) Waollfur@ participated in the
{GFradSQa [/ 2tft1 02N GAGBS | 2aS3aaYSy (-day grétesdnithe Q0PR§ sthod 2 NJ
year, designed2 G SYLI2GSN) 40K22fa YR RAAGNAROGA (2 3I2 a@Seéz
(New Jersey Department of Education, 2008pon completion of the reviemhe CAPA teanoffered several
recommendations to improve stlent achieverant at the Junior High schoathich includedthree main action
items:

1. Investigate an alternative to the current A/B schedtteensure that students receiv®lath instruction
every day.

2. Investigateinclusion opportunities foSpecial Bucation studentsg allowing them tobe included in general
education programming with support.

3. Investigate asystematic process for regular administrative walkthroughs, including a uniform walkthrough
form and a process for consistent teacher feedbtxke used on a designated basis to collect data and
provide meaningful feedbacko improve instruction with a focus on classroom implementation of
curricular initiatives and best practices

An executive summary of theeport can be found on the Junior/Senior HighOK2 2 f Qa at 6 S ¢
http://www.woodburysch.com/schools/displayschool.php?s=hs

{AYyOS /1t!1 Qa AYAUALf @AAAGZ 2 22 RétdedBugdestad stragielR S I NB |

1 Thejunior highschool grades 7 and 8) bell schedule was revigegliminating the A/B schedul&ach class
is now fifty-two minuteslong; students receivélath and all other content area subjects daily.

1 Beginning September 2010, all Special Nestddents in Grade 6 were plac@dinclusive classroomSmall
groups (five students or less) attend classes in every content area with regular education students.
Instructionalsupport is provided by twaertified teachersin addition, this process of¢lusion has begun
in mathematicscourses for students in Grades 7 and 8.

1 Administrative walkthroughs are conducted daily by our administrative team (five administratdgite)the
help of our Evaluation and Research Coordinator, teachers were schedulddmby by period; each
administrator is scheduled to conduct three or more walkthroughs each w@électives, instructional
standards, student engagement, and teaching styles (teacher/student centered; laboratory; group work]
are among the areas observativarious times during an instructional period (beginning, middle, and end).

STUDENT ACHIEVEMENT

Student achievement is measured in a variety of ways throughout the district. These measures include NJAS
HSPAMeasure of Academic ProceddAP), SAT, BST,NJDOE End of Course Assessment (EB@@¢ollege Board
Advanced Placement Te#R), as well aghe reading and text levels measured by Lexile scasepart of the MAP
testing These data are used to not orgdypportteacher instruction in the classom but to inform datadriven
curricular and instructional decisions throughout the distrittK S  F2f f 2 Ay 3 aSOlAz2ya
Aa0dzRSYy 1 Qa LISNF2NXI yOS 910 schdolGéar, ivchitling debhBs afd2coipaiisorbr aH 1 N
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detailed I { G0 222Ro0dzZNEQA &0GdzRSYyd RSY23INI LKAOaX | OFRSY
performance trends please see Appendices B, C, and D, respectively.

Please note thatwly valid test scores of Woodbury City students in school for more tharyesewere included in

the analysis of both NJASK and HSPA scores. This mirrors the State requirements for AY R\drealyasisilable,
testing analyses include Woodbury City distviidle proficiency comparisons wilDFGB, the State of New Jersey
and ndional performance trends; subgroup comparisons by grade level; cluster analyses; and a look at studet
FdaSaayYSyd LISNF2NYI yaeSlsomduded GovipaRsdrisiadeaghinsdthdd FBE should be
reviewed with the added knowledge that, vidnischool districts in th®FGB are economically similathe student

body ethnic makeup may differ. The chart below compares the racial composition of Woodbury City Schools with
DFGBand the State of Jersey.

2010 Woodbury Ethnicity Composition Comparison
DFG - B and State

60.0%

53.1%

50.0%

40.0%

30.0%

20.0%

8.5%
10.0%

0.4%0.3%0.2% 0.2%0.4% 0.2%  0.8%0.3%0.4%
0.0% —
White Black Hispanic MNative American Asian Hawaiian 2/More
m Woodbury 41.1% 43.2% 12.7% 0.4% 15% 0.2% 0.8%
M DFG-B 38.9% 21.8% 32.7% 0.3% 5.8% 0.4% 0.3%
M State 53.1% 16.9% 20.7% 0.2% B8.5% 0.2% 0.4%
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NJASK EESULTS
The NJASK is a Ndersey assessment requirement for all students in grades 3 through 8. The following section
adzY Yl NAT S 2020pdRfarrdaNd® Oréthe assessmey school levelclusterr Yy R 4. Of | 8 & ¢

Elementary. Sincell KS { G 4 SQa rew dsdeRsRamasigiiayincraabed the level of difficultyf the
test at the 3rd and 4th Grade levein 200& 2 2 2 R ordizAil @& grade students have made great
improvements in their Math performance and remain steady initHeAL performanceFifth grade stdents
expeienced this sameest redesign in the 20008 schoolyearwhich caused a decrease in proficiency not only at
Woodbury but statewide. Since these changes,2 2 R 6 dzNE Q & stuElénfElinke sidlchlIndReGsed their LAL
proficiency percentage b®1.1% Whileinitially making gains in their Math performancece the test redesign in
2007ny = 2 2 2 R oglabiBs®as a FlighFdédtease in overall performance in Math in 2010.

2 2 2 R0 @NBLBIHroficiency levelén Grades & were comparable to theDFGB school averagget below the
{GF d§SQa LINBIFMaAVRDANE stidéngate & proficiency was slightly below the State in Grade 3,
below theDFGB and State irade 4 and above both the DIBzand State in Grade 5.

Woodbury students havecorsistently performed at higher pficiency rates tharDFGB on the Grade 4Science
assessmendnd increased their proficiency raby 2.9% from 91.0% in 2009 to 93.9% in 2010.
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NJASK Proficiency Rate Comparisons: 2006-2010

NJASK Proficiency Rate Comparisons: 2006-2010

Grade 3 Grade 4
100.0% 100.0%
90.0%
80.0%
79.8%
70.0%
80.0% == Woodbury - LAL i W ood Bury - LAL
—B -DFG-LAL —@ -DFG-LAL
| == State - LAL - -
50.0% [ — 'Y e = State - LAL
New Proficiency 29.3% ~—— Woodbury - MATH New Proficiency — 45.9% —— Woodbury - MATH
Cut Scores Cut Scores 46.5%
200% ~# - DFG-B - MATH 20.0% ~# - DFG-B-MATH
= @~ State - MATH = @~ State - MATH
30.0% 30.0%
20.0% 20.0%
10.0% 10.0%
0.0% : . T 00% : : : - )
2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010
NJASK Proficiency Rate Comparisons: 2006-2010 NJASK Grade 4 Science State and DFG-B Comparisons
Grade 5 100.0%
93.9%
e a0k %
90.0% =l 00.7%
83.1% 85.0%
90.0%
838% R N 82.3% 85.7%
— ., 81.4% 80.0% 17.7%
BOsK - -~ — o 79.6% 75.5% 75.3% y
80.0% =
[ 76.7%
74.1% 74.8%
. — 70.0%
70.0%
50.0%
60.0% # 602% ——Woadbury - LAL
—@ -DFG-LAL =—4—Woodbury
50.0%
50.0% : == State - LAL ~B-DFG-B
. -
[ \ e i Woodbury - MATH —i—State
24.1%
20.0% | New Proficiency = -DFG-B-MATH 40.0%
eI 39.1% = = State - MATH
30.0%
30.0%
20.0% 0%
10.0% 10.0%
0.0% T " T T 0.0% T T !
2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010




Junior High. LY wHAany 3 RIASKRGoozNEef®dramaticadiwer dueto the unexpected
proficiency cut score changes in Grade8 #hat took place that year This impacted all schools
across the stateThese changes increased the level of difficulty fojualbr high assessmentwith

the exception ofGrade 8 LAL whiclwas made slightly easiegince test design changes in 2008,
Woodbury JunioHigh®@ performance has varied. Whigeores in Grades 6 andekxperienced an
increased level of performance in LRDO9, they have sincexperienced a decreaséOn the
contrary, tre rate of proficiency in Grade 8 LAL decreased in 2009 yet increased irfr2@di@ition,

the percentage of proficient students in Math in all three Junior High grade levels experienced a
decreased from 2009 to 2010.

When comparing Woodbury Junior Hightttee DFGB and the State of New Jersey, results were

mixed.2 2 2 RodzZNE Qa wHnamn LINBTFAOASY OB and theR8ef at alljyniof ! [ & | :
high grade levels excemit the sixthgradewhose performancevas slightlybetter than the DFGB.

Asitret 1 Sa G2 al GKZ 2 22R0dz2NE QA LISReFahdDF® t@lgunidr S@St ¢4
high grade levels.

While Woodhlury outperformed both theDFGB and the Stateon the Grade 8Science assessmeint

2009 (87.7%) there was a decrease in their praéocy performance in 201(73.5%) In 2010,

2 22R0dzZNE Q& DNI RS y & dzR Sy (rale thinthe State dn@ sfigbtNJower G S 2 F
than the DF@ on the NJASK Science
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NJASK Proficiency Rate Comparisons: 2006-2010

NJASK Proficiency Rate Comparisons: 2006-2010

Grade 6 Grade 7
100.0% 100.0%
90.0% 90.0%
80.0% /I\az.zse
' 74.4% s
LT W 1=
—— ~ .. -
.05 P . \‘\ B T T —— P m === e —
67.4% - ey
. 6.7%
60.0% T \ —4—Woodbury - LAL == Woodbury - LAL
\‘ —8 - DFG - LAL = - DFG - LAL
50.0% == State - LAL == State - LAL
| ==l Woodbury - MATH Mew Proficiency 48.5% = Waoodbury - MATH
ici 42.1% . DFG-B- - DFG-B-
40.0% — Ne(\:f I:r;f:lenw == - DFG-B-MATH woe ~ -DFG-B- MATH
utscores =@~ State - MATH W 37.8% = State - MATH
30.0% 30.0%
20.0% 20.0%
10.0% 10.0%
0.0% : : : - ! 0.0% ! ! ! T ]
2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2006 2007 2008 2008 2010
NJASK Proficiency Rate Comparisons: 2006-2010 NJASK Grade 8 Science State and DFG-B Comparisons
Grade 8 100.0%
100.0%
90.0% B4.0%
85.5% 7.7%
90.0%
79.0% 78.9% 3 24.2% 82.9%
80.0% -
————— = —
80.0% “_-____-———-‘--- -4 73.8%
: - 76.1 76.5%
- 69.6% 73.5%
- 72.9% 71.1% .
drmmmme ey~ —_ e TR = 73.5% 70.0% = xS
— —
70.0% —===2
e--"""" 60.4
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51.9% 53.1% 50.0%
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=== Woodbury - MATH == State
40.0%
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New Proficiency
200% | CutScores 20.0%
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MATH - Harder)
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Language Arts Literacy Clusters. [ | & (i a@a®/sisNalINUASK Ledrtent clusters across Grades83ndicated

that overall, Woodhbry students wee challenged in meeting proficiency within theiting content clusterSince
then, Grades 3, ,5and 6 had averageriting cluster means above théust Proficient Mean (JPMhd& JPM is the
average score in the individual clusters that studersimtewide,g K 2 & Préafibi@ & &chieve.Grade 8 also
improved their performance imriting, but was QL points away from meeting the JPBtudents in Grades 3, 5 and

6 outperformed he DF@EB in the writing cluster and students in Grade 5 were 0.1 points away from meeting the
State averageAll other grade levels failed to meet both the DB@nd State averages.

At the elementary level, Woodbury stants continue to behallenged withmeeting the JPM iReading, Reading
Working with Text, and dadingAnalyzingText, yet they are generally performing at or above the same levels as
the DFGB.

At the Junior High level, Woodbury studemsGrades 7 and &8re generallyaboveproficiency n Reading, €ading
Working with Text, and Readu#galyzing &xt and generally performed at or abowhe DFGB. Students ifisrade
6 failed to meet pratiency in these three clusters, yet generally performed at the same level as thB.DFG

2010 NJASK Cluster Mean Score Comparison by Grade:

Writing
140
Above Proficiency: Grade 3 (0.3); Grade 5 (0.1);
Grade 6 (0.1)
Below Proficiency: Grade 4 (1.2); Grade 7 (1.1);
120 Grade 8 (0.1)

100

80 4

6.0 -

4.0

2.0 A

00 +

Grade 3 Grade 4 Grade 5 Grade 6 Grade 7 Grade 8

m Woodbury m DFG-B  mState mJust Proficient Mean
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35.0 | Above Proficiency: Grade 8 (6.0); Grade 7 (0.8);

30.0

250

200

15.0

10.0

5.0

0.0

2010 NJASK Cluster Mean Score Comparison by Grade:
Reading

Below Proficiency: Grade 4 (2.9); Grade 3 (2.0);
Grade 5 (0.9); Grade 6 (0.9)

Grade 3 Grade 4 Grade 5 Grade 6 Grade 7 Grade 8

m Woodbury m DFG-B  mState mJust Proficient Mean

18.0

165.0

140

120

100

8.0

6.0

4.0

2.0

0.0

2010 NJASK Cluster Mean Score Comparison by Grade:
Working with Text

Above Proficiency: Grade 8 (4.0); Grade 7 (0.9)
Below Proficiency: Grade 4 (1.4); Grade 3 (1.0);

Grade 5 (0.5); Grade 6 (0.3)

Grade 3 Grade 4 Grade 5 Grade 6 Grade 7 Grade 8

m Woodbury m DFG-B  mState mJust Profident Mean
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2010 NJASK Cluster Mean Score Comparison by Grade:
Analvzing Text

200

Above Proficiency: Grade 8 (2.0);
Below Proficiency: Grade 4 (1.4); Grade 3 (0.9);
Grade 6 (0.6); Grade 7 (0.1)

18.0 —

15.0

14.0

120

100

8.0

6.0 7

4.0 -

2.0 +

Illllllﬂ

0.0 4

Grade 3 Grade 4 Grade 5 Grade 6 Grade 7 Grade 8

m Woodbury m DFG-B  mState mJust Proficient Mean

Mathematics Clusters. In Math, allgrade levelexcept Grade generally performedvith an averaget or above
proficiency in all math content clusterStudents inGrade7 consistently performedvith an averagéelowthe JPM

in most Math content clusters; Numbe and Numerical Operations, Geometry and Measurement, Patterns and
Algebra, Probability and Discrete Math, and Problem Sotyexgept for Data Analysis.

2 KSy O2YLI NAYy3I 2 22R0 dzNE Q3&-B hdf theF Stdtdvahe/eeBentard levelystudes i K S
Grade 3 performed at the State level in Number and Numerical Operations and Geometry and Measurement, whi
performing at or above the DFB in all other math clusters. Students in Grade 5 performed above the State in
Geometry and Measurement andigitly under the State in Data Analysis and Problem Solving. They also
outperformed the DF&B in all otheMath content clustersThe average Bith cluster score for students in Grade 4
was lower than both the DFBand State in all Mth content clusters.

At the junior high levelthe average Mth cluster score of students in GradesS 6vas lower than both the DFB&

and State in Number and Numerical Operations, Geometry and Measurement and Patterns and Algebra. Grade:
and 7 outperformed the DF8 in DataAnalysis and students in Grade 6 outperformed the BFi@ Problem
Solving. Students in Grade 8 failed to perform at the level of the-B®BGthe State in Data Analysis or Problem
Solving.
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2010 NJASK Cluster Mean Score Comparison by Grade:
Number and Numerical Operations

14

Above Proficiency: Grade 3 (3.6); Grade 5 (3.2);
Grade 4 (1.1); Grade 8 (0.8); Grade 6 (0.4)
Below Proficiency: Grade 7 (0.9)

Grade 3 Grade 4 Grade 5 Grade 6 Grade 7 Grade 8

B Woodbury ®DFG-B ®State M Just Proficient Mean

2010 NJASK Cluster Mean Score Comparison by Grade:
Geometry and Measurement

12.0 | Above Proficiency: Grade 5 (2.7); Grade 3 (1.4);
Grade 4 (0.7); Grade 6 (0.4)
Below Proficiency: Grade 7 (1.0); Grade 8 (0.5)

100

8.0

6.0

4.0

20

0.0
Grade 3 Grade 4 Grade 5 Grade 6 Grade 7 Grade 8

m Woodbury m DFG-B  mState mJust Proficient Mean




9.0 1

8.0

2010 NJASK Cluster Mean Score Comparison by Grade:

Patterns and Algebra

Above Proficiency: Grade 3 (1.8); Grade 5

(1.2); Grade 4 (1.0); Grade 6 (0.2); Grade 8
(0.2)
Below Proficiency: Grade 7 (0.9)

Grade 3 Grade 4 Grade 5 Grade 6 Grade 7

m Woodbury m DFG-B  mState mJust Proficient Mean

Grade 8

70

2010 NJASK Cluster Mean Score Comparison by Grade:
Data Analysis, Probability, and Discrete Math

5.0

50

Above Proficiency: Grade 5 (1.5); Grade 3
(1.1); Grade 6 (0.8); Grade 4 (0.3); Grade 7
(0.2); Grade 8 (0.2)

4.0 +

3.0 1

20

10 4

Grade 3 Grade 4 Grade 5 Grade 6 Grade 7

m Woodbury m DFG-B  mState mJust Proficient Mean

Grade 8
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2010 NJASK Cluster Mean Score Comparison by Grade:

Above Proficiency: Grade 3 (4.6);Grade 5 Problem Solvin
s0.0 | (4.5); Grade 6 (1.8); Grade 4 (1.5); Grade 8
(1.0}

Below Proficiency: Grade 7(0.4)

Grade 3 Grade 4 Grade 5 Grade 6 Grade 7 Grade 8
m'Woodbury ®DFG-B ™ State M Just Proficdent Mean

Science Clusters.L Y WA M3 fouRttarRdeadhtiBy@destudentscontinued toperform above proficiency
in allNJASK Scienctusters: Life Science, Physical Science, Earth Science, Knowledge and Apj3icaksmts in
Grade 4 performed at or below the DH3n all Science clusters and failed teenthe State average in any Science

cluster. Students in Grade 8 performed at or above the -BH® all Science clusters, yet fell below the State
average in these clusters.
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2010 NJASK Science Cluster Mean Score Comparison: Grade 4

Above Proficiency: Application (5.6); Life
Science (2.9); Earth Science (2.6); Physical
1 Science (1.7); Knowledge (1.5)

Life Science Physical Science Earth Science Knowledge Application
B Woodbury ®DFG-B  ®State ™ Just Proficient Mean

30

2010 NJASK Science Cluster Mean Score Comparison: Grade 8

Above Proficiency: Application (7.2); Life
Science (3.9); Earth Science (2.5); Physical
Science (2.1); Knowledge (1.2)

Life Science Physical Science Earth Science Knowledge Application

H Woodbury ™ DFG-B W State M Just Proficient Mean
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able to track three classes (Class 0f2@015, and 201)6over four test admirstrations and the Class of 20bver

three test administrations.

The Class of 2010ur current 6th Graders, have consistently demonstrated drigavels of proficiency on the
Math assessmenthan on the LAL assessment. Yet, while they experienced a great drop in the percentage
proficiernt students after the 2009 State changes in the assessntleey have increased their LAL scores by 8.3%
and their Math by 15.4% I he gains made by theads of 2017 on the 2010 Math gimn brought them only 1.2%
below the $ate avera@. While the Class @017 is 7.3% behind thea®e in LAl theycontinueto follow the same

trend of proficiency as the State each yebr.2010, the Class of 2017 outperformed the EB-@ bothLALand

Math, whereas previously they were at about the same rate of prociendydth cantent areas.

Class of 2017 (Currently 6th Graders)
*Only includes students enrolled in Woodbury City Public Schools for all three test administrations
NJASK LAL and Math Percentage Proficient Comparison 2008-2010
100.0% —
New Proficiency
Cut Scores
90.0%
80.0% BLE% - L 77.6%
76.3% N . /
70.0% \ .. I /— .
I~ T
60.0% P Bt -
\ 62.2% /55.?%
50.0% "“xi ——— o
47.4%
40.0%
30.0%
20.0%
10.0%
0.0%
2008 (Grade 3) 2009 (Grade 4) 2010 (Grade 5)
—4—LAL - Woedbury (n=97) —# LAL-DFG-B <« - LAL - State
== MATH - Woodbury (n=98) MATH - DFG- B MATH - State

While the Class of 2016ur current 7th Graders, hagnsistently had high rates of proficiency on the Math portion

of the assessment, they experienced a 17.7% decrease in proficiency from 2009 to 2010. On the contrary, the Cl
of 2016 increased their proficiency rate in LAL by 7.0% over the same time péfteeh comparing their
performanceto the State, the Class of 20b@&d previouslhyperformed ataboutthe same rate of proficiency as the
State in Math, but now is 8.3% belohet State averagdespite this fall, the Class of 2016 maintained a proficiency
rate in Math slightly above our DH&In 2010The Class of 2016 continues to have a lolagkproficiency rate in

than the State yet outperformed the DF®B in 2010 by nearl2%
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Class of 2016 (Currently 7th Graders)
*0Only includes students enrolled in Woodbury City Public Schools for all four test administrations

NJASK LAL and Math Percentage Proficient Comparison 2007-2010
100.0%
90.0%
80.0%
70.0%
60.0%
50.0%
40.0%
30.0%
20.0%
10.0%
0.0%

2007 (Grade 3) 2008 (Grade 4) 2009 (Grade 5) 2010 (Grade 6)
—#— LAL - Woodbury (n=85) —# LAL-DFG-B -« f-- LAL - State
—— MATH - Woodbury (n=85) MATH - DFG- B MATH - State

TheClass of 201%ur current 8th Gradergiashad mixedlevels of performancemthe last four administrations of
the NJASKTheir performance on the Math portion of the assessment has steadily declined overrgawhing a
low of 38.9% in 2010While their proficiency rate o the LAL portion increadammediately afterthe 2008 test
redesign it dropped by 2.8% from 2009 to 201When comparing their performance to the State, the Class of
2015 consistently performs below the State in both MathdaLA., yet they tend to follow the same trend of
proficiency as the State each yedrhe Class of 2015 had historically outperformed our BF@ Math but
underpe 2 NY SR (G KSY A yproficianayraten LAKréniainsGlightlsi und2r our DFE:

Class of 2015 (Currently 8th Graders)

*0Only includes students enrolled in Woodbury City Public Schools for all four test administrations

NJASK LAL and Math Percentage Proficient Comparison 2007-2010

100.0%
90.0%
80.0% -
80.6%._ -
bl 69.4%
70.0% . x S R -
60.0% S Tty anett? — -
57.5% ~ - —
\ - . "ﬁ 53.4%
50.0% ~ ~ —
- . —
\ ‘N-.
40.0% New Proficiency 5
Cut Scores v 37.0% 38.9%
30.0% |
20.0%
10.0%
0.0%
2007 (Grade 4) 2008 (Grade 5) 2009 (Grade 6) 2010 (Grade 7)
—+— LAL - Woodbury {n=73) —® -LAL-DFG-B ... LAL-State
== MATH - Woodbury (n=72) MATH - DFG-B MATH - State
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The Class of 2@] our current 9th Graders, experienced a drop in the percentage proficidohafter the 2008

test redesign, but has since seen an increab@8.7% with 73.4% of the class performigproficiercy on the

2010 assessment. On the caaty, the Class of 2014 continues to experience a steady decline in proficiency on the
Math assessment, dropping 3.8% from 2009 to 20Mben comparing their performance to the State, the Class of
2014 generally performs below the State in both Math andLLget they tend to follow the same trend of
proficiency as the State each yedihis Class continues to perform ahout the same rateof proficiencyas our
DFGB in LAL. Whereas in Math, the Class of 2014 had slightly outperformed ot8 DF®ath overthe two
previous years, they performed at about the same level as ourEDIRE2010.

Class of 2014 (Currently 9th Graders)
*Only includes students enrolled in Woodbury City Public Schools for all four test administrations
NJASK LAL and Math Percentage Proficient Comparison 2007-2010
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ELEMENTARY CURRICULUM AND INSTRUCTION STRATEGIES
Woodbury NJASK data indicates improveméoin 2009 in Literacy and Math at the elementary levels. The
initiatives orefforts that contribute to the improved success at the elementary level include:

1 Continued implementation of Houghton Mifflin Reading across all grade levels
Continued professional development support of Academic Coaches

Year |l training of f@l-5th gradeteachers with Responsive Classroom

Analysis ossessment data from MAP & NJASK to drive instruction

Participation in[ dzO& / I f { A y & Qpilét (Ekeigleehd ¢ 2 NJ & K2 LJ
Math Olympics

Continued mapping of the curriculum

=A =4 4 4 4 =2
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The Houghton Mifflin K5 literacy progam has improved the cohesion and consistency to literacy instruction in
Grades K5.! O2YLINBKSyaA @S {1Afta ! NNI& h@SNBASSG Ay (KS
using best practices to teach lessons which offer our students maxiopportunities for skill application.

Our Literacy and Math Coachesontinue to provide leadership in training and support of our teaching staff in the
areas of teaching and learnindhey ensure the uniformity and continuity of efforts in each of theeéhr
elementary schools¢ KS& KIF @S 0SSy KSf LJFdzA Ay adzlJR2NIAy3a GKS
analyzing test data, supporting grade level meetingsiamgtovingvertical articulation of the curriculunThey also
provide model lessonstraining/workshops and help teachers meet school and district goals, while raising
achievement.

TheResponsive Classroom (R@pdel uses guiding principles and practices designed to facilitate social, emotional,
and academic growthA secondweeklong intensive summer training was provided for teachers to fully implement
the RC approach with an emphasis on Discipline, Guided Discovery and Academic Sthdérds are provided
school and classroom climates in whiekpectations are raised through respectfahd engaging lessons and
practices.

[ dzO& /[ I £ 1 Ay aQ washoied af tHe Eve2gheknaSkhddlhs an approach to teaching wiitaghers

in Grades 2, 5 were given minimal training by Lucy Calkins and implemented the writing workshop appriggch.
GKS adzZllll2 NI 2F (GKS [AGSNrOe /21 0Kz GSIFOKSNHE NBLRN
improved quality of writingAssessment data also showed improvement in student writing achievement.

For the second year, students in Grad®5 participated in the Distrietvide Math Olympics.Led by the math
coach, teachers prepared students for the math portion of NJASK through a unigue, engaging, and friend
competition of math. Students competed locally in their classrooms, then in rthmiildings and eventually
represented their schools in a district wide Math Olympit#th the Math Olympics, students not only prepare for
the state assessment, but increase their overall achievement in mathematics.

JUNIOR HIGH CURRICULUM AND INSTRU©ON STRATEGIES

Last year, with the help of th€APA teamseveral decisions were made that we expect will positively impact
student achievement at thgunior high schoollevel. First, a new schedule that eliminated the blockgrades 7 & 8
andcreateday S¢ f 2y ISNE @& Aqs¢ Ainukesc foi a8 bUR ede&ive @dutseard physical education
was implemented starting this Septembe2010; each subject now meets dailyn addition, full inclusion was
implemented in Grade 6 All Special Educatiorstudents who are deemed capableare being included in
mainstreamcourseswith the support of aSpecial Educatioteacher using a cteaching model These students
receive a study skills class to give students extra support. All students except thoseevbpecifically exempted

are taking algebra in eighth grade with our advanced math students taking an honors level Integrated Algebra
Next yearwe plan to move the inclusion model to seventh grade.

Differentiated Instruction (DI),now in its fourh year of workshops, has been introduced to theior High staff.
Evidence of differentiation is seen in lesson plans and observed by administrators during walkthroughs. Over tf
summer, many teachers returned for extra training, capably led by TarauBGasal(a sixth grade turikey
teacher) Thejunior high teams, led by their team leaders, are working to utilize the MAP test data to inform their
differentiation.
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Developmental Design (DDin our third yearof implementation offers an array of strategs designed to keep
@2dzy3 LIS2LA S al FS3x O02yySOGSR: NBalLkRyaiaoftSs yR Sy13
healthy, enjoyable relationships are the foundation for success in school. In order to establish and maintain thos
relationships, teachers must know their students; students must come to know and appreciate each other; clea
parameters for acceptable behavior must be drawn and consistently maintained; and learning must be engagin
SELX 2N} G2NEBS NBft SJI ¢adg) Teac/drs avd latheRdEdRah dntensive Ndedigy'sammer
workshop where teams gathered to learn these highly specialized and effective strategies. All participants agree
GKFG fGK2dzZaAK &adzo2S00 | NBIF 02y iSyid NiBS ORAYHRES NiEy O-NB | (&
level, teachers and administrators must not lose sight of relevance and relationships while addressing rigor. Tt
January, our team leaders will train any newcomers who have not received theleragkraining.

MAP testingwill now be used as a benchmark assessme@ ades6 through8. Students will take thexam three

times during the schoolye@ 2 (G SIF OKSNE Oly dzaS GKS GSad G2 GNIF O
will encourage teachers to further indiualize their instruction so that these tests document real gains in
achievementlIn addition, eachers are working to fully utilize the Descartes in order to both individualize and to
recognize areas that may not have been emphasized enough. Throughedms, teachers in social studies and
science are recognizing the skills that align to their subject areas that they may respond to from the MAP dat:
MAP data is particularly useful for the support teachers who are working to ensure that students sooctexl

ASK. MAP allows teachers to understand not just that students have grown, but whether or not they have achieve
projected growth during the year. This information can be readily found on the StullesgssmenProfiles to
which all teachers have eess.

Curriculum Mapping Thejunior high has completed mapping its courses except fecattered few elective cycle
courses In addition we are aligning all mapa special education clasststhe college pregourse curriculausing

the same currica with modifications. The maps are allowing us to explore how completely we are aligned to the
standards.

HSPA RESULTS

At the high school level, 11tlgrade students are required to take thdigh School Proficiency AssessmétSiPA

not only to assess stlent knowledge but also as a graduation requiremedver threefourths of HSPA takers
(82.9%) demonstrated proficiency on the LAL portion of the assessment and over6h&¥] demonstrated
proficiency in Math.These were both increases from the prewoyear.In 2010, he percentage of proficient
Woodbury students in both LAL and Matias higher than theDFGBo dziT O2y aAraidSyidfte f 2«
average.

Within each content area, Woodbury HSPA takers performed above proficiency in all conteatscingtoth LAL

and Math.In Language, they outperformed the DBGn Reading, Working with Text and Analyzing Text, yet failed
to compete with the State performance on any of the four Language clusters. In Math, Woodbury performed at o
above our DF@ inall Math clusters, yet fell below the State average in these clusters.
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2010 HSPA Math Cluster Mean Scores
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AHSA RESULTS

The Alternative High School Assessment (AHSA), formerly known as Special Review Assessment (SRA),
FEAOSNYFGAGS aasSaavySyid OKiAN dzf REMEG RAYGRARST (lay RNeW adSi
Jersey Department of Education, 20H0)d can be used as an alternative graduation requirement assessment. Of
the 17 students who took the AHSA in 2010, all 17 took the Mathigpodnd 2 took the Language portion. The
majority of students passed on thé'attempt (13), two passed on the'®attempt and 2 did not pass. Of the 15
who passed, 14 passed the Math section only and one passed the Math and Language sections. Of the t
students who did not pass, one did not pass the assessment in Math, while the other did not pass it in both Mat
and Language. It should be noted that these two students also failed to meet other graduation requirements tha
prevented them from receivingheir diplomas.

END OF COURSEOC) BOLOGY

The EOC Biology assessment, which replaced the H 2010 End of Course Biology Results and Comparis
Sci,encev: 'Eesﬁn, 2008, add[esses the peed to ensure ,that % Proficient | Average Scale Scorg
audzRRSyua FNB aLING LI Ndedondaiy2 woddsury LIS Us8 50 F 2 NI LI2og &l
educational opportunities and careers in a global econdmpEGB 36.4% 189.7

(New Jersey Department of Education, 201&l) high school| State 55.9% 206.4
students, egardless of grade level, enrolled in a first year

biology requisite course or an AP biology course without completion of any prior high school biology courses a
required to take the EOC Biology assessment.
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While Woodbury students average scale scor@3(2) was below that of the State average (206.4) it was higher
than the average score of the DFG oMy pPT 0P ¢KS OKI NI AyOf dzZRSR 02 YL
cluster performance on the assessment to that of the EF~&nd the State. Comparisons 2009 EOC Biology
results could not be made as the 2009 scores were not scaled and the proficiency rates were not made available
reports provided to the district.

2010 End of Course Biology Performance by Cluster

82
79

B Woodbury
mDFG-B

State
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Diversity and Biological

Energy, Organization of

Living Things Evolution

END OF COURSEOC)ALGEBRA

In the 200910 school year, all students taking Algebea the course equivalent were required to take the Algebra

| End of Course assessmeAt. Woodbury, this assessment was administered to students enrolled in Integrated
'f3SON LL FYR 12y2NR LYGS3INFGSR ! 3Sg@didiency tate QR892NE S
on the assessment was higher than that of the DFG O mp ® /&2 0 o6dzi f 26SNJ G0KFy GKI
students in the Honors Integrated Algebra Il course outperformed both the State and th& DG onethird of
studentsscoring proficient or higher.

Woodbury
DFGB | Stat
Int. Algebra Il HN Int. Algebra || Overall ate
Proficient or Above 6.5% 33.3% 18.8% | 15.0%| 29.0%

HIGH SCHOOL CURRICULUM AND INSTRUCTION STRATEGIES

Woodbury Junior and Senior High Schools are meétiagoal of offering a personalized and rigorous education to
its students. Woodbury has replaced its regular courses with two tra¢ksnors/AP and College Prep and hopes
that every student will decide to challenge himself. Towards that eredhave addedVath and Literacy support,
AVID classes with Tutorology, Summer Bridge Programs to enhance AP and high school success, Juntos to er
heritage speakers to advaa to AP Spanish, and homeworloikplace after school for all students in Junior and
Senior kgh. It is our intention that students will utilize these layers of support to recognize a personal strength anc
pursue it through the challenge of advanced courses, the zero period college courses, and challenging Optior
experiences.

33



Detracking Opporntinities. Many advances have been made in our efforts to continue to offer rigorous courses to
all students. We have elimated our Honors 12 English courgsefavor of College Prep and Addburses
Additionally we have added AP Spanighd AP Literature &ompositiorto our course selectionwe now have 15
sections of AP classes taught by teachers who will all have had their AP syllabi approved. Teachers have rece
training from AP and many have received training from AVID to enable them to help &htwthieve in these
challenging ocurses Each and every year the number of tests that AP students take, and the number of individua
students who take one or more AP test rises, as does the motaber of passing score addition we continue
tooffeNJ 9 NI & Y2NYAy3 an t SNR 2R éhishafl @udsDtS dreitd&kNg Sodottayy iwkile ih 2
the spring we expect to offer Psychology.

AP Training for Teachers
Teacher Name APCourse Teaching Subject Year Trained
Gary Scavette AP Physis Science 1997
Megan Lucidi AP Biology Science Training sched. for NoVAVID trained 2010
Robert Banka AP Chemistry Science NT
AP Language And : ,
Steven Delaney o English 2009/ AVID Trained2010
Composition
N compesiion 1999
Elizabeth Luthke P English
AP Language and
- 2009
Composition
Steven Gallatig AP US History Social Studies 1999 AVID Trained 2008
Andrew Vernon AP Government Social Studies 2009 AVID Trained 2009
Cheryl Federline AP Spanish World Languages 2010;AVID Trained 2008
. . AP Calculus | Math ] .
David Snelling AP Caleulus || Math 2010;AVID Trained 2005
Terry Savage AP Music Theory Arts 2010

Curriculum Mapping The mapping process is walhder way. This summer, many new curricula were mapped.
Each department understasdthe maps that are left to be completed and has a plan to finish these documents.
Time is set aside for teachers to complete and update the maps that are in place. In a new initiative, sever
teachers are beginning to embellish the maps with detailedhmitag that will enable them to use the maps as a
singular source of planning informatigio include standards, objectives, content, learning activities, modifications,
formative and summative assessments and even links to documents both in Word and welihe addition we

are aligning allspecial education coursenaps to the college premoursesusing the same curricula with
modifications. Several departments, Math, English and Science have begun to make use of the documents to al
and cascade skill:d content, to evaluate for omissions and redundancies, and to share best practice within the
department.
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MAP Testing. MAP testing has been availabledmdes 9 and 10. The results supply us with additional information
regardingwhich students need int@Sy G A2y | yR GKS SEGNI} alLlzaKé (G2 06SO
assessments. Thdepartment chairpersos assisteachers with the process of reviewing, analyzing and using data
to form groups and generate learning plans that align to the neddise class and of individual students within the
class. Training touS a!t NBadz Ga Aa | LI NI 27F 2dzNJ glad, @hdiourt NE
department chairs will be leading sessions in their meetings to further enhance the use tdsting data. The
student profiles are another response to the MAP scores, allowing teachers to understand the strengths an
weaknesses of their students by reviewing a single document.

Option II.We are now starting our third year of Option Il programgifihe second year of th@ption Il program

has brought significant growth and expansion. Approximately 460 high schoolscnestié earned within the 2009

Mn a0K22f @SENE SyO2YLIl aaiay3a 20SN) mp dzy Al dzSey QGECS.HNNY
the continuation of thes&d Y A UA 1A @S&S 222R0dzZNEQ& {GNIFGS3IAO tfly
to create, implement and be accountable fas/hervery own meaningful and personalized educational plan.

The 201611 school yeawill bring further exparsion ofthe Option Il umbrella and the programs it supports.
CNBaKYlyYy {SYAYIlI NJ gAftt -sécé@ntiakyPlarFtbat vll-aliyk withis/hggRo®n/ carded andJ2 a
educational goals. New curriculum will integrate high sd¢hoounselors, possecondary exploration and an
ultimate 10 year plan; all vital in providing a smooth transition iotdlege It will also support the new Service
Learning graduation requirement; fostering greater interactions between students and timmaaity, while
earning Option Il credits towashigh school graduation.

To date, Option Il has been a resource to well over 100 students who were able to use creative scheduling a
unique experiences to truly live the mission of Woodbury City PublicoBcle leader in personalizing education).

As an added bonus, many of these students received publicity and media coveraderther solidify the great

level of commitmenthat they have put forth and the positive outcome it has had on their schookanamunity.

222RO0dzNE QA FoAfAGE G2 AyidS3aNI (hSs potediihf@ yhordgrawthAAyrecently (i K S
F RYAYAAGSNBR &adaNBSe Ol LIWGdzZNBR | gayl LlaK2G¢é¢ 2F  OdzNN.
available at the higlschool level. Survey results will set a baseline and help cultivate a-tratdtl tracking
mechanism essential for paralleling the programmatic benchmarks outlined in the 5 year Strategic Plan.

MAP RESULTS

In the 200910 school yearVIAPtesting wasconducted twice in Grades 2 through 10. Typically, used to measure
student<yrowth in three content areag Math, Reading and.teracy¢ the test is administered in th&all of each
school year and again spring. The same goal strands are measuredyiades3-10, while students in the ril
Grade only take a Math and Reading version on the MAP with a different set of goal strands. The sections belc
highlight how Woodbury performed on the MAP during the 2010 school year by goal strand and with comparison
aganstthenorm¢ KS (o0t Sa IyR OKINIla o0St2g SIOK 2F GKS 7F2f
by school level.

Elementary

In Math, grades 35 ended the school with a MatRIT higher than the norm, while students in Grade 2 grew 13.8
points from fall to spring yet fell slightly short of meeting the norm. GradeS 8emonstrated growth in all Math

goal strandsg performing the highest in Patterns and Algebra and Numbers and Operations, while performing
lowest in Mathematical Processes. Studemt<Grade 2 demonstrated growth in all Math goal strands expect for
Statistics and Probabilitytheir weakest goal strand. Grade 2 performed the highest in Computation and Algebra.
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In Reading, Grades 3 and 5 ended the school yearavRleadin@RIT slighy above the norm and Grades 2 and 4,
slightly below, although all four Grades demonstrated some degree of growth from Fall to Spradgs $H
demonstrated growth in all Reading goal strargperforming at about the same level among all goal strands.
Grade 2 demonstrated most growth from Fall to Spring in the Concepts about Print goal stthed highest
performing goal strand, yet had a decrease in performance in the Vocabulary & Word Structure goat str@nd
lowest.

While students in Grades% demonstratedoverallgrowth from Fall to Spring in Language Usage, they fell slightly
short of the norm in Grades 3 and 4, yet 1.0 point about the norm in Grade 5. They also demonstrated growth in &
Language Usage goal strands with Mechanics/Spddimty Writing Product being their highest performing goal
strands and Writing Process being their lowe3tludents in Grade 2 do not take a Language Usage portion of the
MAP.

Overall, Elementary students performed higher on the Math portion of the MAP tharthe Reading and
Language

Math
Fall 2009 Avg. | Fall Norm | Above/Below | Spring 2010 Avg|  Spring Fall to Spring| Above/Below
RIT Score RIT the Fall Norm RIT Score Norm RIT Growth the Spring Norm
Grade 2 175.9 179.5 -3.6 189.7 190.8 13.8 -1.1
Grade 3 192.8 192.1 0.7 204.6 202.4 11.7 2.2
Grade 4 200.5 203.0 2.5 213.0 211.4 125 1.6
Grade 5 213.6 211.7 1.9 222.9 219.2 9.3 3.7
Reading
Fall 2009 Avg. | Fall Norm | Above/Below | Spring 2010 Avg|  Spring Fall toSpring | Above/Below
RIT Score RIT the Fall Norm RIT Score Norm RIT Growth the Spring Norm
Grade 2 175.7 179.7 -4.0 189.1 189.6 134 0.5
Grade 3 190.4 191.6 -1.2 199.8 199.0 9.4 0.8
Grade 4 198.4 200.1 -1.7 204.9 205.8 6.5 0.9
Grade 5 205.9 206.7 0.8 211.2 211.1 5.3 0.1
Language Usage
Fall 2009 Avg. | Fall Norm | Above/Below | Spring 2010 Avg|  Spring Fall to Spring| Above/Below
RIT Score RIT the Fall Norm RIT Score Norm RIT Growth the Spring Norm
Grade 2 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Grade 3 189.7 192.6 2.9 200.1 200.5 10.4 -0.4
Grade 4 198.3 201.0 2.7 206.2 207.0 7.9 -0.8
Grade 5 207.2 207.2 0.0 212.8 211.8 5.6 1.0
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2009-2010 Grade 2 Only MAP Goal Strand Performance (Avg -High)
MATH

2009-2010 Elementary MAP Goal Strand Performance (Avg -High)
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Junior High

At the junior high level, dlgrade levels demonstrated an overRIIT gowth from Fall to Spring in all three content
areas yetdid not perform at or above the normPerformance in all content areas varied, yet indicates a need to
improve performance overall.

In Math, junior high studentsdemonstrated growth in all goal strands excépathematical Processesvhere there
was a very slightecrease. They performed highest in Data/Probability/Discrete Math and lowest in Mathematical
Processes.

In Reading, Junior High students demonstrated groatReading goal strandsom fall to spring. They performed
highest in Response to Text and kstin Concepts about Print.

Junior high students demonstrated growthin all Language goal strands except for Mechanics/Spelllingy
performed highest in Writing Forms and lowesMechanics/Spellinglthough the difference wagerysmall.

Senior High

222R0dzNE QA {SYA2NJ I A3IK ai0dzRSyiQa LISNF2NXIyOS 2BRIT (K
growth in all three content areagyade 10 only demonstrate®ITgrowth in Reading while showing a decrease in
Math and Language Usage frduail to spring. In addition, both grade levels failed to meet therm in all three
content areas, indicating a general need for improvement.

As it relates to Mathsenior high students decreased their performance frofall to spring in all goal strands except
for Data/Probability/Discrete Mathwhich showed a slight increase werformance over this timdrame. They
performed the highest in Data/Probability/Discrete Math and lowed¥lethematical Processes

Similarly,senior high students increased their perfomance fromfall to spring in allreading goal strands except for
Response to Text where a slight decrease was shown. They performed the highest in Response to Text and lowv
in Concepts about Print.

Senior High students performed slightly higher in Weiting Forms goal strand, yet demonstrated a decrease in
performance in all other Language Usage goal strands. They performed the highest in Writing Forms and the low«
in Writing Process.
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Math

Fall 2009 Avg. RIT Fall Norm | Above/Belowthe | Spring 2010 Spring Fall to Spring| Above/Below
Score RIT Fall Norm Avg. RIT Scor¢ Norm RIT Growth the Spring Norm
Grade 6 216.2 218.3 2.1 222.3 223.8 6.2 -1.5
Grade 7 222.5 224.1 -1.6 225.0 228.3 2.5 -3.3
Grade 8 225.6 229.3 -3.7 231.6 232.7 6.1 -1.1
Grade9 230.6 231.6 -1.0 232.3 234.0 1.7 -1.7
Grade 10 238.2 235.2 3.0 235.8 237.1 -2.4 -1.3
Reading
Fall 2009 Avg. RIT Fall Norm | Above/Below the | Spring 2010 Spring Fall to Spring| Above/Below
Score RIT Fall Norm Avg. RIT Scor¢ Norm RIT Growth the Soring Norm
Grade 6 206.2 211.6 -5.4 2134 214.8 7.2 -1.4
Grade 7 213.9 215.4 -1.5 216.2 217.9 2.2 -1.7
Grade 8 216.5 219.0 -2.5 218.4 221.2 1.8 -2.8
Grade 9 218.9 220.9 -2.0 220.2 222.6 1.3 -2.4
Grade 10 224.7 223.9 0.8 225.3 225.4 0.6 -0.1
Language Usage
Fall 2009 Avg. RIT Fall Norm | Above/Below the | Spring 2010 Spring Fall to Spring| Above/Below
Score RIT Fall Norm Avg. RIT Scorq Norm RIT Growth the Spring Norm
Grade 6 2115 211.7 -0.2 214.6 215.1 3.1 -0.5
Grade 7 213.8 215.1 -1.3 217.4 217.7 3.6 -0.3
Grade 8 216.9 218.4 -1.5 218.8 220.4 1.8 -1.6
Grade 9 219.5 219.4 0.1 219.7 220.8 0.1 -1.1
Grade 10 223.3 221.6 1.7 221.8 222.9 -1.5 -1.1
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Since last year, the district has seen a vast improvement in the use of MAP assessmentosgdoem and drive
instructional changes. Teachers, district wide, appear to have a general understandweralf RIT score;oal
RIT sores and Adjectives, Descartes and Norms. To increase te@ukerand understanding of MAP, Woodbury
continuesto provide training throughout the year at iservices and during team meetingsStudent profiles may also
assist in providing teachers with more readily available and comprehendible MAP data for teacher use.

Reading Levels

With each administration of th&®eading MAP assessmestaich student is given a Lexile scarkich can be used to
assess whether or not a student is reading at the typReslding orText level ofstudents at theirgrade level Typical
Reading and Text Levels are goebed by LexiléMetaMetrics, Inc.) based ohexileReading and &xt measuresA
Reading measure represents atiedenti Q& | 0 A f A ( &nd & Bxt W &RdzNBS ENIS LINB &Sy G a |
comprehend text.

FaSR 2y [ SEAf S & 02 NBIDadmiNid@ryionofahe RARIZKBs(Bides?-10NHe pefcentage of
students reading abr abovethe typical Rading level of their grade was much higher than those readiig abovethe
typical Text level oftheir grade. The percentage oftB8grade students reading aheir typical reading level was the
lowest 69.746) while the percentage ofn@ graders reading at their typical reading level was the high@811%o).In
addition, the percentage of students reading at grade level increased from 2009 to 2010 in Gradésad 7. There
was also an increase in the percentage of sgided LINB LI NB R T2 NJ [evel3n GyaBeds §, 7 ahblAsR S Q &
relates to typical text levels, Grade 9 was the lowest Bitt¥o reading at the typical text level of their graaled Grade
2 was the highest with 1% reading at the typical text level of their graddost grade levels increased their
percentage of students performing at or above the typical text level for their girade 2009 to 201@&xcept for Grades
2and9TheNBE gl a | faz2z +ty AYONBIFraS Ay (GKS LISNOSydlr3as 27 ai
6, 8 and 10.

% of Students Reading At or Above Typical Reading Range by Grade % of Students Reading At or Above Typical Text Range by Grade
According to MAP Lexile Scores: Spring 2010 PostTest According to MAP Lexile Scores: Spring 2010 PostTest

90.1% 87.7% 89.2%

55.6% 55.6%

Grade 2 Grade 3 Grade 4 Grade 5 Grade 6 Grade 7 Grade & Grade 9 Grade 10 Grade 2 Grade 3 Grade 4 Grade s Grade 6 Grade 7 Grade 8 Grade d Grade 10

W At or Above Typical Reading Level W Prepared for Next Grade Level W At or Above Typical Text Level m Prepared for Next Grade Level
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ADVANCE PLACEMENT (AP)

While any Woodbury student habe option to take the

AP assessment, used to earn college cradd advanced
placement, depending on their course selection and po
graduation plansthe test is typically takerby students

who are enrolled inAP coursesin the 200910 school

year, Woodbury saw a great increase in the number
students taking AP asssments and the number of A
tests taken.Increased access to AP coursas a result of
increased AP course offeringglong wth the AVID

LINE AN YQ& dtident to TaReNAP kaurdes ar
both possible contributing factors into the great increas
in the number of APeists taken and test takers (see th
chart to the righj.

In 200910, 3 G dZRSY 14 Q LISNF2NX I y
varied greatly. Out of a possible 5 pointwhere 3 is
passing those students who took the U.S. HistoBnglish

0

0

w
£

Trend of AP Examinations with Scores 3,4 or 5

1111“]

2003-04

2004-05

2005-06 2006-07 200708

2009-10

WTotal#% of Students who took one or more AP Exams W Total AP ExamsTaken AP Exams with Scores 3,4, or §

Language Guposition, Government& Politics Biology,
and Music Theorgxamshave average scores bela2vs.
On the contrary students who tookthe Calculus AB anc
BC assssments scored an average of 4.3 and, 4
respectively.This is &.3 point increase on bottCalalus

assessmentsfrom the previous year. Students who toa
the Physics AP assessment had an average score of
¢tKS OKIFNI AyOfdzZRSR adzyy
performance on the AP assessmémtm 2008 to 2010

Recently, aCollegeBoard representativ@rovided the
district with some comparative data that demetrates

0K G 2 2 2 RO d2BblB APA partieipatioy and °

performance was higher than most high schoolsour
local region.The following Participation map demonstrate

aKI G 2SN o E: dnts 2o@k2dR 0AR

Advanced Placement (AP) Mean Score Trend: 2008-2010

47
44

30

U.S. History

Englsh

Language
Composition

Wil

Governmen t& Calculus AB Calculus BC Biology
Politics

B 2007-2008 mW2008-2009 W 20059-2010

-
o

PhysicsB Music Theory

assessment in the 206@ school year. In additionhe

following Performancemap demonstrates that in 2009, 264 di':
higher on all AP exams. Other than Haddonfield schools, no other distrithis local area outperformed
Woodbury on overall AP assessment performance in 2009, usm@dtformance range provided by College

Board

27

2 22 R0 dzNE Q&

AN Rdzl G A
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Inset A

New Jersey
Public Schools

Advanced Placement Participation
by District: High School Class of 2009

Percent of graduating
class participating in
AP during high school
B Less than 1%

I 1% - 9%

[]10% - 19%

Sources: 2007-2008 MNCES 12th grade district enroliment,
2002-2009 College Board Advanced Flacement Cohort Data and
2007-2008 School District Boundary Files {purchasedfrom
Proximity). AP Cohort data represents all public school students
from a given year's public high school class who took an AP exam
at any peint in high school.
Notes: The most recent NCES enrollment data available at the
[ 120% - 29% time of map production was for the 2007-2008 school year.

A degree of caution should be exercised when reviewing
- 30% or greater participation numbers as they may not reflect accurate district

[ "1 No 12th grade enrollment data enroliments for the 2008-2009 school year.

43



Woodbury

O—

o~

44



































































































